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Using first-principles field-theoretic methods, we investigate neutrino emission from strongly mag-
netized dense quark matter under conditions relevant to compact stars. We develop a customized
approximation that fully accounts for the Landau-level quantization of electron states while neglect-
ing such quantization for quarks. This approach is well-justified in dense quark matter, where the
chemical potentials of up and down quarks significantly exceed those of electrons. Our analysis pro-
vides a detailed exploration of the influence of strong magnetic fields on neutrino emission, including
both the modification of the total emission rate and the emergence of emission asymmetry relative
to the magnetic field direction. We further examine the role of temperature in smoothing the os-
cillatory behavior of neutrino emission as a function of magnetic field strength. Additionally, we
study the interplay between the Landau-level quantization of electrons and the Fermi-liquid effects
of quarks in modifying the phase space of relevant weak processes. Finally, we briefly discuss the
broader implications of magnetic fields on stellar cooling processes and the potential contribution
of asymmetric neutrino emission to pulsar kicks.

I. INTRODUCTION

Compact stars may host exotic forms of matter at their cores, including quark matter, which is an extreme state of
baryonic matter where quarks are no longer confined within nucleons but exist as deconfined particles. The presence
of quark matter in stellar cores is of considerable interest, as it could fundamentally alter the physical properties
and observable characteristics of compact stars [1, 2]. Additionally, many compact stars exhibit exceptionally strong
magnetic fields, with surface field strengths reaching up to 1015 G or higher in the case of magnetars [3, 4]. These
fields can be even stronger in the dense core regions [5], making the study of their effects on the underlying matter
essential for understanding stellar behavior.
One of the critical features of compact stars is their cooling behavior, which can be tested and constrained through

observational data. This cooling is primarily governed by the interplay between the specific heat of the stellar matter
and the rate of energy loss. Generally, the dominant energy loss mechanism is neutrino emission, which originates
from the entire volume of the star. In contrast, photon emission, which comes from the stellar surface only, plays a
secondary role in the overall energy balance despite its importance for observations (for reviews, see Refs. [1, 6]).
The influence of magnetic fields on neutrino emission processes has been a subject of active research [7–9], as

magnetic fields can modify emission rates and introduce anisotropies in the emission patterns. The former affects the
thermal evolution of the star, while the latter may contribute to the pulsar kicks [10–12]. Most studies, however, have
concentrated on the effects of magnetic fields on nuclear matter [7–9, 13–16], revealing phenomena such as a reduced
threshold for direct Urca processes and an oscillatory dependence of emission rates on the magnetic field strength. In
contrast, investigations of strongly magnetized dense quark matter remain sparse [17]. While some studies have tried
addressing momentum emission [12, 18, 19], they relied on oversimplified models that use the degree of electron spin
polarization to estimate neutrino emission asymmetry. Thus, it is fair to say that a comprehensive analysis of the
underlying physics is still lacking.
In this work, we address this knowledge gap by using first-principles field-theoretic methods to calculate both the

energy and net longitudinal momentum emission rates, providing a rigorous foundation for understanding neutrino
emission in magnetized dense quark matter. Recognizing that the chemical potentials of quarks are significantly
larger than that of electrons, we develop a self-consistent framework that incorporates the Landau-level quantization
of electron states while neglecting such quantization for quarks. Our analysis accounts for Fermi-liquid corrections to
the quark dispersion relations [20], which is consistent with the formalism used in the absence of a magnetic field [21–
23]. Furthermore, we examine in detail how the neutrino emission rate and its directional asymmetry depend on
the magnetic field strength and temperature. By investigating the impact of strong magnetic fields, we aim to shed
light on the thermal evolution of magnetars and the origin of pulsar kicks, as well as provide guidance for identifying
potential observational signatures of magnetized quark matter in their cores.
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FIG. 1. (a) Direct Urca processes dominating (anti-)neutrino emission from dense quark matter. (b) The neutrino self-energy
diagram which is used to calculate the (anti-)neutrino emission rate.

Neutrino emission from unpaired dense quark matter primarily comes from the direct Urca processes, which involve
weak interactions between quarks and leptons [21–23]. The two underlying processes are shown in Fig. 1(a): electron
capture by an up quark, producing a down quark and an electron neutrino (u+ e− → d+ νe), and the decay of a down
quark into an up quark, accompanied by the emission of an electron and an electron antineutrino (d → u + e− + ν̄e).
Because neutrinos and antineutrinos have extremely long mean-free paths, they escape the star without rescattering,
efficiently carrying away energy and acting as a dominant cooling mechanism for dense quark matter in a stellar
core. The dependence of emission rates on the density and temperature of quark matter has been well established
since Iwamoto’s pioneering works in the 1980s [21, 22]. In this study, we demonstrate that strong magnetic fields can
profoundly alter the phase space of electrons, leading to significant changes in neutrino emission rates and introducing
anisotropies in the emission pattern.
This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we describe the general framework for calculating neutrino emission

from unpaired dense quark matter in a background magnetic field using field-theoretic methods. Specifically, we apply
the Kadanoff-Baym formalism to derive the rate of change of the (anti-)neutrino distribution function due to electron
capture and down quark decay. Recognizing that the lepton and quark contributions naturally factorize in the final
expression, we implement a series of well-justified approximations to ensure efficient and reliable computation of energy
and net momentum emission rates. The primary numerical results are presented in Sec. III, where we investigate
the dependence of emission rates on magnetic field strength, temperature, and electron chemical potential. We also
explore the partial contributions from electrons occupying different Landau levels near the Fermi surface, uncovering
several intriguing features of energy and momentum emission. Furthermore, we demonstrate that the Landau-level
quantization of electron states plays a role similar to that of the Fermi-liquid corrections in quark dispersion relations.
Using our numerical data, we briefly discuss the implications of neutrino emission for cooling rate and pulsar kick
velocities. Finally, Sec. IV summarizes the key findings of our study. For completeness, additional technical details,
including the derivation of the benchmark neutrino emission rate in the absence of a magnetic field, are provided in
several Appendices at the end of the paper.

II. GENERAL FORMALISM

To calculate the (anti-)neutrino emission rate, we employ the Kadanoff-Baym transport equation for neutrinos,
following the approach used in Refs. [24–26]. For this study, we consider unpaired dense quark matter composed
of the two lightest quark flavors, up and down. We further assume that the quark matter temperature is below
the threshold for neutrino trapping [27], implying that neutrino chemical potential vanishes. To maintain electrical
neutrality, a small but nonzero density of electrons must be present in the system. In β-equilibrium, the chemical
potentials of the down and up quarks (µd and µu) are related to the electron chemical potential (µe) by the relation
µd = µu + µe.

A. Kadanoff-Baym transport equation for neutrinos

Without loss of generality, we assume that dense quark matter in the stellar core is spatially homogeneous. Then,
the out-of-equilibrium neutrino Green function G<ν(t, Pν) depends only on time and can be expressed in terms of the
(left-handed) neutrino distribution function as follows [24, 25]:

iG<ν(t, Pν) = − π

pν
(γλPν,λ + µνγ0)1 − γ5

2
{fν(t,pν)δ(pν,0 + µν − pν) − [1 − fν̄(t,−pν)] δ(pν,0 + µν + pν)} . (1)
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Here, by definition, Pν = (pν,0,pν) is the neutrino four-momentum and pν = ∣pν ∣ is the magnitude of its three-
momentum. The Green functions satisfy the following equation:

i∂tTr[γ0G<ν(t, Pν)] = −Tr[G>ν(t, Pν)Σ<ν(t, Pν) −Σ>ν(t, Pν)G<ν(t, Pν)]. (2)

In essence, this is a kinetic equation that relates the time derivative of the neutrino distribution function, appearing
inside G<ν(t, Pν) on the left-hand side, to an implicit collision integral expressed in terms of the neutrino self-energy
functions Σ≶ν(t, Pν). Note that the time dependence on the right-hand side of Eq. (2) can be neglected. This
approximation is justified because the macroscopic evolution of dense quark matter occurs much more slowly than
the characteristic timescale of weak interactions.
To derive the neutrino self-energy, we use the low-energy Fermi theory of weak interactions. The interaction

Lagrangian is given by [28]

L = GF cos θC√
2

ūγµ(1 − γ5)d ēγµ(1 − γ5)νe, (3)

whereGF ≈ 1.166×10−11 MeV−2 is the Fermi coupling constant and θC is the Cabibbo angle (note that cos2 θC ≈ 0.948).
Within this framework, the neutrino self-energy is expressed as

Σ≶ν(Pν) = iG2
F cos2 θC

2
∫ d4Q(2π)4 γδ(1 − γ5)S̄≶e (Pν −Q)γσ(1 − γ5)Π̄≷

δσ
(Q), (4)

and the corresponding Feynman diagram is shown in Fig. 1(b).
Let us recall that, in the presence of a background magnetic field, the coordinate-space representations of Green

functions for charged particles (such as electrons andW-bosons) take the following forms: S≶e (u,u′) = eiΦ(u,u′)S̄≶e (u−u′)
and Π≶δσ(u′, u) = e−iΦ(u,u′)Π̄≶δσ(u′ − u), respectively, where Φ(u,u′) is the well-known Schwinger phase and u = (t,r)
represents the spacetime coordinates. While the Schwinger phases formally break the translational invariance of the
Green functions, they cancel out in the product of the two functions. This cancellation is critical, as the resulting
combination is the only one that contributes to the leading-order result for the neutrino self-energy in Eq. (4).
Moreover, the final expression closely resembles that in the case without a magnetic field.
With the Schwinger phases cancelled, the neutrino self-energy in Eq. (4) is written as usual in terms of the Fourier

transforms of the translationally invariant parts of the electron propagator and the W -boson self-energy, i.e.,

S̄≶e (Pe) = ∫ d4ueiP
λ
e uλ S̄≶e (u), (5)

Π̄≷
δσ
(Q) = ∫ d4ueiQ

λ
uλΠ̄≷

δσ
(u). (6)

Despite its conventional form, Eq. (4) fully incorporates the effects of the background magnetic field. Compared to
the zero-field case, however, the transverse components of the“four-momenta” Pe and Q, introduced via the Fourier
transforms (5) and (6), do not correspond to the physical momenta of the electron and the W -boson. Indeed, for
charged particles, the components of momenta perpendicular to the magnetic field are not well-defined quantum
numbers. Only the time-like component and the longitudinal component along the direction of the magnetic field
correspond to the physical energies and conserved momenta of particles.
The Fourier transforms of the (translationally invariant parts of) electron Green functions can be written as follows:

iS̄>e (Pe) = [1 − nF (pe,0)]Ae(pe,0 + µe,pe), (7)

iS̄<e (Pe) = −nF (pe,0)Ae(pe,0 + µe,pe), (8)

where nF (p0) = 1/ [exp(p0/T )+ 1] is the Fermi-Dirac distribution and Ae(pe,0 +µe,pe) is the spectral function. Here
our convention is such that the quasiparticle electron energy pe,0 is measured from the Fermi surface. The spectral
function in the Landau-level representation is derived in Appendix C. Its explicit expression reads

Ae(pe,0 + µe,p) = 2πe−p
2

e,⊥ℓ
2 ∑
λ=±

∞

∑
n=0

(−1)n
Ee,n

{ [Ee,nγ
0
− λpe,zγ

3
+ λme] [P+Ln (2p2e,⊥ℓ2) −P−Ln−1 (2p2e,⊥ℓ2)]

+2λ(pe,⊥ ⋅ γ⊥)L1
n−1 (2p2e,⊥ℓ2)}δ(pe,0 + µe − λEe,n), (9)

where Ee,n =
√
2n∣eB∣ + p2e,z +m2

e are the Landau-level energies, ℓ = 1/√∣eB∣ is the magnetic length for the electron,P± = (1± is⊥γ1γ2)/2 are the spin projectors, s⊥ = sign(eB), and Lα
n (z) are the generalized Laguerre polynomials [29].
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Regarding the W -boson self-energies, it is convenient to express them as [30]

iΠ>δσ(Q) = 2[1 + nB(q0)]Im [ΠR
δσ(Q)] , (10)

iΠ<δσ = 2nB(q0)Im [ΠR
δσ(Q)] , (11)

where nB(q0) = 1/ [exp(q0/T )− 1] is the Bose-Einstein distribution function and ΠR
δσ(Q) denotes the retarded Green

function. As seen from Fig. 1(b), this self-energy is determined by the one-loop quark diagram.
Since quarks carry electrical charges, the effects of the background magnetic field should be formally included in

their propagators when calculating the retarded W -boson self-energy. However, we note that the quark chemical
potentials µu and µd are on the order of 300 MeV, which are much larger than the energy scale set by the magnetic

field, namely
√∣eB∣ ≲ 25 MeV, assuming realistic field strengths below 1017 G. In this case, a large number of quark

Landau levels (on the order of hundreds) are occupied, effectively reducing the impact of Landau-level quantization
near the Fermi surface. Indeed, a simple estimate for the energy spacing ∆ǫn between neighboring Landau levels at
the Fermi surface scales as ∣eB∣/µf (where f = u, d labels the quark flavors). This spacing is sufficiently small to be
negligible compared to the effects of temperature and the Landau level widths. Therefore, the effect of the magnetic
field can be safely neglected in the derivation of the W -boson self-energy ΠR

δσ(Q).
Unlike quarks, electrons require a more careful treatment due to a more pronounced role of Landau-level quanti-

zation. This difference stems from the considerably smaller electron chemical potential µe, whose typical values are
on the order of 50 MeV. Consequently, our analysis incorporates the precise Landau-level structure of the electron
states, as described by the spectral function given in Eq. (9).

B. Neutrino-number production rate

Substituting the spectral representations of the neutrino and electron Green functions, as well as the W -boson
self-energy, into the kinetic equation (2), we derive the following expression for neutrino-number production rate:

∂fν(t,pν)
∂t

= G2
F cos2 θC

2
∑
λ=±

∞

∑
n=0

(−1)n∫ d3pee
−p2

e,⊥ℓ
2

(2π)3pνEe,n

nF (Ee,n −µe)nB(pν +µe −Ee,n)Lδσ
n,λ(pe,pν)Im [ΠR

δσ(Q)] , (12)
where Q ≡ (Ee,n − pν − µe,pe − pν). The distribution function for antineutrinos satisfies a similar equation. The
Landau-level dependent lepton tensor is defined by

Lδσ
n,λ(pe,pν) = Tr[{ (Ee,nγ

0
− λpe,zγ

3
+ λme) [P+Ln (2p2e,⊥ℓ2) −P−Ln−1 (2p2e,⊥ℓ2)]

+2λ(pe,⊥ ⋅ γ⊥)L1
n−1 (2p2e,⊥ℓ2)}γσ(1 − γ5)(γ0pν − γ ⋅ pν)γδ(1 − γ5)]. (13)

It is worth noting that a result similar to Eq. (12) can also be obtained in the absence of a magnetic field [25]. In
that case, the contraction of the lepton and quark tensors, Lδσ

n,λ(pe,pν)Im [ΠR
δσ(Q)], appearing on the right-hand

side of the equation, includes the squared scattering amplitude for the relevant weak process, which depends on the
particle momenta as follows: ∣M∣2 ∝ (P ⋅Pν)(K ⋅Pe) [21, 22], where P and K are the four-momenta of the down and
up quarks, respectively. In the presence of a background magnetic field, the corresponding contraction is derived in
Appendix D. As seen from Eq. (D15), the final expression is significantly more complicated. However, it also contains
a similar combination (P̄ ⋅Pν) (K̄ ⋅ Ye), where the electron four-momentum is replaced by Ye, which incorporates the
complete information about the electron’s Landau-level wave function. The explicit expression for the components of
Ye are given in Eqs. (D8) through (D10).
By making use of the explicit expression for Lδσ

n,λ(pe,pν)Im [ΠR
δσ(Q)] given in Eq. (D15), we derive

∂fν(t,pν)
∂t

= NcG
2
F cos2 θC

2π4

∞

∑
n=0

(−1)n∫ pkdkd3pee
−p2

e,⊥ℓ
2

vF qpνEe,nEkEp

Θ(pe)nF (Ee,n − µe)nF (µd −Ep)
×nF (Ek − µu)⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩[Eppν,0 − (1 + k

q
cosθeu) (q ⋅ pν)] (EkYe,0 −

k

q
cos θeu(q ⋅Ye))

+
1 − cos2 θeu

2
(k2(pν ⋅Ye) − k2

q2
(pν ⋅ q)(Ye ⋅ q))⎫⎪⎪⎬⎪⎪⎭, (14)



5

pz

En(pz)

(a) (b)

FIG. 2. Schematic illustration of the electron’s Landau-level spectrum (a) and the Fermi surface (b) in the presence of a strong
magnetic field. (a) The Fermi level (µe) is shown by the dashed black line and its vicinity (µe ± T ) is highlighted with a light

red band. (b) The occupied states in the Landau levels are represented as cylinders of radius
√
2n∣eB∣, extending along the

vertical pe,z axis from p
(−)
z,F

to p
(+)
z,F

.

where we took into account the energy conservation relation pν +µe −Ee,n = Ek −µu−Ep +µd, as well as the following
identity for the distribution functions:

nB(Ek − µu −Ep + µd) [nF (Ep − µd) − nF (Ek − µu)] = nF (µd −Ep)nF (Ek − µu). (15)

In deriving Eq. (14), we assumed that the emission is dominated by neutrinos with energies comparable to the
temperature and the underlying weak processes involve primarily the quark states in a close vicinity of their Fermi
surfaces. As in the zero-field case [21, 22], these well-justified assumptions lead to important kinematic constraints:
the quark momenta k and p, as well as the electron pseudo-momentum pe, must be approximately parallel to each
other.
If taken at face value, the collinearity constraint significantly limits the neutrino emission rate, especially at low

temperatures. However, as Iwamoto demonstrated in the 1980s [21, 22], this extreme constraint is naturally alleviated
when Fermi-liquid corrections to the quark dispersion relations are taken into account. These corrections reduce the
Fermi momenta and velocities of quarks, leading to the following modified energy relations: Ep,f = µf + vF (p − pF ),
where f = u, d labels the quark flavors, pF = vFµf is the Fermi momentum, vF = 1 − κ is the Fermi velocity, and
κ = 2αs/(3π) [20, 23].
After including the Fermi-liquid corrections, one finds that the three momenta are not collinear any more. Instead,

the angle between the electron pseudo-momentum pe and the up quark momentum k is approximately determined by

cosθeu ≃ v2F (µ2
d − µ

2
u) − p2e

2vFµupe
. (16)

This kinematic constraint has been taken into account in deriving Eq. (14) when performing the angular integrations
associated with the direction of the up-quark momentum k. To ensure that ∣ cos θeu∣ ≤ 1, the range of allowed values
for the pseudo-momentum pe is restricted to vFµe ≤ pe ≤ vF (µd+µu). This inequality is explicitly enforced in Eq. (14)
through the inclusion of unit-step functions inside Θ(pe), which is defined as follows:

Θ(pe) ≡ θ (pe − vFµe) θ [vF (µd + µu) − pe] . (17)

While the effects of Fermi-liquid corrections resemble those in the zero-field case, overviewed briefly in Appendix E,

there are important differences. Specifically, one cannot assume in Eq. (16) that pe ≡
√
p2e,⊥ + p

2
e,z is approximately

equal to the electron’s Fermi momentum. In turn, the integration over pe in Eq. (14) is not necessarily dominated by
the region near pe ≈ µe. This is because, in the presence of a magnetic field, pe,⊥ no longer represents the physical
transverse momentum and does not directly influence the electron energy. As illustrated in Fig. 2, the correct Fermi
surface for electrons in a given n-th Landau level is characterized by a pair of longitudinal momenta that satisfy the

equation
√
2n∣eB∣ + p2z,F +m2

e = µe.
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It is worth noting that the electron mass appears in the expression for the neutrino-number production rate in
Eq. (14) only through the electron’s energy Ee,n. However, since the rate is primarily determined by the states near
the Fermi surface and the electron mass is much smaller than the chemical potential (me ≪ µe), its effect is negligible.
Therefore, we can safely neglect it in our calculation below.
Recognizing that the dominant contribution to neutrino emission arises from the processes with quarks within

narrow energy bands (∼ T ) near their Fermi surfaces, the expression for the rate in Eq. (14) can be simplified by
replacing the quark momenta with their Fermi momenta at all places in the integrand, except within the distribution
functions. Furthermore, given that typical neutrino momenta are on the order of the temperature, which is small
compared to the electron pseudo-momentum (recall that pe ≥ vFµe), it is justified to approximate q = pe − pν ≈ pe.
Under these assumptions, we derive

∂fν(t,pν)
∂t

= NcG
2
F cos2 θC

2π3
vFµuµd

∞

∑
n=0

(−1)n∫ dpe,zd(p2e,⊥)e−p2

e,⊥ℓ
2

pe
Θ(pe)∫ dk nF (pν −Ek −Ee,n + µd)

×nF (Ek − µu)nF (Ee,n − µe)⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩[1 − (1 + vF
µu

pe
cosθeu) pe,zpν,z

µdpν
]( Ye,0

Ee,n

− vF
(Ye ⋅ pe)
peEe,n

cos θeu)
+v2F

1 − cos2 θeu
2

µupν,z

µdpν
( Ye,z

Ee,n

−
pe,z(Ye ⋅ pe)

p2eEe,n

)⎫⎪⎪⎬⎪⎪⎭,
(18)

where we additionally performed the integration over the azimuthal angle φe, determining the direction of the electron
pseudo-momentum pe,⊥ in the plane perpendicular to the magnetic field. Note that scalar product (Ye ⋅pe), remaining
in Eq. (18), is independent of the angular coordinate φe and takes the following explicit form:

(Ye ⋅ pe) = p2e,z [Ln (2p2e,⊥ℓ2) −Ln−1 (2p2e,⊥ℓ2)] − s⊥Ee,npe,z [Ln (2p2e,⊥ℓ2) +Ln−1 (2p2e,⊥ℓ2)] − 4p2e,⊥L1
n−1 (2p2e,⊥ℓ2) . (19)

In both Eqs. (18) and (19), we kept only the contribution of electron states with positive energies (λ = 1) and dropped
the contribution of positrons (λ = −1), which are negligible in dense quark matter with a relatively large µe compared
to the temperature.
Finally, dropping the terms odd in pe,z and integrating over the up quark momentum k using the table integral in

Eq. (B1), we obtain the final expression for the neutrino-number production rate

∂fν(t,pν)
∂t

= NcG
2
F cos2 θC

2π3
vFµuµd

∞

∑
n=0

(−1)n∫ dpe,zd(p2e,⊥)e−p2

e,⊥ℓ
2

Θ(pe)nB(pν −Ee,n + µe)pν −Ee,n + µe

pe

× nF (Ee,n − µe)⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩[1 +
Ee,n

2µu

(1 − v2F (µ2
d − µ

2
u)

p2e
)][Ln (2p2e,⊥ℓ2) −Ln−1 (2p2e,⊥ℓ2)]

+
s⊥pν,z

4µuµdpν

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣p
2
e,z (1 + v2F (µ2

d − µ
2
u)

p2e
)(1 − v2F (µ2

d − µ
2
u)

p2e
+

2µu

Ee,n

) + p2e,⊥

2
(1 − v2F (µd + µu)2

p2e
)(1 − v2Fµ

2
e

p2e
)⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦

× [Ln (2p2e,⊥ℓ2) −Ln−1 (2p2e,⊥ℓ2)]⎫⎪⎪⎬⎪⎪⎭. (20)

In the derivation, we used the explicit expression for cos θeu, given in Eq. (16), and took into account the following
identity for the Laguerre polynomials: zL1

n−1(z) = −n [Ln(z)−Ln−1(z)].
C. Neutrino energy and net longitudinal momentum emission rates

The neutrino-number production rate in Eq. (20) is one of our main results. In this subsection, we utilize it to
determine the energy and net longitudinal momentum emission rates for strongly magnetized dense quark matter.
The corresponding rates are defined as follows:

Ėν = 2∫ d3pν(2π)3 pν,0 ∂fν(t,pν)
∂t

, (21)

Ṗν,z = 2∫ d3pν(2π)3 pν,z ∂fν(t,pν)
∂t

. (22)
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Note that we included an additional factor of 2 to account for the combined rate from both Urca processes, u+e− → d+νe
and d → u + e− + ν̄e, one of which produces neutrinos and the other antineutrinos.
A nonzero net longitudinal momentum emission rate, Ṗν,z , indicates that neutrinos are emitted asymmetrically

relative to the magnetic field direction and its opposite. Such an asymmetry is indeed anticipated in magnetized
quark matter, where the combined effects of spin magnetization and parity violation generate a spatial imbalance in
neutrino emission [12, 18, 19].
Taking into account the explicit expression in Eq. (20), we obtain

Ėν = 12NcG
2
F cos2 θCT

5

π5
vFµuµd

∞

∑
n=0

(−1)n
ℓ2
∫
∞

0
∫
∞

0

Θ(u, v)dudv√
u
√
u + v

e−v

eǫ
u
n + 1

(Li5 (eǫun) − ǫun
4
Li4 (eǫun))

× [Ln (2v) −Ln−1 (2v)] [1 +
√
2n + u

2ℓµu

(1 − v2Fµe(µd + µu)ℓ2
u + v

)] , (23)

and

Ṗν,z = s⊥
NcG

2
F cos2 θCT

5

π5
vF

∞

∑
n=0

(−1)n
ℓ4
∫
∞

0
∫
∞

0

Θ(u, v)dudv√
u
√
u + v

e−v

eǫ
u
n + 1

(Li5 (eǫun) − ǫun
4
Li4 (eǫun)) [Ln (2v) +Ln−1 (2v)]

× [u(1 + v2Fµe(µd + µu)ℓ2
u + v

)(1 − v2Fµe(µd + µu)ℓ2
u + v

+
2ℓµu√
2n + u

) + v

2
(1 − v2F (µd + µu)2ℓ2

u + v
)(1 − v2Fµ

2
eℓ

2

u + v
)] ,

(24)

respectively. In deriving these results, we calculated the integral over the neutrino three-momentum pν by using
the table integral in Eq. (B5). Additionally, we introduced new dimensionless integration variables u = p2e,zℓ

2 and

v = p2e,⊥ℓ2, as well as adopted the following shorthand notations:

ǫun =
√
2n + u − µeℓ

T ℓ
, (25)

Θ(u, v) ≡ θ (u + v − v2Fµ2
eℓ

2) θ [v2F (µd + µu)2ℓ2 − u − v] . (26)

Recall that the electron mass is negligible compared to the electron chemical potential (me ≪ µe) and thus can be
safely ignored in the calculation.

D. Simplified approximation in the limit T → 0

The energy and momentum emission rates in Eqs. (23) and (24) can be further simplified in the limit of extremely
low temperature (T → 0). In this case, one may assume that the longitudinal momenta of electrons are restricted to

their values at the Landau-level dependent Fermi surfaces, defined as p
(±)
z,F = ±

√
µ2
e − 2n∣eB∣, provided n ≤ µ2

e/(2∣eB∣),
see the schematic illustration in Fig. 2. Then, the integration over variable u in Eqs. (23) and (24) can be easily
evaluated using the table integral in Eq. (B4). The resulting expressions are

Ė(0)ν = 457πNcG
2
F cos2 θC

5040
vFµuµdµeT

6 (1 + µe

2µu

)nmax

∑
n=0

(−1)n√
un
∫ Θ(un, v)e−vdv√

un + v
(1 − v2Fµ

2
eℓ

2

un + v
) [Ln (2v) −Ln−1 (2v)] ,

(27)
and

Ṗ(0)ν,z = s⊥
457πNcG

2
F cos2 θC

60480ℓ2
vFµeT

6
nmax

∑
n=0

(−1)n√
un
∫ Θ(un, v)e−vdv√

un + v
(1 − v2Fµ

2
eℓ

2

un + v
)

× [un (1 + v2Fµe(µd + µu)ℓ2
un + v

) µd + µu

µe

+
v

2
(1 − v2F (µd + µu)2ℓ2

un + v
)] [Ln (2v) +Ln−1 (2v)] , (28)

where un ≡ µ2
eℓ

2
−2n and nmax denotes the highest occupied Landau level and is given by the integer part of µ2

e/(2∣eB∣).
Note that both rates in Eqs. (27) and (28) formally diverge when un = 0, corresponding to the condition where the

Fermi energy matches the n-th Landau level threshold, i.e.,
√
2n∣eB∣ = µe. However, these divergences are artifacts

of the approximation and are unphysical at any finite temperature. Indeed, it can be verified that such divergences
do not appear in the original expressions in Eqs. (23) and (24) when T ≠ 0. This conclusion will be also confirmed by
our numerical results in the next section.
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E. Strong magnetic field limit

Before concluding this section, let us briefly examine, for completeness, the case of an ultra-strong magnetic field
where electrons are restricted to the lowest Landau level (LLL) states. This regime is formally reached when ∣eB∣ ≳ µ2

e.
Utilizing the simplest approximation for the rates given by Eqs. (27) and (28), we derive

Ė(LLL)ν ≃ 457π3/2NcG
2
F cos2 θC

5040ℓ
vFµuµdT

6 (1 + µe

2µu

)((1 + 2v2Fµ2
eℓ

2) eµ2

eℓ
2

erfc (µeℓ) − 2v2Fµeℓ√
π
) , (29)

and

Ṗ(LLL)ν,z ≃ s⊥
457π3/2NcG

2
F cos2 θC

60480ℓ
vF (µu + µd)2T 6

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣
v2F√
π
µeℓ(3 + 2v2Fµ2

eℓ
2) − 2v2Fµ

2
eℓ√

π(µu + µd) +
µe(1 + 2v2Fµ2

eℓ
2)

2
√
π(µu + µd)2ℓ

− eµ
2

eℓ
2

erfc (µeℓ)⎛⎝v
2
F

2
(1 + 2(3 + v2F )µ2

eℓ
2
+ 4v2Fµ

4
eℓ

4) − µe (1 + 2v2Fµ2
eℓ

2)
µu + µd

−
1 − 2(1 + v2F )µ2

eℓ
2
− 4v2Fµ

4
eℓ

4

4(µu + µd)2ℓ2
⎞⎠
⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦,
(30)

where erfc(z) is the complementary error function. In the derivation we assumed that µ2
e ≲ ∣eB∣≪ (µd + µu)2. As we

will demonstrate in the next section, the numerical results indeed approach the rates dominated by the LLL electrons
in the regime of extremely strong fields.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

Having derived the analytical results in the preceding section, we now focus on the numerical investigation of the
neutrino emission rates. To set the stage, let us recall our main assumptions regarding dense quark matter: (i) the
quark chemical potentials (µf where f = u, d) are around 300 MeV (or larger) and the electron chemical potential (µe)
is on the order of 50 MeV; (ii) the temperature is sufficiently low, T ≲ 5 MeV, so that neutrino trapping is absent;

and (iii) while the background magnetic field is strong, it remains within a realistic range, i.e.,
√∣eB∣ ≲ 25 MeV,

corresponding to field strengths below about 1017 G. Also, given the requirement of β-equilibrium, we will always
enforce the following relation between chemical potentials: µd = µu + µe.
In order to focus on the role of a background magnetic field on the rates, it is instructive to consider the following

dimensionless ratios

ĖνĖν(B = 0) =
60480µu

457π6(1 − v2F )CTµe(µd + µu)T
∞

∑
n=0

(−1)n
ℓ2
∫
∞

0
∫
∞

0

Θ(u, v)dudv√
u
√
u + v

e−v

eǫ
u
n + 1

(Li5 (eǫun) − ǫun
4
Li4 (eǫun))

× [1 + √2n + u
2ℓµu

(1 − v2Fµe(µd + µu)ℓ2
u + v

)] [Ln (2v) −Ln−1 (2v)] , (31)

and

Ṗν,zĖν(B = 0) = s⊥
5040

457π6(1 − v2F )CTµeµd(µd + µu)T
∞

∑
n=0

(−1)n
ℓ4
∫
∞

0
∫
∞

0

Θ(u, v)dudv√
u
√
u + v

e−v

eǫ
u
n + 1

(Li5 (eǫun) − ǫun
4
Li4 (eǫun))

×

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣u(1 +
v2Fµe(µd + µu)ℓ2

u + v
)(1 − v2Fµe(µd + µu)ℓ2

u + v
+

2ℓµu√
2n + u

)
+
v

2
(1 − v2F (µd + µu)2ℓ2

u + v
)(1 − v2Fµ

2
eℓ

2

u + v
)⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦ [Ln (2v) +Ln−1 (2v)] , (32)

instead of calculating the rates themselves, as defined in Eqs. (23) and (24). We will also employ similar ratios when
analyzing the expressions in Eqs. (27) and (28). It is important to note that the rates are normalized by the zero-field
rate given in Eq. (E9). Compared to the result in Eq. (E6), this expression includes an additional factor CT , which
reflects a more accurate treatment of the integration over the electron momentum, without artificially enforcing pe ≈ µe

in the integrand. This definition is particularly appropriate as it closely aligns with the approximations employed in
deriving our main results in Eqs. (23) and (24) in the presence of a background magnetic field.
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FIG. 3. The neutrino energy (a) and momentum (b) emission rates in the low-temperature approximation (solid lines), see
Eqs. (27) and (28), and the exact finite-temperature results from Eqs. (23) and (24) for two fixed temperatures: T = 0.25 MeV
(empty circles) and T = 0.5 MeV (empty triangles).

A. Rates at very low temperatures

We begin by analyzing the neutrino energy and longitudinal momentum emission rates given in Eqs. (27) and (28),
which are derived using the simplest approximation that is expected to be accurate only in the limit of extremely
low temperatures. The corresponding numerical results are represented by solid lines in Fig. 3, spanning a magnetic
field range from approximately ∣eB∣ ≃ 20 MeV2 to ∣eB∣ ≃ 200 MeV2. For illustrative purposes, we used the following
default values for the chemical potentials: µu = 260 MeV and µe = 40 MeV. It is important to note, however, that
the results, when normalized by the zero-field rate as displayed in Fig. 3, are expected to be largely independent of
the specific values of the quark chemical potentials. To account for the quark Fermi-liquid effects, we use the strong
coupling constant αs = 0.3.
As predicted, the rates exhibit a characteristic sawtooth dependence on the dimensionless parameter ∣eB∣/µ2

e,
with divergences occurring at points where the Fermi energy aligns with the thresholds of individual Landau levels,
i.e., ∣eB∣/µ2

e = 1/(2n) for all positive integer n. We emphasize, however, that the divergences are artifacts of the
approximation used. This conclusion is further supported by comparing the corresponding results with the correct
numerical rates calculated from Eqs. (31) and (32) at two fixed temperatures, T = 0.25 MeV and T = 0.5 MeV, also
shown in Fig. 3. As seen, the oscillatory behavior of the numerical results becomes increasingly pronounced as the
temperature decreases, gradually approaching the extreme sawtooth pattern as T → 0.

It is worth noting that, while the neutrino energy emission rate is always positive, the longitudinal momentum
emission rate does not have a definite sign. This indicates that the net momentum emission is directed along the
magnetic field for certain values of ∣eB∣/µ2

e and in the opposite direction for others. As we will elaborate below, this
behavior arises because weak processes involving electrons near the equatorial regions of the Fermi surface (where∣pe,z ∣ ≃ µe) predominantly emit neutrinos in the opposite direction compared to those involving electrons near the
polar regions (where pe,z ≃ 0), see Fig. 2.

B. Magnetic field dependence of rates at finite temperatures

Our main numerical results for the rates given by Eqs. (31) and (32) as functions of the magnetic field are presented
in Fig. 4 for three fixed temperatures: T = 0.5 MeV, T = 1 MeV, and T = 2 MeV. As before, we used the default value
µe = 40 MeV. To represent a broad range of magnetic fields, from approximately ∣eB∣ ≃ 18 MeV2 to ∣eB∣ ≃ 5000 MeV2,
which is equivalent to the field strengths in a range from about B ≃ 3×1015 G to B ≃ 8.5×1017 G, we use a logarithmic
scale for the horizontal axis. Note that both energy and momentum rates in Fig. 4 are normalized to the zero-field
energy rate. To convert the squared energy units of ∣eB∣ into gauss for the abscissa, we used the following conversion
formula:

B = 1.69 × 1014 ∣eB∣
MeV2

G. (33)
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FIG. 4. The neutrino energy (a) and momentum (b) emission rates as functions of the magnetic field strength for three fixed
temperatures: T = 0.5 MeV, T = 1 MeV, and T = 2 MeV. The rates in the LLL approximation are represented by dotted lines.
The insets show a close-up view of the regions with the magnetic field strength below 5 × 1016 G.

Since the energy rate is normalized to its zero-field value, all three dimensionless ratios must converge to 1 as B → 0.
In practice, to calculate such data we first computed the ratio of the B ≠ 0 rates and the approximate rate at B = 0,
given by Eq. (E6) rather than the correct expression in Eq. (E9) that contains an extra factor of CT ≠ 1. Then the

data point for the smallest magnetic field value (approximately ∣eB∣ = 20 MeV2) was used to extract the numerical
factor CT . For the three temperatures shown, the respective constants were CT (0.5 MeV) ≈ 1.2, CT (1 MeV) ≈ 1.385,
and CT (2 MeV) ≈ 1.805. The analogous numerical constant for the lowest temperature case used in Fig. 3 was
CT (0.25 MeV) ≈ 1.11. While these constants are not identical, they are close to the zero-field values of the function
CT , which is approximated by the simple fit in Eq. (E10) as a function of the dimensionless ratio T /µe. Such numerical
consistency provides additional verification that the evaluation was performed correctly.

To better understand the behavior of the rates at moderate magnetic fields, in Fig. 4 we added insets with a close-up
view of the regions with the field strength below 5 × 1016 G. Unlike the main plots, which use a logarithmic scale
for the magnetic field, the insets use a linear scale. As one can see, when the oscillatory behavior of the rates is
disregarded in the whole region below about 1017 G, the average neutrino energy emission rate appears to decrease
with increasing magnetic field strength, whereas the average momentum emission rate exhibits an upward trend.
However, these trends become less pronounced as the temperature increases. The qualitative behavior changes at
extremely large magnetic fields when the rates are dominated by the LLL electrons.

Upon a close examination of the numerical data, we observe that the LLL contribution to the energy emission rate
exhibits a monotonically increasing dependence on the field strength. In contrast, contributions from higher Landau
levels combine to produce an oscillatory behavior with a progressively decreasing average value. At sufficiently large
field strengths, the LLL contribution dominates, as contributions from higher levels become negligible. For the
momentum emission rate, the LLL contribution initially grows with increasing field strength, reaching a peak near
B ∼ 5.7 × 1017 G, after which it decreases. In comparison, the collective contributions from higher Landau levels
introduce oscillatory behavior with predominantly negative values.

The results shown in Fig. 4 reconfirm that both energy and momentum emission rates exhibit an oscillatory
dependence on the magnetic field strength. As expected, local peaks in the energy emission rates occur at or slightly
above the threshold values ∣eB∣ = µ2

e/(2n) for all temperatures. However, the oscillation amplitude decreases with
increasing temperature, and the peaks remain well-resolved only for sufficiently strong magnetic fields. In contrast, at
sufficiently low values of B, the thermal effects tend to completely wash away oscillations. Interestingly, at the same
threshold locations, the momentum emission rates exhibit local minima rather than maxima, while their response to
thermal effects qualitatively mirrors that of the energy emission rates. From our numerical results, we find that the
corresponding maxima (minima) remain resolved only when the Landau-level spacing at the Fermi surface, ∣eB∣/µe,
exceeds the thermal energy scale, πT , or equivalently, when ∣eB∣ ≳ πTµe.

At extremely high magnetic fields, ∣eB∣ ≳ µ2
e, where electrons primarily occupy the LLL, the energy and momentum

emission rates exhibit intriguing behavior. Note that the rates in the LLL approximation, as given in Eqs. (29) and
(30), are represented by dotted lines in Fig. 4. In this regime, the neutrino energy emission rate increases rapidly with

the magnetic field strength. Over a broad range, approximately from ∣eB∣ ≃ 1.2×103 MeV2 to ∣eB∣ ≃ 6×103 MeV2 or,
equivalently, from B ≃ 2 × 1017 G to B ≃ 1018 G, the growth is nearly linear, with the emission rate reaching values
almost five times the zero-field result. At even higher magnetic fields, the growth persists, but the dependence slowly
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FIG. 5. Partial contributions of Landau levels to the neutrino energy (left panels) and momentum (right panels) emission rate
for several choices of the magnetic field and two different temperatures: T = 0.5 MeV (top panels) and T = 2 MeV (bottom
panels).

transitions to a square-root behavior.
The momentum emission rate, in contrast, behaves differently at very high magnetic fields. It initially increases,

reaching a peak value of approximately 0.15 around B ≃ 5.7 × 1017, before decreasing as the field strength continues
to rise. Remarkably, at approximately ∣eB∣ ≃ 104 MeV2, the momentum rate crosses zero and becomes negative.
(Formally, it becomes positive again for ∣eB∣ ≳ 3.2 × 105 MeV2.) However, at such extreme field strengths (∣eB∣ ≳
104 MeV2), the validity of the underlying approximations becomes questionable. Therefore, all results in this regime
should be interpreted with caution.

C. Partial contributions of individual Landau levels to the rates

To gain deeper insight into neutrino emission from magnetized dense quark matter, it is beneficial to examine the
contributions of individual Landau levels to the relevant Urca processes. From a technical viewpoint, separating the
partial contributions of different Landau levels is straightforward using Eqs. (31) and (32), which explicitly include
sums over the Landau index n. Representative data for two fixed temperatures, T = 0.5 MeV and T = 2 MeV, are
presented in Fig. 5, with the two top panels corresponding to the lower temperature and the two bottom panels to
the higher temperature. Each panel displays four histograms corresponding to different values of the magnetic field:∣eB∣/µ2

e = 0.025 (blue), ∣eB∣/µ2
e = 0.05 (orange), ∣eB∣/µ2

e = 0.075 (green), and ∣eB∣/µ2
e = 0.1 (red).

For energy emission, the largest partial contributions originate from electron states at the Fermi surface with the
smallest values of ∣pz,F ∣. These states are associated with the Landau level whose energy minimum lies closest to
the chemical potential. The corresponding Landau-level index nmax is approximately given by the integer part of
µ2
e/(2∣eB∣), see Fig. 2. For the magnetic field values used in Fig. 5, for example, the corresponding nmax values are

20, 10, 7, and 5. This finding is hardly surprising after revisiting the simplest approximation for the rates in Eqs. (27)
and (28), where the contribution from the Landau level near the threshold diverges in the limit T → 0.
Several additional features regarding the partial Landau-level contributions to the energy emission are worth noting.

As seen from the two left panels in Fig. 5, neighboring Landau levels generally give comparable contributions. However,
the LLL contribution stands out as a clear outlier. Its contribution is suppressed by approximately a factor of two
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FIG. 6. The neutrino energy (a) and momentum (b) emission rates for two different choices of the electron chemical potential:
µe = 40 MeV (solid lines) and µe = 60 MeV (dashed lines).

relative to the next level (n = 1). This suppression likely arises from the fact that the LLL includes only spin-
down states, unlike higher levels, which are twice as degenerate due to the presence of both spin-up and spin-down
states. Another noteworthy observation is the significant contribution from Landau levels with n > nmax, especially at
moderately high temperatures and relatively weak magnetic fields. For instance, for ∣eB∣ = 0.025µ2

e and T = 2 MeV,
more than a dozen Landau levels above the Fermi level contribute substantially to the emission rate.
The details of individual Landau-level contributions to the momentum emission rate, illustrated in the two right

panels of Fig. 5, are even more intriguing. Notably, the LLL states near the Fermi surface play a distinct role again,
but here they emerge as the single largest contributors to the net momentum emission. This behavior is likely to stem
from the spin-down polarization of the n = 0 states, which correlates with the emission of a nonzero net momentum
in the direction of the magnetic field. In contrast, in higher Landau levels, states with opposite spins drive neutrino
emissions with opposing net momenta. Such contributions largely, but not entirely, cancel each other out, resulting
in a less pronounced net effect.
Using the illustration of the Fermi surface in Fig. 2, we see that the Fermi surface states associated with the

LLL (n = 0) are located near the polar regions, where the electron longitudinal momenta are largest in magnitude,∣pe,z ∣ ≃ µe. As the Landau-level index n increases, the Fermi surface states move closer to the equator, where ∣pe,z ∣ ≃ 0.
Referring to Fig. 5 now, we see that contributions of Landau levels to the momentum emission decrease as n increases.
Moreover, the sign of partial contributions to the neutrino longitudinal momentum changes, reaching the maximum
negative value when n approximately equals the integer part of µ2

e/(2∣eB∣).
Generally, the positive contributions from the low-lying Landau levels outweigh the negative contributions from

the higher Landau levels, leading to a net positive result for Ṗν,z , as shown previously in Fig. 4. However, under
specific conditions, such as sufficiently low temperatures and strong magnetic fields, a large negative contribution
from the Landau level whose energy minimum approximately matches the Fermi-level threshold can dominate the net
momentum emission. In such cases, the net result for Ṗν,z becomes negative, as seen around B = 6.8 × 1016 G and
B = 1.35 × 1017 G in Fig. 4 for the lowest temperature case, T = 0.5 MeV.

D. Comparison of rates at different electron chemical potentials

To better understand how the rates depend on the model parameters, here we examine how the results change with
variations in the electron chemical potential. To this end, Fig. 6 compares numerical data for the same temperature
but two different values of the chemical potential: µe = 40 MeV (solid lines) and µe = 60 MeV (dashed lines). The
rates are plotted as functions of the dimensionless ratio ∣eB∣/µ2

e, which offers the advantage of aligning the points
where the Fermi surface matches the Landau-level thresholds.
As seen in Fig. 6, the magnitude of oscillations is greater for µe = 60 MeV. This behavior is expected because,

as argued earlier, the characteristic magnetic field strength for resolving oscillations is governed by the condition∣eB∣ ≳ πTµe. When expressed in terms of the dimensionless ratio on the horizontal axis, this condition becomes∣eB∣/µ2
e ≳ πT /µe, which decreases as µe increases. Therefore, a larger µe implies that the region of well-resolved

oscillations is extended to lower values of ∣eB∣/µ2
e. Additionally, the magnitude of oscillations for µe = 60 MeV is

greater than for µe = 40 MeV.
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FIG. 7. The neutrino energy (panel a) and momentum (panel b) emission rates with Fermi-liquid corrections (solid lines) and
without Fermi-liquid corrections (dashed lines) for two different temperatures: T = 0.5 MeV and T = 2 MeV.

Note that in the right panel of Fig. 6, the momentum emission rate is again normalized by the energy emission
rate at B = 0. Alternatively, it can also be normalized by the energy emission rate at a nonzero B. While the specific
choice of normalization affects the quantitative results, the impact is relatively minor. This is because the rate’s
dependence on the magnetic field is quite weak. As shown in the left panel of Fig. 6, the average rate is suppressed
by only about 10% to 20% overall when the oscillations are disregarded.
By comparing our numerical data for the energy and momentum emission rates, we estimate their ratio to be

approximately

η ≡ Ṗν,zĖν ∼ 2 × 10−3
∣eB∣
µeT

. (34)

This implies that the asymmetry in momentum emission reaches a level of about 1.5% only when the magnetic field
exceeds approximately 5 × 1016 G, assuming µe = 40 MeV and T = 1 MeV. Even at magnetic fields so strong that
all occupied electron states are confined to the LLL, the peak value remains moderate, η ≲ 0.15. In comparison, this
is smaller than the values obtained in simple models relying on the electron spin polarization to roughly estimate
neutrino emission asymmetry [12, 18, 19].

E. Interplay of Fermi-liquid corrections and magnetic fields

It is important to reiterate that the Fermi-liquid effects in dense quark matter are crucial for accurately deriving
the Urca rates [21, 22]. Without such corrections, the phase space for the relevant weak processes becomes severely
restricted, requiring the electron and both quark momenta to be nearly parallel. This condition, in turn, suppresses
the rate of the direct Urca processes by a factor of T /µf [31].
One might expect that the background magnetic field naturally resolves the phase space restriction even without

the inclusion of the Fermi-liquid corrections. Indeed, it effectively relaxes momentum conservation condition because
the transverse components of the electron momentum are not conserved quantum numbers any longer.
To test this premise, we compare the results for the rate with and without the Fermi-liquid corrections in Fig. 7,

where we present two sets of data for T = 0.5 MeV and T = 2 MeV, normalized by the zero-field rate in Eq. (E9).
The rates with Fermi-liquid effects are represented by solid lines, while the rates without such effects are shown by
dashed lines. The latter are clearly systematically suppressed in comparison to the former.
For weak magnetic fields, we see that the energy rates are much smaller when the Fermi-liquid corrections are

omitted. The suppression factor is roughly on the order of T /(κµf), which is qualitatively consistent with the result
in Ref. [31]. Note that an extra factor of κ appears in the suppression because Iwamoto’s result is itself proportional
to κ. The difference between the numerical results with and without the Fermi-liquid effects, shown in Fig. 7(a),
becomes increasingly negligible for very strong magnetic fields. This observation supports the hypothesis that the
magnetic field reduces the sensitivity to Fermi-liquid corrections, as it serves a similar role.
The behavior of the net longitudinal momentum emission is more subtle in Fig. 7(b). When the quark Fermi-liquid

effects are excluded, the average momentum emission rate remains significantly suppressed, even in the presence of
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relatively strong fields. This outcome is perhaps not surprising, given that the relaxation of particle momentum
collinearity by the magnetic field primarily affects the transverse motion of electrons. The corresponding states are
located near the equatorial region of the Fermi surface (see Fig.2) and predominantly contribute to a negative value

of Ṗν,z. Conversely, positive contributions to Ṗν,z arise mainly from the polar regions of the Fermi surface (see Fig.2),
where Fermi-liquid effects likely remain critical for significantly enhancing the emission rate. This contrast between
the equatorial and polar contributions explains the numerical results in Fig. 7(b), where the momentum emission rate
is substantially reduced on average when Fermi-liquid effects are absent.

F. Estimates of pulsar kick velocity

Using the neutrino emission rates obtained in the preceding subsections, here we explore their potential implications
for strongly magnetized compact stars.
The average energy emission rate decreases with increasing magnetic field strength, indicating that strong magnetic

fields might slightly slow stellar cooling. However, the suppression remains modest, with a maximum reduction of
about 20% even at extreme field strengths of B ∼ 1017 G, making significant observational effects unlikely. An
exception could arise in the LLL regime, where the energy emission rate would increase substantially, potentially
accelerating cooling. However, this regime appears improbable under typical stellar conditions.
A nonzero net momentum emission along the magnetic field direction raises the possibility of neutrino emissions

contributing to pulsar kicks. The corresponding estimate for the kick velocity vk is given by

vk = 4πR3
c

3M
∫ Ṗν,zdt = 4πR3

c

3M
∫ η Ėνdt, (35)

where Rc is the radius of the quark core and M is the mass of a neutron star. In the last form of Eq. (35), we expressed
the momentum emission rates in terms of the corresponding energy rate by using function η that was introduced in
Eq. (34).

Assuming that the neutrino emission is the main cooling mechanism, the corresponding rate Ėν determines the
cooling rate of the stellar quark core,

dT

dt
= − Ėν

Cv

. (36)

where Cv is the specific heat of dense quark matter. Its analytical expression is given by [32]

Cv(T ) = 3(µ2
u + µ

2
d)T (1 − 2αs

π
) +O (T 3) , (37)

with subleading terms suppressed by a factor on the order of T 2/µ2
f . Note that the electron contribution to the specific

heat is neglected, as it is suppressed by a factor of approximately (µe/µu)2. Using the relation in Eq. (36), we can
change the integration variable in Eq. (35) from time t to temperature T , allowing us to derive

vk = −4πR
3
c

3M ∫
Tf

Ti

η Cv(T ′)dT ′. (38)

Finally, using the estimate for function η in Eq. (34), we obtain

vk ≃ 8π × 10−3 R3
c

M⊙

∣eB∣
µe

(µ2
u + µ

2
d)(1 − 2αs

π
) (Ti − Tf). (39)

The corresponding numerical estimate reads

vk ≃ 1.9 km/s ( B

1016 G
)(M⊙

M
)( Rc

10 km
)3 (40 MeV

µe

)( µf

300 MeV
)2 ( ∆T

10 MeV
) , (40)

where M⊙ is the solar mass. For simplicity, here we used a common quark chemical potential µf .
We note in passing that because of high Urca emission rate, the dense quark matter should cool quite fast. This is

confirmed by the following estimate for the cooling time:

∆t = −∫
Tf

Ti

Cv(T ′)Ėν(T ′) dT ′ ≃
945

457αsG
2
F cos2 θCµeT

4
f

(1 − 2αs

π
) , (41)
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where for simplicity we used Iwamoto’s rate (E8), replaced both µu and µd with a common quark chemical potential
µf , and ignored the weak dependence on the initial temperature. Numerically, this gives

∆t ≃ 119 min (40 MeV

µe

)(0.1 MeV

Tf

)4 , (42)

which is indeed a relatively short time.
Our estimate for the pulsar kick velocity in Eq. (40) is considerably lower than the optimistic estimates in Refs. [12,

18, 19], which were based on simplified models that used the electron spin polarization to estimate kick velocities. The

main difference comes from the ratio of Ṗν,z to Ėν , as presented in Eq. (34). Our first-principles calculations indicate
that this ratio remains quite small, even in the presence of very strong magnetic fields. This relatively small net
momentum emission can be attributed to the kinematics of weak processes, where only certain regions of the Fermi
surface contribute to momentum emission in the direction of the magnetic field, while other regions counterbalance
it by emitting in the opposite direction.
Before concluding this section, we note the possibility of an alternative mechanism for pulsar kicks during the early

deleptonization phase. In such a scenario, trapped neutrinos diffuse through strongly magnetized dense quark matter
at rates that vary with direction relative to the magnetic field. Because of higher average neutrino energies, this
mechanism could be quite promising. However, its detailed discussion is beyond the scope of this work and will be
addressed elsewhere.

IV. SUMMARY

In this study, we used first-principles field theory methods to calculate neutrino emission from strongly magnetized,
unpaired dense quark matter, which is one of hypothetical states of matter thought to exist in the interiors of
compact stars. Noting that the quark chemical potentials are much larger than those of electrons, only the Landau-
level quantization of electron states was considered. We utilized the Kadanoff-Baym formalism to derive the neutrino
number production rate and then used it to calculate both energy and momentum emission rates.
The Landau-level discretization of electron states at the Fermi surface leads to an oscillatory dependence of the

neutrino emission rate on the magnetic field strength, provided the field is sufficiently strong, ∣eB∣ ≳ πTµe. These
oscillations grow in magnitude as the temperature decreases and become formally divergent as T → 0. The divergencies

in the emission rates occur at the points where the Landau-level thresholds
√
2n∣eB∣ match exactly the Fermi energy

µe. For sufficiently weak fields or high temperatures, the thermal effects wash away oscillations in the rates. For
example, assuming realistic magnetic fields below about 1017 G, the oscillations nearly vanish for T ≳ 2 MeV.
Beyond the oscillatory behavior, the average energy emission rate decreases with increasing magnetic field strength

(up to about 1017 G), but the suppression is modest, around 20% at T ≃ 0.5 MeV, and even less at higher temperatures.
In contrast, neutrino momentum emission along the magnetic field direction generally increases with field strength.
The ratio of momentum to energy emission rates, η ≡ Ṗν,z/Ėν, remains relatively small, reaching a few percent for
fields near 1016 G at T ≳ 2 MeV. Numerical estimates suggest that η ≃ 2 × 10−3∣eB∣/(µeT ), which is relatively small
compared to predictions from simplified models in Refs. [12, 18, 19]. We argue, therefore, that neutrino momentum
emission from dense quark matter is unlikely to account for even modest pulsar kicks with vk ≃ 100 km/s.
We calculate the rates of the Urca processes u+e− → d+νe and d → u+e−+ν̄e using an approach similar to Iwamoto’s

[21, 22] by incorporating the Fermi-liquid effects of quarks to relax collinearity constraints on particle momenta. These
effects are crucial in the absence of a magnetic field, as they enhance the rates significantly, by a factor proportional to
µf /T . Under strong magnetic fields, however, the non-conservation of the transverse momentum of electrons partially
reduces the significance of these Fermi-liquid effects.
In conclusion, strong magnetic fields significantly modify neutrino emission rates in dense quark matter. The

emission rates exhibit oscillatory behavior with field strength, and the oscillation magnitude increases as temperature
decreases. Despite these modifications, the average energy emission rate is only mildly suppressed (by about 20%) even
for very strong fields, suggesting limited impact on the energy balance and cooling of quark stars. While the magnetic
field introduces asymmetry in neutrino emission, the resulting net momentum emission rate appears insufficient to
produce substantial kicks in compact stars.
Since this study focused on dense quark matter without considering neutrino trapping, it did not address the mech-

anism of anisotropic neutrino diffusion in strongly magnetized dense quark matter during the early deleptonization
phase. In the future, it would be valuable to investigate this regime in detail, providing estimates for the resulting
momentum asymmetry, its dependence on magnetic field strength, and its potential contribution to the generation of
pulsar kicks.
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Appendix A: Matsubara summation

In this Appendix, we derive a general master formula for the Matsubara summation, which is used in calculating
the retarded self-energy of the W-boson at the leading one-loop order, i.e.,

S(X,Y,Z,W ) = T
∞

∑
k=−∞

X(iωk + µa)(iωk − iΩm + µb) + Y (iωk + µa) +Z(iωk − iΩm + µb) +W[(ωk − iµa)2 + a2] [(ωk −Ωm − iµb)2 + b2]
= ∑

λ,η=±

abX + aηλY + bηZ + λW

4ab

nF (a − ηµa) − nF (λb − ηµb)
a − λb − η(iΩm + µa − µb) , (A1)

where nF (E) = 1/ [exp(E/T )+ 1] is the Fermi-Dirac distribution function. By assumption, functions X , Y , Z, and
W are independent of the Matsubara frequencies ωk = (2k + 1)πT and Ωm = 2mπT . In the context of the W-boson
self-energy, a and b are the energies of the up and down quarks, while µa and µb are their chemical potentials.

Appendix B: Useful table integrals

In this Appendix, we present several table integrals used in deriving the neutrino emission rates in the main text,
i.e.,

I1 = ∫
∞

−∞

dx(ea−x + 1) (ex + 1) = a

ea − 1
, (B1)

I2 = ∫
∞

−∞

xdx(ea−x + 1) (ex − 1) = a2 + π2

2(ea + 1) , (B2)

I3 = ∫
∞

0
x3dx

x2
+ π2

ex + 1
= 457

2520
π6, (B3)

I4 = ∫
∞

−∞

du

eu + 1
(Li5 (eu) − u

4
Li4 (eu)) = 457

120960
π6, (B4)

I5 = ∫
∞

0
x3dx

(x − a)
ex−a − 1

= 24(Li5 (ea) − a

4
Li4 (ea)) = 24(Li5 (e−a) + a

4
Li4 (e−a)) + a5

20
+
π2a3

3
+
2π4a

5
. (B5)

Note that the last integral has two equivalent forms, producing real results for all real values of a. However, since
the polylogarithm function Lin(z) becomes complex when its argument exceeds 1, the first form is more suitable for
a < 0, while the second is more convenient for a > 0.
Using the above table integrals, one can also obtain the following triple integral:

I6 = ∫
∞

0
w3dw∫

∞

−∞
∫
∞

−∞

dudv(eu + 1)(ev + 1) (ew−u−v + 1) = 457

5040
π6. (B6)

Appendix C: Electron propagator and its spectral density

In the presence of a nonzero magnetic field and a nonzero chemical potential (µe), the electron propagator has the
following structure in coordinate space [33]:

Se(u,u′) = eiΦ(u,u′)S̄e(u − u′), (C1)

where Φ(u,u′) represents the well-known Schwinger phase and S̄e(u−u′) denotes the translationally invariant part of
the propagator. For calculations, it is often more convenient to work with the Fourier transform of S̄e(u − u′), which
has the following explicit form in the Landau-level representation [34]:

S̄e(p0,p) = ie−p
2

⊥
ℓ
2
∞

∑
n=0

∑
λ=±

(−1)n
Ee,n [p0 + µe + iǫ sign(p0) − λEe,n]{ [Ee,nγ

0
+ λ(me − pe,zγ

3)]
× [P+Ln (2p2⊥ℓ2) −P−Ln−1 (2p2⊥ℓ2)] + 2λ(p⊥ ⋅ γ⊥)L1

n−1 (2p2⊥ℓ2)}. (C2)
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Here Ee,n =
√
2n∣eB∣ + p2e,z +m2

e are the Landau-level energies, ℓ = 1/√∣eB∣ is the magnetic length for the electron,P± = (1 ± is⊥γ1γ2)/2 are the spin projectors, s⊥ = sign(eB), and Lα
n (z) are the generalized Laguerre polynomials.

In this study, we adopt the following convention for the spectral representation of the fermion propagators:

S̄e(p0,p) = i∫ ∞

−∞

dk0

2π

Ae(k0 + µe,p)
p0 − k0

, (C3)

where the spectral function Ae(p0,p) is defined as the difference between the retarded and advanced propagators at
µe = 0, i.e.,

Ae(p0,p) = [S̄e(p0 + i0,p)− S̄e(p0 − i0,p)] ∣
µe=0

. (C4)

In the case of the electron propagator in Eq. (C2), the spectral function is

Ae(p0,p) = 2πe−p
2

⊥
ℓ2
∞

∑
n=0

∑
λ=±

(−1)n
Ee,n

{ [Ee,nγ
0
+ λ(me − pe,zγ

3)] [P+Ln (2p2⊥ℓ2) −P−Ln−1 (2p2⊥ℓ2)]
+2λ(p⊥ ⋅ γ⊥)L1

n−1 (2p2⊥ℓ2)}δ (p0 − λEe,n) . (C5)

For comparison, the zero-field expressions for the electron propagator and the spectral function read

S(0)e (p0,p) = i
(p0 + µe)γ0

− (p ⋅ γ) +me[p0 + µe + iǫ sign(p0)]2 −E2
e,p

, (C6)

A(0)e (p0,p) = π

Ee,p
∑
λ=±

[Ee,pγ
0
− λ(p ⋅ γ) + λme] δ (p0 − λEe,p) , (C7)

where Ee,p =
√
p2 +m2

e.

Appendix D: Lorentz contraction of the lepton and quark tensors

In this appendix, we derive an explicit expression for the contraction of the lepton and quark tensors that appears
in the neutrino rate in Eq. (12), i.e.,

Im [F (Q,Pν)] = Lδσ
n,λ(pe,pν)Im [ΠR

δσ(Q)] , (D1)

where Q ≡ (Ee,n − pν − µe,pe − pν).
The lepton tensor, which captures the Dirac (spin) structure of the electron and neutrino, is given by

Lδσ
n,λ(pe,pν) = Tr[{ (Ee,nγ

0
− λpe,zγ

3
+ λme) [P+Ln (2p2e,⊥ℓ2) −P−Ln−1 (2p2e,⊥ℓ2)]

+2λ(pe,⊥ ⋅ γ⊥)L1
n−1 (2p2e,⊥ℓ2)}γσ(1 − γ5)(γ0pν − γ ⋅ pν)γδ(1 − γ5)]. (D2)

In the case of dense quark matter, the retarded self-energy of the gauge boson is determined by the simplest one-loop
quark diagram, as illustrated in Fig. 1b. The corresponding expression reads

Πδσ
R (q0,q) = iNc ⨋ d4K(2π)4 tr [γδ(1 − γ5)S̄u(K)γσ(1 − γ5)S̄d(P )] , (D3)

where P = K +Q and Nc = 3 is the number of quark colors. Nonzero temperature effects are incorporated using the
imaginary-time formalism, where the integration over the energy k0 is replaced with a Matsubara sum, i.e.,

⨋ d4K(2π)4 f(k0,k) = T
∞

∑
k=−∞

i∫ d3k(2π)3 f(iωk,k). (D4)

By definition, the fermionic Matsubara frequencies are ωk = (2k+1)πT . When calculating the sum, the external gauge-
boson energy q0 + iǫ is replaced with iΩm, where Ωm = 2mπT is the bosonic Matsubara frequency. The dependence
on q0 is then restored at the end by performing the analytical continuation iΩm → q0 + iǫ.
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In the presence of a background magnetic field, one should formally use the translation invariant parts S̄f(K) of
the quark propagators in Eq. (D3). However, as argued in the main text, it suffices to use an approximation that
neglects the effect of the magnetic field on quarks. Therefore, here we use the zero-field quark propagators, namely

S̄f(K) = i Kαγ
α
+ γ0µf −mf(k0 + µf)2 − k2 −m2

f

, (D5)

with f = u, d. After evaluating the Dirac trace, we obtain the following result:

Πδσ
R (q0,q) = −8iNc⨋ d4K(2π)4 (K̄

δP̄ σ
+ K̄σP̄ δ) − gδσK̄ ⋅ P̄ + iǫδσµνK̄µP̄ν

∆(P̄ )∆(K̄) , (D6)

where K̄ ≡ (k0 + µf ,k) and ∆(K̄) = (k0 + µf)2 − k2
−m2

f .

From Eqs. (D2) and (D3), we derive the following result for the Lorentz contraction of the lepton and quark tensors:

F (Q,Pν) ≡ Lδσ(pe,pν)Πδσ
R (q0,q) = −128iNc⨋ d4K(2π)4 (P̄ ⋅ Pν) (K̄ ⋅ Ye)

∆(P̄)∆(K̄) , (D7)

where the explicit components of the electron four-vector Ye are given by

Ye,0 = (Ee,n − s⊥λpe,z)Ln (2p2e,⊥ℓ2) − (Ee,n + s⊥λpe,z)Ln−1 (2p2e,⊥ℓ2) , (D8)

Ye,z = (λpe,z − s⊥Ee,n)Ln (2p2e,⊥ℓ2) − (λpe,z + s⊥Ee,n)Ln−1 (2p2e,⊥ℓ2) , (D9)

Ye,⊥ = −4λpe,⊥L
1
n−1 (2p2e,⊥ℓ2) . (D10)

In passing, we note that the zero-field expression analogous to Eq. (D7) contains a similar combination of the particle
four-momenta, (P ⋅Pν)(K ⋅Pe), in the numerator of its integrand. Up to an overall constant, this combination coincides
with the squared scattering amplitude, ∣M∣2, of the direct Urca processes.
In the presence of a nonzero field, as seen from Eq. (D7), the momentum-dependent function that defines the

squared scattering amplitude is replaced by:

(P̄ ⋅Pν) (K̄ ⋅ Ye) = [(p0 + µd)pν,0 − p ⋅ pν] [(k0 + µu + s⊥kz) (Ee,n − s⊥λpe,z)Ln (2p2e,⊥ℓ2)
−(k0 + µu − s⊥kz) (Ee,n + s⊥λpe,z)Ln−1 (2p2e,⊥ℓ2) + 4λ (k⊥ ⋅ pe,⊥)L1

n−1 (2p2e,⊥ℓ2) ]. (D11)

Using the master formula in Eq. (A1), we perform the Matsubara sum in Eq. (D7) and arrive at the following result:

F (Q,Pν) = 4Nc

π3
∑

λ′,η′=±
∫ d3k

EkEp

nF (Ep − η
′µd) − nF (λ′Ek − η

′µu)
Ep − λ′Ek − η′(q0 + µd − µu + iǫ) (Eppν,0 − η

′p ⋅ pν)(EkYe,0 − η
′λ′k ⋅Ye). (D12)

Noting that the quark chemical potentials are large compared to the temperature (µf ≫ T for f = u, d), it is justified
to keep only contributions from the quark states near the Fermi surface (λ′ = η′ = 1) and neglect all contributions
from the antiquarks. Then, the approximate result reduces down to

F (Q,Pν) ≃ 4Nc

π3 ∫
d3k

EkEp

nF (Ep − µd) − nF (Ek − µu)(Ep − µd) − (Ek − µu) − q0 − iǫ(Eppν,0 − p ⋅ pν)(EkYe,0 − k ⋅Ye). (D13)

Similarly, by neglecting the contributions of positrons in the lepton tensor, we keep only the λ = 1 contribution in the
electron four-vector Ye, see Eqs. (D8) – (D10).
After performing the analytical continuation iΩm → q0+iǫ and using the Sokhotski formula, we extract the imaginary

(absorptive) part of function F (Q,Pν),
Im [F (Q,Pν)] = 4Nc

π2 ∫
d3k

EkEp

[nF (Ep − µd) − nF (Ek − µu)] (Eppν,0 − p ⋅ pν)(EkYe,0 − k ⋅Ye)
× δ [(Ep − µd) − (Ek − µu) − q0] . (D14)

Finally, after integrating over the angular coordinates, we obtain

Im [F (Q,Pν)] = 8Nc

π
∫ pkdk

vF qEkEp

[nF (Ep − µd) − nF (Ek − µu)]⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩[Eppν,0 − (1 + k

q
cosθeu) (q ⋅ pν)]

×(EkYe,0 −
k

q
cosθeu(q ⋅Ye)) + 1 − cos2 θeu

2
(k2(pν ⋅Ye) − k2

q2
(pν ⋅ q)(Ye ⋅ q))⎫⎪⎪⎬⎪⎪⎭, (D15)
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where, to perform the integration over the polar angle θ, we used the following relation for the δ-function

δ [vF (p − pF ) − vF (k − kF ) − q0] = vF kq

p
δ (cosθ − cosθeu) . (D16)

Here the analog of the zero-field results in Eq. (E4) reads

cosθeu ≃ p2F − k
2
F − q

2

2kF q
≃ v2F (µ2

d − µ
2
u) − p2e

2vFµupe
. (D17)

Note that the condition ∣ cos θeu∣ ≤ 1 imposes the constraint vFµe ≤ pe ≤ vF (µd + µu). As in the zero-field case, we
have accounted for the Fermi-liquid corrections in the quark dispersion relations, as described in Eqs. (E2)–(E3).
We also assumed that the quark momenta are approximately equal to their Fermi-surface values, p ≈ pF = vFµd and
k ≈ kF = vFµu, while the neutrino momentum (with typical values of the order of temperature) is negligible compared

to those of electrons and quarks. However, unlike the zero-field case, we cannot replace pe ≡
√
p2e,⊥ + p

2
e,z with the

electron’s Fermi momentum because p2e,⊥ is not the physical transverse momentum in the presence of a magnetic field.
Recall that the Fermi surface for electrons in a given n-th Landau level is determined by the solutions to the equation√
2n∣eB∣ + p2z,F = µe.

In passing, let us note the following expression:

1 − cos2 θeu ≃
(p2e − v2Fµ2

e) [v2F (µd + µu)2 − p2e]
4v2Fµ

2
up

2
e

, (D18)

which appears as a multiplier for the second term within the curly brackets in Eq. (D15).

Appendix E: Neutrino emission rate in the absence of a magnetic field

In this Appendix, we rederive the well-known zero-field result originally obtained by Iwamoto in the 1980s [21, 22],
which serves as a useful benchmark for calculating the neutron emission rate in the presence of a nonzero magnetic
field. Some refinements of Iwamoto’s original result, as well as its extensions to color-superconducting quark matter,
are discussed in Refs. [23, 25, 26].
In the absence of a magnetic field, the neutrino-number production rate is given by

∂fν(t,pν)
∂t

= NcG
2
F cos2 θC

2π4
vFµuµd ∫ dkd3pe

pe
nF (Ee−µe)nF (pν −Ek−Ee+µd)nF (Ek−µu)(1 − vF pe

µe

cos θ(0)eu ) , (E1)
which is analogous to Eq. (14) at nonzero magnetic field. Here, we account for the Fermi-liquid corrections in the
quark dispersion relations, which take the following approximate forms near the Fermi surfaces [20, 23]:

Ep ≃ µd + vF (p − pF ), (E2)

Ek ≃ µu + vF (k − kF ), (E3)

where pF = vFµd, kF = vFµu, and vF = 1−κ with κ = 2αs/(3π). Note that the Fermi-liquid corrections for the electron
are negligible (i.e., pe,F ≃ µe) because, unlike the QCD coupling αs, the fine structure constant is very small.

By definition, θ
(0)
eu in Eq. (E1) is the angle between the electron and up-quark momenta. Its value is determined

by the following relation:

cos θ(0)eu ≃ v2F (µ2
d − µ

2
u) − p2e

2vFµupe
≃ vF − (1 − v2F ) µe

2vFµu

(E4)

To arrive at the last approximation, we replaced pe with the electron’s Fermi momentum pe,F ≃ µe. As evident, if the

quark Fermi-liquid corrections were neglected (i.e., vF → 1), cosθ
(0)
eu would approach 1. Physically, this implies that

the momenta of the electron and the up quark would become collinear [21, 22]. Such a highly restricted phase space
would result in a parametric suppression of the direct Urca process rates by a factor of T /µf [31].
By analyzing the integrand Eq. (E1), one finds that the corresponding integrals are primarily dominated by quasi-

particles in a close vicinity of the Fermi surfaces, within an energy window of the order of the temperature. Therefore,
following the original studies in Ref. [21, 22], we use a conventional approximation in which the quark and electron
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momenta are replaced by their Fermi momenta throughout the integrand, except within the distribution functions.
Then, the neutrino-number production rate reads

∂fν(t,pν)
∂t

= 2NcG
2
F cos2 θC

π3
vFµuµdµe ∫ dkdpenF (Ee −µe)nF (pν −Ek −Ee +µd)nF (Ek −µu) (1 − vF cosθ(0)eu ) . (E5)

Noting that the antineutrino rate is the same, the total integrated energy rate reads

Ė(0)ν (B = 0) = 2∫ d3pν(2π)3 pν,0 ∂fν(t,pν)
∂t

= 457πNc

2520
vF (1 − v2F )G2

F cos2 θCµuµdµeT
6 (1 + µe

2µu

) , (E6)

where we used the table integral in Eq. (B6) and the definition of cos θ
(0)
eu in Eq. (E4). Finally, taking into account

that, to leading order in αs,

vF (1 − v2F ) ≃ 2κ +O(κ2) ≃ 4αs

3π
+O(α2

s), (E7)

we reproduce Iwamoto’s well-known result,

Ė(Iwamoto)
ν ≃ 457

630
αsG

2
F cos2 θCµuµdµeT

6
+O (α2

s,
µe

µu

) , (E8)

where we substituted Nc = 3 and assumed that µe ≪ µu.
It should be noted that some approximations used to derive the analytical expression for the rate in Eq. (E6) could

be improved. One such improvement involves using the actual electron momentum, pe, throughout the integrand in
Eq. (E1), rather than approximating it with the Fermi momentum, pe,F ≃ µe. (A similar refinement for the integrals
over the up and down quark momenta is unnecessary, as their corresponding Fermi momenta, pd,F and pu,F , are much
larger than pe,F .) Numerical evaluation of the integral over pe with this improvement yields a slightly higher rate,
which can be expressed in the following modified form:

Ėν(B = 0) ≃ CT

457πNc

2520
vF (1 − v2F )G2

F cos2 θCµuµdµeT
6 (1 + µe

2µu

) , (E9)

where CT is a function of order 1, whose approximate dependence on the temperature is given by

CT ≈ 1 + c1 T

µe

+ c2
T 2

µ2
e

, (E10)

where c1 ≈ 15.70 and c2 ≈ 6.287.
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