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Josephson currents in neutron stars
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We demonstrate that the interface between S-wave and P -wave paired superfluids in neutron stars
induces a neutron supercurrent, akin to the Josephson junction effect in electronic superconductors.
The proton supercurrent entrainment by the neutron superfluid generates, in addition to the neutral
supercurrent, a charged current across the interface. Beyond the stationary limit, the motions of the
neutron vortex line and proton flux tube arrays, responding to secular changes in the neutron star’s
rotation rate, induce a time-dependent oscillating Josephson current across this interface. We show
that such motion produces radiation from the interface, which is phenomenologically significant
enough to heat the star and alter its cooling rate during the photon cooling era.

PACS numbers: 21.65.+f, 21.30.Fe, 26.60.+c

I. INTRODUCTION

Neutron stars are unique objects where quantum
physics manifests itself on stellar-size macroscopic scales
as their rotational dynamics and magnetic fields are
supported by quantized vortex networks extending over
macroscopic scales, for reviews see [1, 2]. At low den-
sities, their inner crust contains a neutron superfluid,
which forms spin-zero Cooper pairs due to nuclear at-
traction in the 1S0 partial wave channel. At high densi-
ties, corresponding to the core of the star, the dominant
attractive channel is the 3P2-

3F2 partial wave channel,
i.e., neutrons are paired in a spin-one state [3, 4]. An al-
ternative P -wave channel at high density is 3P0 channel
if the 3P2-

3F2-pairing is suppressed by the spin-orbit in-
teractions [5]. The crust-core transition at which bound
protons are dissolved into a continuum forming a fluid
occurs at a density n♯ ≃ 0.5n0 = 0.08 fm−3 [6]. As seen
from Fig. 1, the transition from S- to P -wave neutron
superfluid takes place at about the same density. Un-
bound protons at and above 0.5n0 pair in the spin-zero
S-state and are admixed with the P -wave neutron super-
fluid. The transition between S and P -wave superfluids
can occur either at a sharp interface, or a mixed phase
of these phases occurs within some density domain. We
will assume a sharp interface between the two superflu-
ids, but we will briefly comment on the implications of a
mixed phase.

The focus of this work is on the interface between two
neutral S-wave and P -wave superfluids. We show that a
current emerges at this interface, in analogy to Josephson
effects in metallic superconductors [7, 8], due to the dif-
ference in the phases of these superfluids. Specifically, we
show that in the stationary case: (a) a neutron superflow
arises at the S-wave – P -wave interface due to the differ-
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FIG. 1: Upper panel: Dependence of pairing gaps for neu-
trons in 1S0 (solid lines) and 3P2–

3F2 (dash-dotted lines) and
for protons in 1S0 (dashed lines) on baryonic density in units
of nuclear saturation density. The upper and lower lines cor-
respond to lower and upper bounds as discussed in Ref. [3].
Lower panel: Composition of the core of a neutron star at
T = 0 used to obtain the gaps. The vertical line shows the
crust-core interface at the density n/n0 = 0.5.

ence in the phases of these superfluids, i.e., the interface
acts as a Josephson junction. An analogous effect in neu-
tral superfluid ultra-cold atomic gases has been observed
recently [9]. (b) Because of the entrainment of the pro-
tons by the motion of the neutrons [10–12], the neutron
superflow induces a charged current through the inter-
face as well. Going beyond the stationary limit, we show
that (c) a type of non-equilibrium Josephson effect arises
because of the star changes its spin frequency on secular
timescales. Neutron superfluid rotates by forming an ar-
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ray of quantum vortices and the proton superconductor is
type-II at relevant densities and sustains flux tubes that
carry the magnetic flux of the star through the supercon-
ducting regions [1, 2, 13–15]. The secular deceleration of
neutron stars due to (primarily) their magnetic dipole
radiation leads to an expansion of the neutron vortex
lattice and neutron vortex lines (and eventually proton
flux tubes) crossing the interface. This time-dependent
process leads to current oscillations through the inter-
face - an analog of the time-dependent Josephson effect.
The dynamics of a coupled network of neutron vortex
and proton flux tube arrays are not well understood over
time-scale characteristic for glitches and their relaxation
due to their complexity. Below, we assume that the flux
tubes co-move (on secular time scales) with neutron vor-
tices and show that the crust-core interface radiates elec-
tromagnetically. The amount of radiation emitted by the
flux tubes is significant enough to deposit phenomeno-
logically important amounts of heat at the crust-core in-
terface, thereby altering the cooling behavior of neutron
stars.

II. STATIONARY CURRENTS ACROSS THE
INTERFACE

Consider a set-up where the interface is the yz plane
of a Cartesian coordinate system. The x > 0 region cor-
responds to S-wave superfluid characterized by an equi-
librium wave function Ginzburg-Landau (GL) parameter
ψ∞
1 and the x < 0 region corresponds to P -wave super-

fluids with GL parameter ψ−∞
2 , see Fig. 2. A P -wave

superfluid has a more complex order parameter [16–21]
than the scalar one adopted here, but the spin-dynamics
of Cooper pairs is not essential for our discussion.

The general form of the GL equation for the condensate
wave function ψ reads

1

4m

(
−iℏ∇− 2e

c
A

)2

ψ + αψ + β|ψ|2ψ = 0, (1)

where α < 0 in the superfluid state, β > 0,A is the vector
potential, e¿0 is the unit charge, c is the speed of light and
m is the mass of a nucleon. The boundary condition at
the interface between the superfluids is a generalization
of the ordinary GL boundary conditions to account for
the tunneling of the pairs across the boundary [8]

n ·
(
∇− 2ie

ℏc
A

)
ψ1,2|Boundary = ±ψ2,1|Boundary

ζ
, (2)

where the coefficient ζ−1 is proportional to the perme-
ability of the barrier between the superfluids [7] and n
is the unit vector orthogonal to the boundary. The neu-
tron mass current is obtained by variation of the GL func-
tional with respect to the vector potential and taking the
limit A → 0. The current density through the boundary
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FIG. 2: Illustration of the local setup to compute the Joseph-
son current. The interface is the yz plane with x > 0 corre-
sponding to the S-wave condensate and x < 0 to the P -wave
condensate. The Josephson current (yellow arrows) flows
across the interface parallel to the x-axis. In the case of pro-
ton flux tubes the magnetic field B is locally along the z-axis
and the vector potential A varies along the x-axis, while its
constant y-component does not contribute to its curl.

is then given by

j(n)x = −iℏ [ψ∗
1∂xψ1 − ψ1∂xψ

∗
1 ]

=
2ℏ
ζ
|ψ1||ψ2| sin (χ1 − χ2), (3)

where we used ψ1,2 = |ψ1,2|eiχ1,2 . Eq. (3) demonstrates
that there is neutron mass current across the interface
separating S and P -wave superfluids due to the phase
difference of two superfluids. It ignores the additional
contribution due to the coupling of neutron and proton
condensate – the entrainment effect– which is generated
by the proton supercurrent.
Next, consider the proton superconductor with the

wave function ϕ which is the same on both sides of the in-
terface. We assume there is a charge-neutralizing normal
electron fluid at rest. The proton (electric) supercurrent
density is given by

j(p)x = − iℏe
m∗

p

(ϕ∗∂xϕ− c.c.)− iℏe
m∗

p

κnp(ψ
∗
1∂xψ1 − c.c.), (4)

where κnp is the entrainment coefficient, accounting for
the coupling between the neutron and proton conden-
sates indicated above, and m∗

p is the proton effective
mass. Since the proton wave function is the same on
both sides of the boundary, the first term of the current
vanishes. However, the second term describing the en-
trained current density is given by

j(pn)x = j0 sin (χ2 − χ1), (5)

where j0 = 2ℏκnpe|ψ1||ψ2|/(m∗
pζ). Assuming |ψ1| ≃ |ψ2|,

i.e., similar in magnitude pairing gaps on both sides of
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the junction, we can identify 2|ψ2|2 with n♯n, the neutron
number density at the interface and write j0 = ηen♯nvFn,
where dimensionless parameter η = κnp/(kF ζ) with kFn

and vFn being neutron Fermi wave number and veloc-
ity. The entrainment coefficient for typical parameters of
neutron stars is |κnp| ≃ 0.1 at low densities [22, 23].

III. TIME-DEPENDENT CURRENTS ACROSS
THE INTERFACE

Neutron stars decelerate under the action of external
braking torques, which leads to a decrease in average
number of quantum neutron vortices in the superfluid.
By continuity, the number of neutron vortices is reduced
through their motion away from the rotation axis. Be-
cause of the entertainment, neutron vortices carry a frac-
tional flux localized close to their cores. In addition, the
stellar magnetic field in the type-II superconducting core
exists in the form of proton flux tubes, which will be re-
arranged by such motion. The average number of proton
flux tubes intersecting the area occupied by a single neu-
tron vortex is very large, of the order of nΦ/nV ∼ 1013,
where nΦ = B̄/Φ0 and nV = 2Ω/κ are the number den-
sities of proton flux tubes and neutron vortices, B̄ is the
average magnetic field, Φ0 = πℏc/e = 2 × 10−7 G cm−2

is the flux quantum and κ = πℏ/m∗
n is the quantum of

circulation, with m∗
n being the neutron (effective) mass.

Thus, the motion of a neutron vortex requires the motion
of a cluster of proton flux tubes.

Consider now the problem of a single magnetized neu-
tron vortex or a flux tube crossing the interface between
the two superfluids. The vortex is assumed to be locally
straight and along the z axis of our setup and the current
is flowing along the x axis. The variations of the vector
potential are along the x axis, so that the nonvanishing
component is Ax(x) = −Hz(x)y (see Fig. 2).
The phase difference between the superfluids in the

presence of the magnetic field needs to be written in
gauge invariant form

δχ = χ1 − χ2 −
2π

Φ0

∫ 1

2

Axdx = χ1 − χ2 −
4πyH0zλ

Φ0
,

(6)

where λ is the magnetic field penetration depth. To eval-
uate the integral, we integrate between two points deep
in the S-and P -wave superfluids, respectively, and use
that the magnetic field of a vortex is given as Hz(x) =
H0z exp(−x/λ), where we used the large-distance asymp-
totic form of the modified Bessel function K0. The pas-
sage of a vortex/flux tube through the interface induces
a time-dependent flux inside the junction. For a proton
flux tube, this has a frequency ωp = vLr/dp, where vLr is
the neutron vortex radial velocity and dp is the inter-flux
tube spacing. The maximal value of the flux Φmax will
correspond to the case where the vortex line/flux tube co-
incides with the interface, which has a width of roughly

2ξn, where ξn is of the order of the coherence length of
the neutron superfluid. Therefore, the time-dependent
flux can be written as as

Φ∗(t) = Φmax cos(ωpt), Φmax = 8πξH0zλ. (7)

Substituting the gauge invariant phase difference in the
expression for the current density (5) we finally find

j = j0 sin(χ1 − χ2 + ϕ(t)), ϕ(t) =
Φ∗(t)

Φ0
. (8)

We conclude that the passage of a flux tube or a mag-
netized neutron vortex through the interface induces an
oscillating Josephson-like current in the interface. Note
that there is a large difference between the neutron
and proton inter-vortex distances dn ∼ 10−3 cm and
dp ∼ 10−10 cm due to the phenomenology of neutron
stars, specifically the rotation rates and magnetic fields.
We thus expect the frequency ωp associated with proton
flux tubes passing through the interface to exceed the fre-
quency ωV = vLr/dn associated with the neutron vortex
lines passing through it by many orders of magnitude.

IV. RADIATION FROM THE INTERFACE OF
TWO SUPERFLUIDS

Time-oscillating current will lead to radiation of energy
from the interface, as we show below. We start with
the formula for the time-average power radiated by an
oscillating electric dipole

⟨P ⟩ = 2⟨p̈2⟩
3c3

=
2⟨İ2⟩d2

3c3
, (9)

where ⟨. . . ⟩ denotes a time-average, the dipole moment is
p = qd for charge q and dipole length scale d. To obtain
the second relation we used the fact that ṗ = q̇d = Id,
where I is the current.

A. Neutron vortex

We begin by estimating the radiation from neutron
vortex lines passing through a junction. We assume that
the spin axis is along the z direction of the cylindrical
or polar direction of the spherical coordinate system, the
former dictated by the geometry of the neutron vortex
lattice and the latter by the spherical shape of the star,
see Fig. 3. For the sake of simplicity, we assume that
the interface between the superfluids is a cylinder coax-
ial with the rotation axis, with a height ℓz ≤ R centered
at the equator. We also denote by ℓ⊥ ∼ ξ the extent of
the junction in the direction perpendicular z. We will as-
sume for the time being the magnetization of the neutron
vortex is negligible; in the next subsection, we will turn
to the proton flux tubes whose flux differs from that of a
neutron vortex only by a fixed numerical factor. To ob-
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FIG. 3: Illustration of the computation of radiation (yellow
arrows) at the interface between S-and P wave superfluids. A
collection of vortices or flux tubes (red lines) cross the inter-
face. The effective macroscopic length over which radiation
is taking place of the order of R.

tain the power radiated per neutron vortex line crossing
the interface we substitute the expression for the current
I = j(ℓ⊥ℓz) which leads to

⟨Pn⟩ =
2⟨j̇2⟩d2

3c3
(ℓ⊥ℓz)

2. (10)

If a neutron vortex is moving through the interface then
the current density will acquire a time-dependent phase

j(pn)x = j0 sin (χ1 − χ2 + ωV t), (11)

where ωV = vLr/dn, dn is the inter-vortex spacing and

vLr = − Ω̇

2Ω
r, (12)

is the radial velocity of the vortex lines which follows
from the conservation of vortex number nV , r is the ra-
dial coordinate in the cylindrical coordinate system. The
average of j̇2 gives

⟨j̇2⟩ = (j0ωV )
2⟨cos2(χ1 − χ2 + ωV t)⟩ =

1

2
(j0ωV )

2, (13)

so that the power radiated in Eq. (10) is given by

⟨Pn⟩ ≃ ℏ
3
(dℓ⊥ℓz)

2 ω2
V αem (ηn♯n)

2
(vF
c

)2

, (14)

where αem = e2/ℏc = 1/137 is the electromagnetic cou-
pling constant. The radiant power from this mecha-
nism for the entire star P⋆,n is then given by multiplying

Eq. (14) by the number of vortex lines crossing the in-
terface at a given time, which is roughly NV = 2πR/dn.
Hence

P⋆,n = ⟨Pn⟩NV =
πℏαem

6τ2
(
dℓ⊥ℓzn

♯
nη

)2 ( R

dn

)3 (vF
c

)2

= 1.68× 109 τ−2
6 R5

6 Ω
3/2
100 erg s−1, (15)

where we approximated d ∼ ℓ⊥ ∼ λ and ℓz ∼ R, intro-
duced the lifetime of the pulsar τ = Ω/|Ω̇|, used r = R in
Eq. (12) since the interface is near the crust-core bound-
ary. We also used short-hand notation τ6 = τ/106 yr,
R6 = R/106 cm and Ω100 = Ω/100 s−1. The numer-
ical value in Eq. (15) is obtained for standard value
R = 106 cm and assuming that the pulsar lifetime is
τ = 106 yr. We chose neutron and proton effective masses
m∗

n/mn = 0.9 and m∗
p/mp = 0.85 and an interface den-

sity n♯n = 0.08 fm−3, for which kFn = 1.33 fm−1 and
vFn/c = 0.28 (mn/m

∗
n) = 0.31. We took |κnp| = 0.1

and kF ζ = 10, using that the width of the junction
characterized by ζ is of the order of coherence length
which is roughly 10 fm [3, 24]. The penetration depth
for the proton condensate, assuming a proton fraction

of 0.01, is λ =
(
m∗

pc
2/4πnpe

2
)1/2

= 234.7 fm. Fi-
nally, we used the neutron inter-vortex distance given by

dn =
(
πℏ/

√
3m∗

nΩ
)1/2

= 3.56×10−3
(
100 s−1/Ω

)1/2
cm.

The value quoted in Eq. (15) is far too low to be ob-
servationally interesting. For instance, it is far smaller
than the heating power due to the Ohmic dissipation of
the crustal magnetic field Bcr on a typical scale δR

PO ≃ 1027
(

Bcr

1013 G

)2 (
1023 s−1

σ

)(
δR

0.5 km

)
erg s−1,

where σ is crustal electric conductivity.

B. Proton flux tubes

Next, we consider the crossing of the interface by a
proton flux tube. We could treat the magnetized neutron
vortex lines similarly, but due to their weaker magneti-
zation and far smaller number compared to the proton
flux tubes, we neglect them. The radiation intensity in
this case is given by inserting Eq. (8) into Eq. (9):

⟨Pp⟩ =
2(j0ωp)

2

3c3
(dℓ2⊥ℓ

2
z) ⟨cos2(χ1 − χ2 + ϕ(t)) sin2 (ωpt)⟩,

(16)

We use

⟨cos2(χ1 − χ2 + ϕ(t)) sin2 (ωpt)⟩

=
1

4
(1 + J1(2) cos(2[χ1 − χ2])) ≈

1

4
, (17)

where J1(x) is a Bessel function and where we average
over the possible phase differences χ1 − χ2. Assuming
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ℓ ∼ ℓ⊥ ∼ λ and ℓz ∼ R as before, we have

⟨Pp⟩ =
ℏαem

24τ2
(λ2R)2

(
R

dp

)2

(n♯nη)
2
(vF
c

)2

. (18)

The result for the star is then obtained by multiplying
this result with the number of proton flux tubes NΦ =
2πR/dp, where the inter-flux distance is given by

dp =

(
2√
3nΦ

)1/2

= 1.55× 10−10 cm, (19)

with nΦ = B/Φ0 = 4.8×1019
(
B/1013G

)
, which leads to

P⋆,p = (d3n/2d
3
p)P⋆,n or, explicitly,

P⋆,p =
πℏαem

12τ2
(λ2Rn♯nη)

2

(
R

dp

)3 (vF
c

)2

= 1.02× 1031 τ−2
6 R5

6 B
3/2
13 erg s−1, (20)

where B13 = B/1013 G. This amount of heating is phe-
nomenologically interesting, and can greatly exceed the
Joule heating in the crust due to magnetic field decay.

The radiation from the junction will heat the inter-
face of the two superfluids, and due to the high thermal
conductivity of the material, the entire isothermal core.
Notably, this heating mechanism does not depend on the
temperature and should be of interest for the late-time
cooling of neutron stars, when surface photon emission is
the dominant cooling mechanism. The heating, however,
depends on the spin characteristics of the neutron star,
and a complete study would require a self-consistent so-
lution of thermal and rotational evolution. Regardless,
we can estimate the surface temperature at which pho-
ton cooling is balanced by Josephson radiation heating.
Equating P⋆,p given by Eq. (20) to the standard black-
body luminosity from the star’s surface Lγ = 4πσR2T 4

s

where R is the star radius, Ts is the surface temperature
and σ is the Stefan-Boltzmann constant, we find that
equilibrium is achieved for Ts = 3.5 × 105 K, which is
typical for neutron stars around a few times 106 yr old.

V. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

In this work, we argued that the interface between S-
wave and P -wave superfluids can function like a Joseph-
son junction, where a supercurrent arises from the phase
differences of the two superfluids. Beyond this station-
ary effect, the movement of neutron vortices and pro-
ton flux tubes generates a time-dependent Josephson-like

current, oscillating at a frequency determined by the vor-
tex velocity and inter-vortex spacing. We further demon-
strate that this oscillating current produces radiation at
the interface, which is phenomenologically significant for
proton flux tubes and can impact the late-time cool-
ing of neutron stars. The heating rate is independent
of temperature but depends on the spin frequency and
its derivatives, as well as the strength of the magnetic
field. To evaluate the phenomenological effects of radia-
tion from oscillating currents, it is essential to simulate
the cooling process of neutron stars, incorporating the
discussed heating mechanism.

Here we assumed a sharp interface between the S-wave
and P -wave superfluids. However, suppose the transition
between these phases occurs through a mixed phase. In
that case, the radiation effect will be amplified due to
the “stacking” of multiple Josephson-like junctions along
the path of a flux tube or vortex. To evaluate the phe-
nomenological effects of radiation from oscillating cur-
rents, it is essential to simulate the cooling process of
neutron stars, incorporating the discussed heating mech-
anism. Such thermal cooling simulations must also in-
tegrate the neutron star’s secular deceleration dynamics
under braking torques, such as magnetic dipole radia-
tion while accounting for the long-term evolution of the
magnetic field.

Finally, the entrainment-induced non-stationary
Josephson currents and radiation proposed here may
have analogs in other systems, for example, in ultra-cold
atomic systems, where Josephson junctions have been
recently manufactured [9]. Entrainment would require
mixtures of atoms, whereas the electric current and
radiation would require a charged component or artificial
gauge fields [25]. Such a setup is expected to work with
any combination of Fermi or Bose condensates, whether
interfacing with each other or forming mixtures.
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