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We study the entrainment effect between superfluid neutrons and charge neutral fluid (called the proton

fluid) which is made of protons and electrons in a neutron star interior within the two-fluid formalism and

using a relativistic model where baryon-baryon interaction is mediated by the exchange of o, w, and p

mesons. This model of strong interaction also includes scalar self-interactions. The entrainment matrix and

entrainment parameter are calculated using the parameter sets of Glendenning (GL) and another non-linear

(NL3) interaction. The inclusion of p mesons strongly influences the entrainment parameter (€,,y,) in a

superfluid neutron star. The entrainment parameter is constant at the core and drops rapidly at the surface. It

takes values within the physical range.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Novel phases of dense matter might exist in neutron stars.
Superfluidity or superconductivity is one such form of matter.
Recently, rapid cooling of the neutron star in Cassiopeia A
was reported [1]. This has been attributed to the neutron
superfluidity in neutron star cores [2]. Pulsar glitches are also
thought to be the manifestation of superfluidity in the crust
and core of neutron stars [3—6]. This glitch phenomenon
might be described based on the pinning and unpinning of
superfluid quantized vortices in neutron stars.

Superfluidity in neutron stars was studied in great detail
in Newtonian and general relativistic formulations [7-9].
The fluid formalism in the case of superfluidity is different
from that of the perfect fluid. For neutron stars made of
neutrons, protons, and electrons, two-fluid formalism was
used to describe the superfluidity in neutron star matter [8]. In
this case, one fluid is the superfluid neutrons and the other
fluid, called the proton fluid, represents the charge neutral
component made of protons and electrons. It is a well-known
fact that two fluids in a mixture are not decoupled when one
fluid interpenetrates through the other. In this situation, the
momentum of one fluid is proportional to the linear combi-
nation of the velocities of both fluids. This effect is known as
entrainment. The entrainment effect has been studied inten-
sively in understanding rotational equilibria, oscillations of
superfluid neutron stars [7,10—13], and the pulsar glitch [5,6].

Superfluid dynamics including entrainment in neutron stars
were studied using Newtonian calculations. The entrainment
effect in nonrelativistic and relativistic Fermi-liquid models
was studied by different groups [14—17]. A similar model was
developed for entrainment to study slowly rotating superfluid
Newtonian neutron stars [7]. Comer and Joynt calculated the
entrainment effect in a relativistic field theoretical model
and obtained first order corrections to the slowly rotating
superfluid neutron stars [18] for the first time. However, the
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relativistic model was inadequate to describe the neutron star
matter because the o-w Walecka model was adopted in this
calculation. Neutron star matter is highly asymmetric and the
inclusion of p mesons in the Walecka model is absolutely
necessary. Consequently, it is worth studying the effects of
symmetry energy on the master function and superfluid
dynamics in neutron stars. This motivates us to extend the
calculation of Comer and Joynt [18,19] to include p mesons
along with scalar self-interactions.

We organize the paper in the following way. We describe
the relativistic o-w-p model for entrainment and the
connection between the master function and relativistic
mean field model, as well as the formalism for slowly
rotating superfluid neutron stars, in Sec. II. Results of this
calculation are discussed in Sec. III. Section IV gives the
summary and conclusions.

II. FORMALISM

Here we adopt the two-fluid formalism as described
in Refs. [20-27] to study the entrainment effect in cold
neutron stars. The signature of the metric used here is the
same as in Ref. [18]. The starting point of the superfluid
formalism is the master function (A). It is a function of
scalars which are constructed from neutron (n#) and proton

(p*) number density currents such as n? = —n,n*,

?=—p,p*, and x*=—n,p*. The master function
—A(n?, p?,x?) corresponds to the total thermodynamic
energy density when neutron and proton currents flow in
parallel. The stress-energy tensor in terms of the master

function is written as [18,19]
Ty = Vs, + nfu, + p'y., ()

where
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U=A- n/}ﬂp - pﬂ)(/) (2)

is the generalized pressure, and

p, = Bn, + Ap,. 3)

Xv = Anb + va (4)

are neutron and proton momentum covectors and are
conjugate to n* and p*, respectively. It implies that neutron
or proton momentum is a linear combination of both number
density currents. The entrainment effect disappears when the
coefficient A is zero. The magnitudes of momentum cov-
ectors 4, and y, are chemical potentials of neutron and proton
fluids, respectively [18]. The proton fluid is a charge neutral
fluid made of protons and electrons [27]. For p-equilibrated
neutron star matter, chemical potentials of neutron and
proton fluids are the same. Consequently, the chemical
potential of proton fluid is the sum of chemical potentials
of protons and electrons [27,28]. Coefficients in Egs. (3) and
(4) are determined from the master function,

A:—a—Az, B:—Z%, C:—Z%. (5)
0x on? op?

The field equations for neutrons and protons involve two

conservation and two Euler equations.

The master function is determined from averaged stress-
energy components in a covariant way from the following
relation [18,19]:

1

— 3 4 2 ,2\—1

iﬂ 1/4 2 pV Al (T
n?p? nn+ppp = x> p¥ 4+ pn] ) (T ),

(6)
where (T) = (T7,) and the generalized pressure is
1
\D:§(<T)—A) . (N
Similarly, one obtains the coefficients [18]
—(n, pY(THY + x2A
A ST 2 ©
(x* —n°p?)
v Tllj ZA
g Pur{To) £ P°A) ©

(x* —n?p?)
|
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(n,n*(TV) + n*A)

4

€= x* —n?p?)

(10)

Relating neutron (n#) and proton (p*) number density
currents to mean particle fluxes of neutrons and protons
along the z direction in the relativistic mean field (RMF)
model [18], it follows from Eq. (6) that

A =(TQ) +(T%) —(T) , (11)

where averaged stress-energy components are calculated in
the RMF model and those are defined below.

Next, the implications of slow rotation are discussed in
the following paragraph [18]. Here it is assumed that the
space-time is flat in local regions of fluid elements. Since
x*> — np is small with respect to np [18], this leads to the
analytic expansion of the master function as

0

=D A’

i=0

A(n?, p?,x* )(x* —np)t. (12)

Coefficients in the field equations are given by [18]

A==>"ik(n? p?)(x® —np)~"
i=1
o 18),0 P 1 - 8}.1 2 ;
B= ndn n n4= on (" = np)’,
100 n . 1&0) .
C=—-0 AN "2 —np).  (13)
pop p pi (9p( P)

The master function is calculated within a RMF model
[18,29]. In this case, the relative motion between neutrons
and protons is taken into account. In the RMF model,
nucleon-nucleon interaction is mediated by the exchange of
mesons. Comer and Joynt [18,19] made the connection
between a macroscopic fluid system and microscopic RMF
model for the first time. They used the relativistic o-@
model in their calculation [18]. However, neutron star
matter is highly isospin asymmetric matter. This can be
taken care of by the inclusion of p mesons in the RMF
model. We extend the calculation of Comer and Joynt [18]
to include p mesons as well as scalar meson self-
interactions. The Lagrangian density for nucleon-nucleon
interaction is given by [29]

Ly = Z ‘i’B(i}’ﬂaﬂ —mg + G586 — GuY @ — Gpp¥uts - P ") Vs

B=n.p

1

+ % (0,00t6 —mZc*) — U(o) —

1
4a)ﬂba)””+ m2 w,0" —

1 1
o e 4p'm/.pl‘”+§m%p”.pﬂ' (14)
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Here wjp denotes the Dirac bispinor for baryons B
with vacuum mass mp and the isospin operator is tg. oo = —Cu(n” +p7)
The scalar self-interaction term [30] is U(o) =
1bm(g,0)* + % c(g,0)*. The Dirac nucleon effective mass
m, is defined as m, = m — (g,0). Here we use the nucleon
mass (m) which is the average of bare neutron (m,) and
proton (m,) masses. Further we use cZ = (g,/m,)%
= (gw/my)?, and ¢ = (g,/m,)* in this calculatlon

Here we adopt the mean field approximation to solve the
equations of motion for meson fields [29]. We choose a i . .
frame in which neutrons have zero spatial momentum 9pP3 = 755 (p*—n?). (19)
and protons have a wave vector k, = (ko,0,0,K) [18]. We
obtain the meson field equations as

(16)
.gmwz = _C(%)(nz + pZ) ’ (]7)

1
9p3 = —50,)2(1)0 —n%), (18)

where p - <l//p7 l//p> - k3 /3” nO = <1/_/n701//n> =

s ky/37%, p* = (W,riw,), and 0 = ().
In the zero momentum frame of neutrons, averaged

(15) stress-energy tensor components are given by

m. = m — 2(g) + bmc2(m — m. ) + cc2m — m.)

1 . _ _
(T0) =—5¢a > (War’ws)® — (Wsrys)’ )—50,, (Wplsprwp)* — (Wplsriws)?)
B=n,p B=n.p
1 -2 2 2 1 3 1 4 - i
=5 cat(m® —m) =g bm(m —m.)* = se(m—m) = > (ar'kws). (20)
B=n,p
(19 =" (wsrkws). 1)
B=n.,p

1 _ 1 _ _ I

=3¢ 2 :Z werwe)® — (Wprys)?) +§C;2;B;p(<ll/3133701l/3>2 — (wplspriyp)?) — Ecaz(m —m,)?

L bmm —m) =L c(m—m)t + > srkaws) (22)
3 * 4 * B x¥ B/»

B=n,p

1 i} _ 1
(T3) = Eci ((wsr’ws)* — (Wariws)?) + 2Cp Z Wl3sr"we)* — (Wlssrws)) — 5052(”” —m,)?
B=n.,p B=n,p

_lbm(m_m*)3 _lc(m _m*)4+ Z <l/_/Byzkzl//B>7 (23)
3 4 =
where /55 is the third isospin component for baryon B. Averaged stress-energy tensor components include terms which are
to be integrated over neutron and proton Fermi surfaces.
We perform integrations in cylindrical coordinates with the definitions ¢,, = g,®%, ¢,k = ¢, + K, and ¢, = g,p3 as in
Ref. [18]. We write the effective mass explicitly as
2

ky 1 1/2
m, =m— o n, (/ dk, |:k%z + ¢§) + Zﬁb/% + m% + 2¢,k, — ¢pkz - ¢w¢p:|
—k,

272

K 1 \2 1 1/2
+/ dk, {ki + (¢w1< + §¢p> + m? + 2<¢w1< + 5%) kz]
—k

P

- [o el (ramgan) ] - [ (s g 50) ] )
—k, k.

P

+ bmcZ(m —m,)* + cci(m —m,)>. (24)
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The z components of neutron and proton number current densities take the form

1 ky 1 ) ) ) 1 ) 1/2 1 2 ) 1/2
nz_ﬁ/_k dkz kz+¢m_§¢p kn+m* +¢m_z¢ﬂ+2¢wk2_¢/)kz - kz+¢w_§¢p + m s
1 [k 1 . 1\2 1 12
pZ = 271'2/]( dkz kz + ¢(1)K +§¢/) kp + m + ¢a;K +§¢/) + 2 ¢(1)K +§¢/) kz
—k,
1 2 1/2
- Kkz + ok +§¢p) +m§} ) . (25)

The master function in Eq. (6) can be written as [19]

c2 2 1

c 1
_ k3 k3 N 4 k3_ 2 _ - 2 2 —Zp _ 3
187[4 ( n + p) 72”4 ( p n) 2 2 ¢m ) /2}¢/) 2C(2; (I’I’l m ) 3 m(m m*)
1
—qclm—m)t =3 Warkaws) . (26)

B=n.p

where

_ 1 ke 1
Z <V/Byxkxl//3> = Tﬂ'z (/—k dkz |:<k%z - zm* 2¢m - 54)/2) - 3k% - 4¢u)kz + 2¢/)kz + 2¢m¢/)>

B=n.p

x<k2+¢2+1¢2+m2+2¢ k. — ¢ k. — ¢ ¢>1/2+2<{k L —l¢]2+m2>3/2:|
n [0} 4 P * o™z Pz orp z @ 2 P *

ky 1
+ / dk; Kki —2m3 — 2y — —¢ —3K2 — Aoxk, — 2k, — 2¢wk¢/)>

P

1 1/2 1 2 3/2
X (k% + ¢51K + qu/zJ + mi + 2¢kaz + ¢pkz + ¢0)K¢/)> + 2 < |:kz + ¢0)K + §¢/):| + m%) :| ) .

27

In evaluating the master function, as well as the coefficients, the slow rotation approximation which implies that K should
be small compared with k, , is exploited, as detailed in the Appendix. We are dealing with superfluidity in neutron star
matter which is made of neutrons, protons, and electrons. When we neglect the relative motion between neutron and proton
fluids, —A|, becomes the energy density of the neutron star matter. We add the contribution of electrons to the master
function (A). Here, electrons are treated as noninteracting relativistic particles. Therefore, in the limit K — 0, the master

function which is the first term of Eq. (12), generalized pressure, and the chemical potentials of neutron and proton fluids
are given by

C2 C2
Alg=— 184(k3+k3) 724(k3—k?, (k?,\/k2+m*|0+k3 k2+m*|0>

1
- ZCEZ[@’” —m.o)(m—m.y) + m*|0(bmc,2;(m - m*|0)2 + cci(m - m*|o)3)]

1 ky 4 /Ky +mg
—— | k22 + m2\ /R 4+ m2 — mbin | — (28)

871'2 m,

72 OA
12 Ok, o

2
[

2
C C
= 35 U ) = 5 (G, — k) + ki + mi2lo, (29)

ﬂ|0:—
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7 OA Ch 3 a G 3 2 2 2 2
o=~ = 508+ )+ 35 (6 = )+ Gk 30
1 3 3
Wl = Aly + 5= (ulokn + xloky) GD
3

where the subscript “0" stands for quantities calculated in the limit K — 0. It is to be noted here that energy density —A|,
and pressure V|, constitute the equation of state for the calculation of equilibrium configurations of neutron stars which we
discuss in Sec. IIL.

Coefficients in momentum covectors are given by

1 2 /kZ 2 2 k%lk3 kzkfl
Ag=c3 5+ <2k§7”+m*|"+ o { A P D
4 Su”lo \/ K2+ m? 37° [k + m?, \/k%+m§|0

N c2 <2k2\/m+ cf,{ K2k N Kk D_ el [ kky  kk ]
A R 0o g+l i+,

Vi +ml, \/k?, + m2|,

3%ks K2+ m?|,

+ >3 : (32)
Sulokn \ [i2 + m?,
37%uly Lk 1Lk Ak (L Amiy [ Kk K2k
Bo=—" — 1% 5 (o 2 TE
n n n H |0 n k%;"'mﬂo s \/kn+m*|() \/k§+m$|0
Gk ,VEE+m?, ¢ kil K2k
2012113 \ 7 T N
Wloka \ 0 Jig +mily 127 Wit mily - Jig 4 ng
N 22k, [ kiky, Kk, ] 37k, kg mi, (33)
2,2 3 2 6 ’
3071 ok L/l + m2 \/k?, + m?|, 3ok \/ Ky +milg
C| 3722, N 1, K 5 K 2kl <2k2 VK 4+ m?|, N c2 { k%k?, k%,kfl })
0= 21673 " Coz T s
B4 B 52k \ 7 r) ) 37 |\/I2 + m?), \/ki +m,
@R <2k2 Vil [ 2K K2k D
2 3 p 2
200k \ 7\ Ji 2]y 127 WK mil - fig g
c2c2ks [ ik, Kk, } _ 37 kg +mi (34)
307°ploky, L\/K2 + m2] \/kf, +m?|, 5Klok, \/ k5, 4+ mZ

Similarly, other coefficients which enter into the calculation of equilibrium neutron star configurations are calculated
according to Ref. [18] and given by

om
2 0 m, o
C V5 *10 9k
_C2 P_|_ » 0 (35)

0 vo4 k%\/kﬁ‘f'mﬂo’

zt OPA
Alo=—-5375—>—
K213 Ok, 0k,

470 oA A 2 g2k, +m | G
Bl =" (228 k28 ) 2 G e vl (36)
K\ 0k,|, "ok, 4K Rt md,
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7 oA
-2 (2] 7))
ky \" Ok, 0
Om,
) 6/2, 2 kp + m*|00r1:;
Sty e
Pk +mi,

PN\
- kp 2
0 8kp

2

0 T

1
+ = .
ko J1G +m?

(37)

Derivatives of the effective mass with respect to neutron
and proton Fermi momenta are explicitly shown in the
Appendix.

We obtain entrainment matrix elements inverting
Egs. (3) and (4) and compare those with the relativistic
analog of the mass density matrix (p;;) [18,31]:

y, =Pm_ o
"om? (BloClo — A%)
Y = Prp _ _‘A—|0
"om? (BloClo — A%)’
Ypp = PL; = Blo (38)

m (BloClo — A|<2))'

The entrainment matrix in this form can be compared with
that of Ref. [17]. It is worth noting here that when Egs. (3)
and (4) are inverted and neutron and proton number density
currents are written in terms of chemical potentials, we
obtain the relation ) ;_, Y = n;, where i = n, p.

Now the entrainment parameter (&,,,) in the zero
momentum frame of neutrons is related to the off-diagonal
component of the mass density matrix, ie., p,, =
—emomMn, and can be calculated in terms of coefficients
in momentum covectors in two-fluid formalism from the
following relation [18]:

Alo

m
_ 39
n BloClo — A7) 59

E€mom =

Similarly, the entrainment parameter in the zero velocity
frame of neutrons is given by [7,18]

o A|0n

Evel =

(40)
nm

In the nonrelativistic case, an explicit relationship between
the entrainment parameter and effective nucleon mass was
found by various groups [7,15].

Finally, charge neutrality and f-equilibrium conditions
are to be imposed in neutron star matter. The charge
neutrality condition is k, = k.. The condition of chemical
equilibrium for npe matter is u|, = x|y, where u|, and x|,
are the neutron and proton plus electron chemical poten-
tials, respectively.

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 89, 023007 (2014)

TABLE I. Nucleon-meson coupling constants in the GL and
NL3 sets are taken from Refs. [29,33]. The coupling constants are
obtained by reproducing the saturation properties of symmetric
nuclear matter as detailed in the text. All the parameters are in
fm?, except b and ¢ which are dimensionless.

c2 c2 c% b c
GL 12.684 7.148 4410 0.005610 —0.006986

NL3 15.739 10.530  5.324  0.002055 —0.002650

ITI. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Meson-nucleon couplings ¢,, ¢,, ¢,, b, and c¢ of
the Lagrangian density in Eq. (14) are determined by
reproducing nuclear matter saturation properties such
as binding energy per nucleon (—16.3 MeV), satura-
tion density (ny = 0.153 fm™3), Dirac nucleon effective
mass (m,/m = 0.7), the symmetry energy coefficient
(32.5 MeV), and incompressibility (200 MeV). These
coupling constants are taken from Ref. [29]. This parameter
set is known as the Glendenning (GL) set. We also perform
the calculation using the non-linear (NL3) interaction [32].
New parametrization of the NL3 interaction, reproducing
binding energy per nucleon (—16.24 MeV), saturation
density (0.148 fm—3), incompressibility (271.5 MeV), the
symmetry energy coefficient (37.29 MeV), and the slope of
the symmetry energy (118.2 MeV) [33], is adopted in our
calculation. Both parameter sets are listed in Table 1.

In this calculation, we consider the f-equilibrated neu-
tron star matter made of neutrons (n), protons (p), and
electrons (e). Equilibrium configurations of neutron stars
are calculated following the prescription of Comer and
other collaborators [18,27] and using our equation of state
as given by energy density (—A|,) and pressure (¥|,) in
Egs. (28) and (31), respectively. Neutron and proton Fermi
momenta at the center of the star are needed for this
purpose. For a given value of neutron Fermi momentum or
wave number, proton Fermi momentum is calculated from
the p-equilibrium condition. We perform this calculation
for the GL and NL3 parameter sets. Neutron star masses as
a function of central neutron density for NL3 (solid line)
and GL (dashed line) sets are plotted in Fig. 1. It is noted
that maximum neutron star masses corresponding to the GL
and NL3 parameters are well above the observed limit of
2.01 £0.04 M, [34]. For the calculation of entrainment,
we choose neutron star configurations which are just below
maximum masses in both cases. In the case of the GL set,
we consider a neutron star mass of 2.37 M, corresponding
to the central value of neutron wave number k,(0) =
2.71 fm~! and proton fraction 0.24. The radius of the
neutron star is 11.09 km. Similarly, in the other case with
the NL3 set, we find a neutron star having maximum mass
2.82 Mg, and radius 13.17 km. The corresponding central
values of the neutron wave number and proton fraction are
2.40 fm~! and 0.23, respectively.
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FIG. 1. Neutron star sequence is plotted with central neutron

density. The dashed line corresponds to the calculation with the
GL parameter set, whereas the solid line implies that of the NL3
parameter set.

We calculate dynamical neutron and proton effective
masses [9] using m! = n,B|, and m! = n,C|,, where n,
and n, are neutron and proton number densities.
Dynamical effective masses are plotted as a function of
baryon density in Fig. 2. The left panel shows the results of
the GL parameter set, whereas the right panel denotes those
of the NL3 parameter set. In both panels, the upper curve
represents the neutron effective mass and the lower curve
corresponds to the proton effective mass. It is noted that the
neutron effective mass increases with density and becomes
greater than the free neutron mass in both cases. However,
it rises faster in the NL3 case. On the other hand, the proton
effective mass decreases with density initially and rises at
higher densities. However, its value always stays below
the free proton mass. In the GL case, the proton effective
mass is always higher than that of the NL3 case. These
findings are different from the effective masses calculated
in the nonrelativistic calculations, as noted already in
Refs. [9,15].

We also calculate the Landau effective mass for nucleons
and it is related to the Dirac effective mass through the
expression mj’ = \/ k> + (m — g,0)* [17]. Landau effec-
tive masses for neutrons and protons are shown as a
function of baryon density in Fig. 3. The left panel shows
the results of the GL set and the right panel represents those
of the NL3 set. Here we find that neutron and proton
effective masses decrease as baryon density increases in
both panels, and they are below their bare masses. It is
noted that the Landau effective masses are always higher in
the GL set than those of the NL3 set.

Normalized entrainment matrix elements of Eq. (38) are
shown as a function of baryon density in Fig. 4. The
normalization constant is chosen as Y = 3ny/u, (3ng), as
done in Ref. [17]. Entrainment matrix elements obtained in
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1.6

0.8

. 0.6 L T
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FIG. 2. Dynamical neutron and proton effective masses are
shown as a function of baryon density for the GL (left panel) and
NL3 (right panel) parameter sets.

NL3 |

*

m L/m
E3

m* /m

o3l 1 4 1y 1oy 1y o3l 1 | [
0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
-3 -3
n, (fm™) n, (fm™)
FIG. 3. Landau effective masses are shown as a function of

baryon density for the GL (left panel) and NL3 (right panel)
parameter sets.

this calculation are compared with those calculated in the
relativistic Landau Fermi liquid theory [17]. Both calcu-
lations are performed using the GL set of Table I. Solid
lines represent the results of Ref. [17], whereas dashed lines
demonstrate the results of Eq. (38) using the GL set.
Though the results of the two calculations are qualitatively
similar, they are quantitatively very different. The differ-
ence between the results of the two calculations is negli-
gible initially, because the entrainment effect becomes
small in the low density region in both approaches. On
the other hand, this difference grows at higher baryon
densities as the entrainment effect becomes more dominant
in our case than that of Ref. [17]. This may be attributed to
different formalisms in two calculations. We also compare
normalized matrix elements calculated in our model using
the GL and NL3 parameter sets in Fig. 5. Results of the
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o T T T T GL N

-
-
-

12l nn

1

FIG. 4. Normalized entrainment matrix elements (Y;;/Y) in the
zero momentum frame are plotted as a function of baryon density.
The normalization factor is taken as Y = 3ny/u,(3ny) [17],
where n, is the saturation density. Results of this calculation
(dashed line) are compared with those (solid line) of Ref. [17].

-
-
-
-
-
—
-

L I . W L B B B B |

n, (fm™)

FIG. 5. Normalized entrainment matrix elements (Y;;/Y) in the
zero momentum frame are plotted as a function of baryon density for
the GL and NL.3 parameter sets. The normalization factoris taken as
Y =3ny/u,(3ny) [17], where n is the saturation density.

NL3 set are higher than those of the GL set. The difference
in the equations of state for the two parameter sets is
reflected in the results of matrix element calculations.
Next we present the results of entrainment parameters in
the zero momentum and zero velocity frames of neutrons.
The radial profiles of the entrainment parameter in the zero
momentum frame for the GL and NL3 sets are shown in
Fig. 6. These radial profiles are obtained for neutron stars of
mass M = 2.37 M, and radius R = 11.09 km in the case
of the GL set and M = 2.82 M, and radius R = 13.17 km
in the case of the NL3 set. The entrainment parameter in
both cases remains constant in the core and drops rapidly at
the surface. We find an appreciable difference between the
two results towards the center. Moreover, in both cases, the
entrainment effect is strong at higher baryon densities in
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’ ’
051 — NL3 |

0 ‘ ‘ 03 ‘ ‘ 1
/R

FIG. 6. Entrainment parameter in the RMF model with p

mesons in the zero momentum frame of neutrons is plotted as

a function of radial distance in a neutron star of mass 2.37 Mg

and radius 11.09 km using the GL parameter set (dashed line) and

mass 2.82 M, and radius 13.17 km with the NL3 parameter set
(solid line).

the core, whereas this effect diminishes sharply at lower
densities towards the surface. The value of the entrainment
parameter lies in the physical range 0 < €., < 1 as found
in earlier calculations [7,15]. We compare this result with
that of the situation excluding p mesons, which was
actually studied in Ref. [18], as displayed in Fig. 7 for
the GL set. For the calculation of the entrainment parameter
without p mesons, we obtain the radial profile of the
entrainment parameter in a neutron star of mass 2.33 M
and radius 10.96 km. It is evident from Figs. 6 and 7 that the
inclusion of p in the calculation strongly enhances the
entrainment parameter.

Further, the radial profile of the entrainment parameter
(eye1) 1In the zero velocity frame is exhibited in Fig. 8. The
solid line denotes the calculation without p mesons and the
dashed line implies the case including p mesons. It is noted

T
‘ GL

— without rho meson

0.14

0.12 -
0.1

0.08 -

€ mom(r)

0.04

0 ! ! ! !
0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1

/R

FIG. 7. Entrainment parameter in the RMF model without p
mesons in the zero momentum frame of neutrons is plotted as a
function of radial distance in a neutron star of mass 2.33 M, and
radius 10.96 km.
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T T
T T T T GL

— without rho meson
— - with rho meson

~—

0.8

€ vel(r)

0.6

0.4

0.2

/R

FIG. 8. Entrainment parameter in the zero velocity frame of
neutrons is plotted as a function of radial distance in neutron stars
of masses 2.33 M, (solid line) and 2.37 M, (dashed line).

that the entrainment parameter calculated without p mesons
is larger compared with the entrainment parameter with p
mesons. This finding is opposite to what we see in the
calculation of the entrainment parameter in the zero
momentum frame. We also find that the values of the
entrainment parameter in the zero velocity frame are higher
than those of the entrainment parameter in the zero
momentum frame. Finally, we compare the radial profiles
of entrainment parameters in the zero velocity frame for the
GL and NL3 parameter sets, as shown in Fig. 9. It is evident
from the figure that the two results do not differ much.

So far we have neglected muons in our calculation.
However, muons can be populated in neutron star matter
when the threshold condition involving electron and muon
chemical potentials, u, = p,, is satisfied. We repeat our
calculation including muons. However, muons have neg-
ligible effects on the entrainment matrix elements and
entrainment parameter.

— GL |

€ vcl(r)

0 . . | . . | . . | . . |

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
/R

FIG. 9. Entrainment parameter in the zero velocity frame of
neutrons is plotted as a function of radial distance in neutron stars
of masses 2.37 M, (solid line) and 2.82 M, (dashed line) for the
GL and NL3 parameter sets, respectively.
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IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

We have extended the calculation of Comer and Joynt
[18] to include p mesons and the self-interaction term in
the RMF model. Here we calculate entrainment matrix
elements and entrainment parameters using this model and
the GL and NL3 parameter sets. It is noted that the
entrainment parameter in the zero momentum frame is
significantly enhanced due to the presence of p mesons in
the calculation. Furthermore, we compare our results with
those of the relativistic Landau Fermi liquid theory [17] and
find appreciable differences.

Our calculation may be extended to include hyperons in
a straightforward manner using a three-fluid description [8]
and applied to study the dynamics of superfluid neutron
stars. This could be compared with the findings of earlier
calculations including hyperons in the relativistic Landau
Fermi liquid theory [17,35].

APPENDIX

In the slow rotation approximation, we expand scalar and
vector quantities in terms of K. Scalar quantities like m,
and A depend on even powers of K, whereas vector
quantities depend on odd powers of K. We keep terms
up to K? in our calculation. Effective mass, z components
of w and p fields are expanded in the following way [18]:

o
¢1 = s
@ aK 0
O
b, = 2| K.
» 0K 0
om,| ,
m, m*|0+m0K . (A1)
Here,
m*|() :m*(kn,kp,O)
s /
:m—m*\oﬁ ko) ki +mZ|g + k[ k5 + mZ],
1 K2 2
+ 5 miloIn 2,,—|—n; o
2 L kn+ kn +m*|0
1, _kp+\/kf’+m£|0
+§m*|oln
k, + \/k3 +m2|,

+ bmci(m —m,)? + cc2(m —m,)>. (A2)

Plugging Eq. (A1)) in Egs. (24) and (25), and expanding
and keeping terms up to orders K2, we obtain
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om,| ¢z mok} <3m —2m,|y + 3bmci(m —m,|y)? + 3cc2(m — m,|y)?
Ok o 7 \/I2 + m?, m.|o
2 K P -1
—C—g [ ————+ L } + 2bmci(m —m.|y) + 3cc2(m — m*|0)2> .
T \/kn +m*|0 \/k%, +m%|0
om,| 2 mloky 3m —2m, |y + 3bmci(m — m,|y)? + 3cc2(m — m,|)?
ok, |, n? k2 + m?|, m|o
2 K3 K3 -1
2 |+ |+ 2bmed(m = m.|o) +3cc(m —m.|y)* | .
T \/kn + m*|0 \/k%) + m§|0

1 Kk}

nt=—-—

109,

a¢ﬂ)
372, /IZ + m?|, (8[( 0

20K

).
0

1 K 0 10
Pr=5s £ (;;g’ K+§£ K+K>,
Lk +ml 0 0
and also
a¢(1)
z z— _
pren c2 OK |,
z_nz:_%%
c, 0K |y

Using the four equations above, we get

3
2 ky,

9.

2 3
4+ 1% 2k )
32 /k2+m* ( 4372 /k2+m*\

0K

= (,'2
0 1+ cA+L K
37|/l

104,

\/k,,+m*0:|

u) /1 kzkz
k2+m3|0)(k%+m%\o) ’

4 (1 + C_iz 2]‘2 )
ky+mo 3\ J84m?

2 0K

0 2 i 3
1 ca,+4 k;
\/k2+m§|0

om,

il =0

Further, we find

k3 + c,%,c% k?,k?,
\/k2+m2| V (Z+m2 ) (k2 +m2y)
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