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The in uenceofthe nitetem perature on the antiferrom agnetic A FM ) spin ordering in sym m etric
nuclearm atterw ith the e ective G ogny interaction is studied w ithin the fram ew ork ofa Fem iliquid
form alisn . It is shown that the AFM spin polarization param eter of partially polarized nuclear
m atter for low enough tem peratures Increases w ith tem perature. The entropy of the AFM spin
state for som e tem perature range is larger than the entropy of the nomm al state. N exrveless, the free
energy ofthe AFM spin state is always less than the free energy of the nom al state and, hence, the
AFM spin polarized state is preferable for all tem peratures below the critical tem perature.

PACS numbers: 21.654+ £ 75254 2; 7110Ay

INTRODUCTION

T he spontaneous appearance of spin polarized states
In nuclear m atter is a topic of a great current interest
due to is relevance In astrophysics. In particular, the
e ects of spin correlations In the m edium strongly n u-—
ence the neutrino cross section and neutrino m ean free
path. T herefore, depending on w hether nuclearm atter is
spdn polarized ornot, drastically di erent scenarios of su—
pemova explosion and cooling ofneutron stars can be re—
alized. A nother aspect relates to pulsars, which are con—
sidered to be rapidly rotating neutron stars, surrounded
by strong m agnetic eld. O ne of the hypotheses to ex—
plain such a strong m agnetic eld of a pulsar is that it
can be produced by a spontaneous ordering of spins In
the dense stellar core.

Ifa spin polarized state appears, nuckonsw ith spin up
and spin down lie on di erent Fem i surfaces. Spin-spin
and spin-isospin correlations, leading to the fom ation of
a spin polarized state, essentially depend on the overlap
between Fem i surfaces. It is controlled by the num ber
densities of nuclkons of di erent species and spin polar-
ization param eter, which, n tum, should be determ ined
self-consistently.

From the generalpoint ofview, the problem of nding
the phase diagram ofa m any-particle Fem isystem when
ferm jons lie on di erent Fem isurfaces is encountered In
m any physicalcases. Forexam ple, themm odynam ic prop—
erties ofa neutron-proton condensate E}']{ i_é] n asymm et—
ric nuclar m atter are govemed by pairing correlations
between neutrons and protons, occupying two di erent
Fem ispheres. A nalogous situation appears in high den—
sty QCD, when the quark system is unstable against
the form ation of the hgqgi color superconducting conden—
sate ij]{ g-g] Besides, one can m ention the soin singlet
pairing In a superconducting m etal n the presence of
m agnetic i purities I;fl:, :_l-gl] or the B-phase of the su-
per uid *He @alianW ertham er phase) in a m agnetic

eld f_l-.Z:], when the spin degeneracy is loosened due to
the Pauli param agnetisn . Another exam plk is the ap—
pearance of BC S pairing in ultracold trapped quantum

gases [14,115, L6].

T he possibility of a phase transition of nom al neu-
tron and nuclarm atter to the ferrom agnetic M ) spin
state was studied by m any authors '_ﬂ-j:]{ {_2-§'], predicting
the ferrom agnetic transition at % 2{4)%, for di er-
ent param etrizations of Skym e forces (39 = 0:16 fm 3 is
the nuclearm atter saturation densiy). C om petition be—
tween FM and AFM spin ordering In sym m etric nuclear
m atter w th the Skym e e ective interaction was studied
In Ref. {_2-2:], where it was clari ed that the FM spin state
is them odynam ically preferable to the AFM one for all
relevant densities. H ow ever, strongly asym m etric nuclear
m atter w ith Skym e forces undergoes a phase transition
to a state w ith oppositely directed soins of neutrons and
protons [_ig] The sam e conclusion In favour of antipar-
allel ordering of neutron and proton spins in symm etric
nuclear m atter was con med also n Ref. f_Z@l] for the
G ogny e ective Interaction, where it was shown that the
AFM spin state appearsat $ 38%.

Forthem odelsw ith realistic nuclkon-nucleon (NN ) in—
teraction, the ferrom agnetic phase transition seem s to be
suppressed up to densities well above % B01{ B3]. In
particular, no evidence of ferrom agnetic instability has
been found in recent studies of neutron m atter B3] and
asymm etric nuclear m atter I_Bé_b'] w ithin the B rueckner{
H artree{Fock approxin ation w ith realistic N ijn egen II,
Reid93, and Nijnegen NSC97e NN interactions. The
sam e conclision was obtained in Ref. B-§'], where the
m agnetic susceptibility of neutron m atter was calculated
w ith the use ofthe A rgonne vig two{body potential and
U rbana IX three{body potential

Here we continue the study of spin polarized states in
nuclear m atter, usinhg as a potential of NN interaction
the e ective G ogny forces [:_3-6_:, :_3-]'] and assum ing that the
AFM spin ordering is realized as a ground state ofnuclear
m atter at zero tem perature [_ig'i] Them ain em phasisw ill
be laid on detem ining the nite tem perature behavior
ofthe AFM spin polarization. The xst goalofthe study
isto show that at low enough tem peraturesthem al uc-
tuations prom ote the AFM spin polarization of nuclear
m atter, when a system of nucleons can be treated as a
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m ulticom ponent Ferm i liquid 1;3-2_3, 'g:gi, :_5(_5] The second
goal is to provide a fully selfconsistent calculation of
the basic them odynam ic fiinctions of antiferrom agneti-
cally ordered nuclear m atter at nite tem peratures w ith
amodem e ective nite range NN interaction. In spie
of that the entropy ofthe AFM goin state can be larger
than the entropy of the nom al state, the totalbalance
of free energies lies w ith the AFM spin state foralltem -
peratures below the critical tem perature.

BASIC EQUATIONS

T he nom al states of nuclkear m atter are described by
the nomm al distrdbution function of nuckons f | ,
Tr%a’ a ,, where ©; ; ), p is the momentum,

() is the profction of spin (isospin) on the third axis,
and % is the density m atrix of the system . Bearing In
m Ind to consider the possibility of FM and AFM phase
transitions, the nom al distrioution function £ and the
nuclon single particle energy " can be expanded In the

Paulim atrices ; and x In soin and isogoin spaces
fP)=foo®) 0 ot f30®) 30 1€)
+ fos®P) o 3+ f33) 3 3:
"©E)= "o0®) 00t "30®) 30 2)

+ "3®) 03+ "33@) 3 3:

E xpressions or the distribution functions £oo ; £30 7 f037 £33
in term s of the quantities " read R7, 28]

1
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ni p being the chem icalpotentials ofneutrons and pro—
tons. The branches !,n; ! 4 of the quasiparticle spec—
trum correspond to neutronsw ith soin up and spin down,

and the branches ! ;!4 correspond to protons wih
soin up and soin down.

T he distrbution fiinctions £ should satisfy the nom al-
ization conditions

4 X

v foo ) = %; )
P

4 X

v fosP)= % % %7 6)
P

4 X

v f3o ) = %0 S T own; ()
P

4 X

v fa33) = Gun + %ps)  Gus + Bp) g (8)

o]

Here isthe isospin asymm etry param eter, %, ; %, and
%p"i%p4 are the neutron and proton number densities
w ith spdn up and spin down, respectively; $n = 3un + Spo
and %3 = %4 + %p4 are the nuclkon densities w ith spin
up and spin down. The quantities % »» and % =4 play
the roles of FM and AFM spin order param eters I_Z-Q‘]

T he self{f consistent equations for the com ponents of
the single particle energy have the form l_2-]', :_ég']

o0 ®)="o®P)+ "o P) 005 30®)="0@); )
03 @)= "3 ) 03/ 33@)= "3p):
Here ") (o) is the free sihgle particle spectrum , and
Y0705 %373 are the FL corrections to the free single

particle spectrum , related to the nom alFL am plitudes
Up k);::5Us k) by ormulas
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To obtain num ericalresuls, we use the e ective G ogny
interaction D 1S f_3-]'] E xpressions for the nom alFL am —
plitudes in term s of G ogny force param eters were w rit—
ten In Ref. I_Z-Ei]. T hus, w ith account of expressions @) for
the distribution functions £, we ocbtain the self{ consistent
equations (:_9), C_l-(_]') forthe com ponents ofthe single parti-
cle energy oo )i 30 ©)i 03 @) 33 ), which should be
solved pintly with the nom alization conditions (Ed){ ('_8),
determ ning the chem ical potentials ¢9; 03, FM and
AFM spn orderparameters % wn, $ong.

To exam ine the them odynam ic stability of di erent
solutions of selfconsistent equations, it is necessary to
com pare the corresponding free energies F = E TS,
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FIG.1l: AFM spin polarization param eter as a function of

tem perature at di erent densities for the D 1S G ogny force.

where the energy functional E is characterized, In the
general case, by four FL am plitudes Ug; ::;;Us and the
entropy reads

YIn(! )
p =n;jp =";#
+n( )hn(

)gin(l)=1 n():

PHASE TRANSITIONS AT FINITE
TEM PERATURE

Further we will consider symm etric nuclear m atter
(3, = %p). It was shown in Ref. [2_§] that in symm et—
ric nuclear m atter w th D 1S G ogny interaction only the
AFM spin ordering is realized at zero tem perature, but
the self{ consistent equations have no solutions at all cor-
regponding to the FM spin ordering. Our ain here is
to study the tem perature behavior ofthe AFM spin po—
larization in the whole tem perature dom ain below the
critical tem perature, T T..

In the AFM spin state of symm etric nuclear m atter
%n" = %p4i%n4 = %pv, neutrons wih spin up and pro-
tons wih spin down 1l the Fem i surface of radius k;
and neutrons w th soin down and protons w ith spin up
occupy the Femm i surface of radius k;, satisfying at zero
tem perature the equations

3—12<k§ k)= % 3—12<kf+ ;) = %:

Now we present the results of the num erical solution
of the self{ consistent equations w ith the D 1S G ogny ef-
fective force. In Fig. 1 it is shown the dependence of the
AFM spin polarization param eter % »4=% as a function
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FIG .2: The free energy pernuckon,m easured from itsvalie
in the nom al state, for the AFM spin state as a function of
tem perature at di erent densities for the D 1S G ogny force.

of tem perature at di erent xed densities. T he Interest—
Ing feature is that, ifat T = 0 we have partially AFM
polarized state ( % »4+=% < 1), then under increase oftem —
perature w ithin som e tem perature intervalthe AFM spin
polarization param eter increases as well. T his behavior
is In contrast w ith the ntuiive supposiion that them al
uctuations act as a destroying factor on spin ordering.

O ppositely, for not too large tem peratures them al uc—
tuations in nuclearm atter prom ote the AFM spin order—
Ing. T he reason for such a behavior is that them al uc-
tuations an ear Fem i surfaces of nuclkons, leading, thus,
to Increasing overlap between Fem i surfaces. Since in—
teraction between free nuckons is m ost strong between
a neutron and a proton in the spin triplet state, then,
m ainly, due to this interaction, m odi ed by them ediim ,
som e of neutrons w ith spin down and protons w ith spin
up undergo spin  Ip transitions from the lnnerFem isur-
face to the outer one. Thus, nitial ncrease of AFM
soin polarization w ith tem perature is a result of n u-
ence of therm ale ects and m edium correlations. Under
further increasing tem perature themm al uctuations sup-—
pressAFM soin ordering, until it com pletely vanishes.

In Fjg.:_j, the di erence between the free energies per
nucleon of the spin ordered and nom al states is shown
as a function of tem perature fordi erent xed densities.
O ne can see that, wst, asa result of the Iniial increase
of AFM spin polarization, the free energy of the AFM
Spin state decreasesw ith tem perature and after that the
di erence between the free energiesofthe AFM and nor-
m al states becom es an aller, until it vanishes at critical
tem perature, dependent on density.

U nexpected m om ent appears ifwe consider separately
the tem perature behavior of the entropy of the AFM
state. In Fig.d, the di erence between the densities of
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FIG.3: Same as in Fig. 2, but for the density of entropy,

m easured from its value In the nom al state.

the entropies of the AFM and nomm al states is shown as
a function oftem perature. O ne can see that for low tem —
peratures the entropy of the AFM state is larger than
the entropy of the nom al state. It looks lke the AFM
state at low nite tem peratures is less ordered than the
nom al state. Under further ncreasing tem perature the
di erence of the entropies changes is sign and becom es
negative, that corresponds to the ntuitively expected be-
havior. In spite ofthat the entropy ofthe AFM statem ay
be larger or less than the entropy of the nom al state,
the di erence of the free energies preserves its sign forall
tem peratures below T.. Note that analogous anom alous
behavior of the entropy w ith tem perature was observed
also In super uid asym m etric nuckarm atter E'j]. In that
case for low enough tem peratures the entropy of the su—
per uid state is lJarger than that for the nom al state.
N erveless, as In our case, the total balance of the fiee
energies is preserved in favour of super uid state for all
tem peraturesbelow the criticaltem perature. It isworthy
to note that orthe AFM spoin state anom alous behavior
of the entropy is ocbserved already In symm etric nuclear
m atter while in the super uid case it is ocbserved only
at nite isospin asymm etry. T he di erence is that in the
spoIn ordered state the separation ofFerm isurfaces is con—
trolled by the AFM spin polarization param eter which,
In tum, is not an independent quantity, but should be
found selfconsistently.

N ote that the stability of the equation of state of nu-—
clear m atter with the Skym e e ective interaction in
term s of Landau param eters was exam ined in Ref. ﬁ_ZI]_;],
w here the stability conditions were form ulated as the in—
equalities for the Skym e force param eters. T his study is
based on the approximn ation of the e ective m ass, when
the quadraticterm son m om entum in the Skym e interac—
tion are incorporated in the single particle spectrum . The

approxin ation of the e ective m ass, being independent
of tem perature as In Ref. (fl-]_;], is a strong sin plifying as—
sum ption and cannot explain the change in the sign ofthe
di erence betw een entropies ofpolarized and unpolarized
states at certain tem perature, as seen from Fig.3. In the
generalcase ofa nite range interaction, lke G ogny force
In our case or Paris NN potential in Ref. t_E;], the single
particle spectrum is to be determ ined selfconsistently by
solring the corresponding integralequations (in our case,
Egs. C_l-C_i)) . Thus, the anom alous behavior of the entropy
w ith tem perature should be associated w ith the com pli-
cated renomm alization ofthe free single particle spectrum
n a strongly interacting nuclon m ediim .

Note that, since in the present study only symm et—
ric nuclear m atter has been considered, the obtained re—
sults cannot be directly extrapolated to protoneutron
stars, whose core represents essentially asymm etric nu—
clear m atter. For strongly isospin asymm etric system ,
the appropriate choice of the G ogny force is the use of
theD 1P param etrization [_Zié], giving the correct behavior
of the energy per nuclkon at high densities.

In sum m ary, we have considered AFM polarized states
In symm etric nuckar m atter wih the e ective G ogny
Interaction at nite tem peratures. It has been shown
that the AFM spin polarization initially increases w ith
tem perature as a result of am earing Fem isurfaces of nu—
cleons due to them al uctuations and spin and isospin
dependent correlations n the medim . W hilk the dif-
ference of the entropies of the AFM and nom al states
anom alously changes its sign at certain tem perature, the
totalbalance of the free energies liesw ith the AFM spin
state for all tem peraturesbelow the critical tem perature.
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