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Background: Phase transitions of matter under changes of external environment such as temperature and magnetic field have
attracted great interests to various quantum many-body systems. Several phase transitions must have occurred in neutron stars
as well such as transitions from normal to superfluid/superconducting phases and crust formation. While the temperature of
a proto-neutron star is as high as 10 MeV (≈ 1011 K) or higher, which are above critical temperatures for the emergence of
superfluidity and crust formation, it cools rapidly down to 0.1 keV (≈ 106 K) already after hundreds of years. While ordinary
neutron stars have surface magnetic field strength of around 1012 G, those having higher magnetic field strength of 1014–15 G
or higher, so-called magnetars, have been observed. To uncover detailed evolution of neutron stars from their birth to later
years, it is desired to develop fully microscopic approaches that take into account effects of superfluidity/superconductivity,
finite temperature and magnetic field, on the same footing.

Purpose: The main purpose of this work is twofold: 1) to extend the formalism of the fully self-consistent superfluid nuclear
band theory, developed in our previous work [K. Yoshimura and K. Sekizawa, Phys. Rev. C 109, 065804 (2024)], for finite-
temperature and finite-magnetic-field systems; 2) to explore possible phase transitions of nuclear matter by varying temperature
and magnetic field.

Methods: We employ the superfluid band theory which is based on the Kohn-Sham density functional theory (DFT) for super-
fluid systems with a local treatment of paring, known as superfluid local density approximation (SLDA), subjected to the Bloch
boundary conditions. We assume periodic spatial variation along z-direction with uniform distribution along xy-direction, al-
lowing us to describe the slab phase as well as uniform nuclear matter. The finite-temperature extension is achieved in a similar
manner as a finite-temperature Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov calculation. Magnetic field effects are introduced taking into account
both the Landau levels formation of relativistic electrons and the couplings of the magnetic field with nucleons’ magnetic
moments.

Results: We have performed superfluid band theory calculations for the slab phase of neutron star matter at nB = 0.04, 0.05,
0.06, and 0.07 fm−3 under various sets of temperature and magnetic field. From the results without magnetic field (B = 0),
we find that the superfluidity of neutrons disappears at around kBT = 0.6–0.9MeV, and “melting” of nuclear slabs, that is,
a structural change into the uniform matter, takes place at around kBT = 2.5–4.5MeV. By turning on the magnetic field,
we find that protons’ spin gets polarized at around B = 1016 G, whereas neutrons’ spin is kept unpolarized on average up to
around B = 1017 G. Intriguingly, our microscopic calculations reveal that neutrons’ spin is actually polarized locally inside and
outside of the slab already at B ∼ 1016 G, while keeping the system unpolarized in total. We show that the local polarization
of neutrons’ spin is caused by an interplay of 1S0 pairing among neutrons and spin-dependent interactions between neutron and
protons.

Conclusions: We have demonstrated validity and usefulness of the fully self-consistent superfluid nuclear band theory for
describing neutron star matter under arbitrary temperature and magnetic field. Critical temperatures and magnetic fields have
been predicted for 1) superfluid to normal transition, 2) crust formation, and 3) spin polarization, under conditions relevant to
realistic neutron star environments.

I. INTRODUCTION

How has each of neutron stars evolved from its birth to the
present day? To answer this question, one must know details
of the states of nuclear matter under arbitrary temperature and
magnetic field. Among the theoretical models on the mar-
ket, the nuclear density functional theory (DFT) [1–4], also
regarded as the (relativistic and non-relativistic) mean-field
theory [5], is a microscopic approach for describing nuclear
matter properties as many-nucleon systems. There have been
both static [6–9] and dynamic [10–12] mean-field calculations
for complex crystalline structures in the inner crust, which are
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known as the pasta phases. The most sophisticated description
of the pasta phases to date is realized by the self-consistent
band theory based on nuclear DFT, which was first achieved
for the slab phase [13] and was later extended to describe
time-dependent [14] and superfluid [15, 16] phenomena, as
well as the rod phase [17]. However, the applications of the
(time-dependent) superfluid band theory have so far been lim-
ited to zero temperature without magnetic field. Although it is,
of course, sufficient to investigate structures of cold, ordinary
neutron stars, it is insufficient to uncover the evolution from
supernova matter through a hot proto-neutron star to a cold
one. This article aims to establish the theoretical framework
of the superfluid band theory at finite temperature and mag-
netic field. As a first step, we apply it to the slab and uniform
phase of neutron star matter to demonstrate its feasibility.

The nuclear band theory may not yet be a widely known
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concept in the nuclear physics community. The band theory
of solids [18], which is at the heart of solid-state physics, takes
proper account of a periodic potential in quantum mechanical
theories in terms of the Bloch boundary conditions. Because
in the inner crust of neutron stars dripped free neutrons per-
meate the crystalline structure of nuclear matter, one has to
use the band theory of solids to quantify the effects of peri-
odic structure on dripped, superfluid neutrons. The first real-
istic calculations on band structure effects in the inner crust
of neutron stars were reported in 2005 for slab and rod phases
[19] and Coulomb lattices of spherical nuclei [20]. Notably,
it was shown [20–22] that the band structure effects, which
are caused by the Bragg scatterings of dripped neutrons off
the periodic potential, may significantly reduce the superfluid
fraction, leading to a crisis [23, 24] for the models of pul-
sar glitches [25]. The latter effect has been called the “en-
trainment effects.” To provide a conclusive understanding of
the entrainment phenomenon, fully self-consistent band the-
ories based on nuclear DFT have been developed. The self-
consistent nuclear band theory was first achieved for the slab
phase neglecting pairing correlations [13], which was later ex-
tended for time-dependent problems [14], where both calcu-
lations indicate that the band structure affects in an opposite
way for the slab phase, which is called the “anti-entrainment
effect.” Recently, we have extended the theoretical framework
of the nuclear band theory to describe neutron superfluidity
and proton superconductivity in a fully self-consistent man-
ner [15], showing that the anti-entrainment effect is present in
the slab phase even with the inclusion of neutron superfluidity.

By further extending the theoretical framework for systems
with finite temperature and magnetic field, we can establish a
fully self-consistent microscopic theory for neutron star mat-
ter, which can be applied from crust to the outer core, under
arbitrary environment. Of course, to describe the formation
process of a neutron star, one must rely on elaborated simu-
lation codes of supernova explosions demanding microscopic
input. We aim to provide reliable microscopic information of
the state of nuclear matter under a wide range of extreme con-
ditions that are realized in the explosive situations.

Concerning the finite-temperature effects, temperature
reaches as high as 10 MeV or higher during and just after a
supernova explosion, which is enough to alter nuclear matter
properties; e.g., neutron superfluidity would disappear at tem-
perature around 1 MeV, and the crust is expected to “melt”
to form uniform nuclear matter at several MeV. The change
in shapes and compositions of the pasta structure affects neu-
trino scattering cross sections and thus opacity for neutrino
flux [9], as well as the cooling processes [26]. For example,
the band structure effects alter the effective mass of free neu-
trons, which leads to the change of heat conduction [21, 27].
In addition, the neutron superfluidity may not only reduce the
neutrino emissivity [28, 29], but also initiate another contri-
bution to neutrino emissions from the so-called pair breaking
and formation (PBF) processes [30–33], whose temperature
and structure dependence should be quantitatively examined.

On the other hand, strong magnetic field of neutron stars
may affect nuclear matter properties through magnetic inter-
actions with neutrons and protons as well as electrons. The re-

cent observations of magnetars [34–37] indicate strong mag-
netic fields on the order of 1014–15 G or higher. Such a strong
magnetic field leads to a discretization of electron energy
spectra, known as the Landau-Rabi quantization. This quan-
tum mechanical effect alters the equation of state (EoS) of the
crustal matter as well as the composition of nuclei in the outer
crust [21, 38–41]. Some theoretical calculations showed that
magnetic field can be even stronger, at least locally as large
as 1017 G, e.g. in a form of a toroidal magnetic field [42–
44]. When the magnetic field strength exceeds 1017 G, the
shifts of single-particle energies of neutrons and protons be-
come on the order of MeV, and quantum shells and level or-
dering and, as a consequence, deformation of nuclear clus-
ters, can be affected [38, 39, 45, 46]. Furthermore, it has been
adovocated that superheavy nuclei, including unknown ele-
ments, may emerge as a stable, equilibrium configuration of
the outer crust under a superstrong magnetic field as strong as
1018 G [41, 47].

We point out here that interplay between pairing correla-
tions and spin polarization in the presence of magnetic field
is intriguing and important. A superstrong magnetic field
stronger than B ∼ 1017G can, on one hand, break spin-
singlet Cooper pairs, but on the other hand, may assist forma-
tion of spin-triplet Cooper pairs (see, e.g., Ref. [48]), which
may alter thermal conductivity and cooling rate. When a
magnetic field breaks Cooper pairs, neutrons and protons
may cause spin polarization. It has been shown that the
interplay between spin polarization and pairing correlations
could manifest a unique pairing phase, known as the Larkin-
Ovchinnikov-Fulde-Ferrell (LOFF) phase [49–51]. Recently,
effects of spin polarization in strongly correlated Fermionic
systems, known as unitary Fermi gas, have been explored
within superfluid (TD)DFT, predicting possible existence of
a spin-polarized droplet, dubbed as “ferron” [52, 53], and of
complex spin-polarized structural patterns [54]. Moreover,
spatial modulation of spin orientations can form topological
objects such as Skyrmions [55–57]. A fully microscopic in-
vestigation of such exotic phases in nuclear matter has not yet
been achieved to date, and this work is positioned as a first
step towards exploring the above mentioned exotic possibili-
ties in the nuclear physics context.

In the present paper, we extend the theoretical frame-
work of the self-consistent superfluid band theory [15] for
finite-temperature and finite-magnetic-field systems. The the-
ory is based on Kohn-Sham DFT and its superfluid exten-
sion with a local treatment of pairing, known as superfluid
local density approximation (SLDA) [58–60]. The finite-
temperature extension is achieved in the same manner as in
finite-temperature Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov calculations [61,
62]. The magnetic field effects are incorporated in both the
magnetic interaction acting on the magnetic moments of neu-
trons and protons (see, e.g., Refs. [45, 46]) as well as the
formation of the Landau levels of relativistic electrons (see,
e.g., Ref. [21]). By applying the extended framework to the
slab phase of neutron star matter, we explore the states of nu-
clear matter under various sets of temperature and magnetic
fields. Intriguingly, we find nontrivial local polarizations of
neutrons’ spin atB ≃ 1016 G, which is caused by an interplay
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between 1S0 pairing correlations among neutrons and spin-
dependent interactions between neutrons and protons.

The article is organized as follows. In Sec. II A, the theo-
retical framework of the fully self-consistent superfluid band
theory is described, especially focusing on the extensions
to finite-temperature and finite-magnetic-field systems. In
Sec. III, the results of numerical calculations are presented,
showing how nuclear matter properties are altered with vary-
ing temperature and magnetic field. A summary and a future
prospect are given in Sec. IV.

II. FORMULATION

A. Self-consistent nuclear band theory for superfluid systems

In this section, we provide the formulation of the fully
self-consistent band theory based on nuclear DFT for super-
fluid systems. The fully self-consistent band theory was first
achieved for the slab phase in 2019 [13], which was extended
for time-dependent phenomena in 2022 [14]. To take into ac-
count neutron superfluidity, we have recently extended [15]
the theoretical framework based on a superfluid DFT, known
as SLDA.

Here we recall the formalism of the superfluid band the-
ory, introducing various notations. Let us consider a generic
Hamiltonian in the second-quantized form,

Ĥ =
∑

ij

tij â
†
i âj +

∑

ijkl

v̄ijkl â
†
i â

†
j âlâk, (1)

where â†i (âi) represents the particle creation (annihilation)
operator for an ith quantum state, tij and v̄ijkl = vijkl −
vijlk are matrix elements of kinetic and interaction operators,
respectively. For the creation and annihilation operators, we
introduce the Bogoliubov transformation,

(

β̂

β̂†

)

= W†

(

â

â†

)

, (2)

where β̂ =
(

β̂1, β̂2, . . .
)⊤

and β̂† =
(

β̂†
1, β̂

†
2, . . .

)⊤
(⊤ stands

for a ‘transpose’ operation and similar definitions apply for â
and â†). The Bogoliubov transformation matrix,

W =

(

U V ∗

V U∗

)

, (3)

defines the quasiparticle creation and annihilation operators,
β̂†
µ and β̂µ. Based on the variational principle for the HFB

state being quasiparticle vacuum, one obtains the HFB equa-
tion,

(

h− λI ∆
−∆∗ −h∗ + λI

)(

Uµ

Vµ

)

= Eµ

(

Uµ

Vµ

)

, (4)

where Uµ and Vµ represent the µth column of matrices U and
V , respectively, and Eµ denotes the corresponding quasipar-
ticle energy. h = t + Γ is the single-particle Hamiltonian
matrix with a matrix of the mean-field potential Γ, and that
of the pairing potential ∆. The latter two potential matrices
contain the matrix elements which are defined by

Γkl =
∑

mn

v̄kmlnρnm, (5)

∆kl =
1

2

∑

mn

v̄klmnκmn, (6)

with the density matrix and the pairing tensor,

ρkl = 〈â†l âk〉 =
(

V ∗V ⊤
)

kl
(7)

κkl = 〈âlâk〉 =
(

V ∗U⊤
)

kl
. (8)

Writing down explicitly spin (σ =↑, ↓) and isospin (q = n, p)
degrees of freedom, the coordinate-space representation of the
HFB equation is given by













ĥ
(q)
↑↑ (r)− λ ĥ

(q)
↑↓ (r) 0 ∆(r)

ĥ
(q)
↓↑ (r) ĥ

(q)
↓↓ (r)− λ −∆(r) 0

0 −∆∗(r) −ĥ(q)∗↑↑ (r) + λ −ĥ(q)∗↑↓ (r)

∆∗(r) 0 −ĥ(q)∗↓↑ (r) −ĥ(q)∗↓↓ (r) + λ























u
(q)
µ (r↑)
u
(q)
µ (r↓)
v
(q)
µ (r↑)
v
(q)
µ (r↓)











= E(q)
µ











u
(q)
µ (r↑)
u
(q)
µ (r↓)
v
(q)
µ (r↑)
v
(q)
µ (r↓)











, (9)

where we consider the spin-singlet pairing, ∆(r) ≡ ∆↑↓(r) =

−∆↓↑(r). We call u(q)µ (rσ) and v
(q)
µ (rσ) the quasiparticle

wave functions.

In the superfluid band theory, we impose the Bloch bound-

ary condition to the quasiparticle wave functions:

u
(q)
µk(rσ) =

1√
V
ũ
(q)
µk(rσ)e

ik·r (10)

v
(q)
µk (rσ) =

1√
V
ṽ
(q)
µk (rσ)e

ik·r, (11)

where V is a normalization volume. The indexes µ and k

are referred to as a band index and a Bloch wave number, re-
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spectively. The above definitions are consistent with impos-
ing the Bloch boundary condition to the single-particle wave
functions [15]. We can derive the HFB equation for the di-

mensionless functions, ũ(q)µk(rσ) and ṽ(q)µk (rσ) [15], and the
resulting equations read:













ĥ
(q)
↑↑ + ĥ

(q)
k,↑↑ − λ ĥ

(q)
↑↓ + ĥ

(q)
k,↑↓ 0 ∆q

ĥ
(q)
↓↑ + ĥ

(q)
k,↓↑ ĥ

(q)
↓↓ + ĥ

(q)
k,↓↓ − λ −∆q 0

0 −∆∗
q −ĥ(q)∗↑↑ − ĥ

(q)∗
−k,↑↑ + λ −ĥ(q)∗↑↓ − ĥ

(q)∗
−k,↑↓

∆∗
q 0 −ĥ(q)∗↓↑ − ĥ

(q)∗
−k,↓↑ −ĥ(q)∗↓↓ − ĥ

(q)∗
−k,↓↓ + λ

























ũ
(q)
µk(r↑)
ũ
(q)
µk(r↓)
ṽ
(q)
µk (r↑)
ṽ
(q)
µk (r↓)













= E
(q)
µk













ũ
(q)
µk(r↑)
ũ
(q)
µk(r↓)
ṽ
(q)
µk (r↑)
ṽ
(q)
µk (r↓)













. (12)

Here we omit the coordinate index (r) in the HFB matrix for a
concise expression. The single-particle Hamiltonian with the
Bloch wave number ĥk,σσ′ can be formally obtained by the
following replacement of the derivative operator in ĥσσ′ :

∇ → ∇+ ik. (13)

For more detailed description, we refer readers to Refs. [14,
15].

B. Energy density functional

For practical applications, we employ nuclear energy den-
sity functional (EDF) approach. In the present work, we use
a Skyrme-type EDF, as in our previous work [15]. We work
with the nuclear EDF of the following form:

Enucl

A
=

1

Nb

∫

(

Ekin(r) + ESky(r) + E(p)
Coul(r) + Epair(r)

)

dr.

(14)
The kinetic energy part, Ekin, the nuclear interaction part, ESky,
the Coulomb part, ECoul, and the pairing part, Epair(r), in the
nulcear EDF are given, respectively, by

Ekin(r) =
∑

q=n,p

~
2

2mq
τq(r), (15)

ESky(r) =
∑

t=0,1

[

Cρ
t [n0]n

2
t (r) + C∆ρ

t nt(r)∂
2
znt(r)

+Cτ
t

(

nt(r)τt(r)− j2t (r)
)

+Cs

t [n0]s
2
t (r) + C∆s

t st(r) ·∆st(r)

+CT

t

(

st(r) · Tt(r)− J2
t (r)

)

]

, (16)

E(p)
Coul(r) =

1

2
VCoul(r)np(r)−

3e2

4

(

3

π

)1/3

n4/3
p (r),(17)

Epair(r) = −
∑

q=n,p

∆q(r)κ
∗
q(r), (18)

where ~ is the reduced Plank’s constant, mq denotes the mass
of a neutron (q = n) and a proton (q = p), and e is the el-
ementary charge. n, τ , j, s, T , and J are various nucleonic
densities, whose explicit definitions will be given later. The

index t represents isoscalar (t = 0, e.g. n0 = nn + np)
and isovector (t = 1, e.g. n1 = nn − np) components. CX

t

(X = ρ,∆ρ, . . . ) are the parameters of the functional, which
are determined to reproduce the known properties of finite nu-
clei and nuclear matter. In the functional shown above, the
spin-orbit term is omitted, because it does not play any role
in the systems with spatial modulations along a certain single
dimension, like a slab phase. In the present work, we include
time-odd components in the functional, as the external mag-
netic field breaks the time-reversal symmetry. Note, however,
that since the s ·∆s term is known to cause a spin instability,
we set C∆s

t = 0 throughout our analysis.
For the electron part, we adopt an EDF for relativistic elec-

tron gas,

Eelec

A
=

1

Nb

(

E(e)
kin + E(e)

Coul

)

a, (19)

where

Eelec =

∫ pF

0

4πp2dp

(2π)3

√

m2
e c

4 + p2c2

=
m4

e c
5

32π2~3
(sinh θF − 4θF), (20)

E(e)
Coul = −3e2

4

(

3

π

)1/3

n4/3
e , (21)

where pF = ~(3π2ne)
1/3 denotes the Fermi momentum with

the electron number density ne. θF is defined through the rela-
tion, εe =

√

m2c4 + p2Fc
2 = mec

2 cosh θF. The Coulomb ex-
change term is evaluated with the Slater approximation, while
the direct term of the electrons’ Coulomb energy vanishes be-
cause of the charge neutrality condition. It is to mention here
that the electronic EDF will be modified in the presence of an
external magnetic field, which will be discussed in Sec. II D.

From appropriate functional derivatives, one can derive the
ordinary (k-independent) single-particle Hamiltonian,

ĥ
(q)
σσ′(r) = −∇ ·M (q)(r)∇+ U (q)(r)

+Σ
(q)(r) · σ +

1

2i

[

∇ · I(q)(r) + I(q)(r) · ∇
]

,

(22)

as well as the k-dependent one,

ĥ
(q)
k

(r) =M (q)(r)k2 + ~k · v̂(q)(r), (23)
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where

v̂(q)(r) =
1

i~

[

r, ĥ(q)(r)
]

= −i~
[

∇M (q)(r) +M (q)(r)∇
]

+
1

~
I(q)(r).

(24)

The various mean-field potentials in the single-particle Hamil-
tonian are defined as follows:

M (q)(r) =
~
2

2mq
+

∑

q′=n,p

C
τ(q)
q′ nq′(r),

+
∑

q′=n,p

C
T (q)
q′ σ · sq′ (r) (25)

U (q)(r) =
∑

q′=n,p

[

2C
ρ(q)
q′ nq′(r) + 2C

∇ρ(q)
q′ ∂2znq′(r)

+C
τ(q)
q′ τq′ (r) + 2nα

0 (r)C
ρ(q)
q′D nq′(r)

]

+αnα−1
0 (r)

∑

t=0,1

Cρ
t [n0]n

2
t (r)

+UCoul(r)δqp +
∑

q′=n,p

∂gq′,eff

∂nq
|κq′(r)|2, (26)

Σ
(q)(r) =

∑

q′=n,p

[

2C
s(q)
q′ [n0]sq′ (r) + C

T (q)
q′ [n0]Tq′(r)

]

,

(27)

I(q)(r) = −2
∑

q′=n,p

C
τ(q)
q′ jq′(r). (28)

In the above formulas, the coefficients with two isospin in-
dices CX(q)

q′ are the shorthand notations, defined by:

CX(q)
n ≡ CX

0 + ηqC
X
1 , (29)

CX(q)
p ≡ CX

0 − ηqC
X
1 , (30)

where X stands for the superscript of the coefficients, e.g., ρ,
τ , etc., and ηq = +1 (−1) for neutrons (protons).

In the SLDA formalism, the pairing field ∆q(r) is local in
space:

∆q(r) = −gq,eff(r)κq(r). (31)

Here, gq,eff is an effective pairing coupling constant [58] cal-
culated as [60]

1

gq,eff
=

1

g0
− K

8π2M (q)

π

∆z
, (32)

where g0 denotes the bare coupling constant, K is a numer-
ical constant [60], and ∆z is the spatial mesh spacing. The
anomalous density is defined by

κq(r) =
∑

µk

v
(q)∗
µk↑ (rσ)u

(q)
µk↓(rσ). (33)

We note that there is an additional contribution to U (q)(r)
arising from the density dependence of the effective pairing
coupling constant, which is given by

∂gq′,eff

∂nq
=

[

gq′,eff(r)
]2 K

8π∆z

(

M (q′)(r)
)−2

Cτ(q′)
q . (34)

The single-particle Hamiltonian are given as a functional
of various densities. Those densities are given in terms of the
quasiparticle wave functions as follows:

nq(r) =
∑

µkσ

∣

∣

∣v
(q)
µk (rσ)

∣

∣

∣

2

, (35)

τq(r) =
∑

µkσ

∣

∣

∣∇v
(q)
µk (rσ)

∣

∣

∣

2

, (36)

jq(r) = −
∑

µkσ

Im
[

v
(q)∗
µk (rσ)∇vµk(rσ)

]

, (37)

sq(r) =
∑

µkss′

v
∗(q)
µk (rs)v

(q)
µk (rs

′)σss′ , (38)

Tq(r) =
∑

µkss′

[

∇v∗(q)µσ (rs) ·∇v(q)µσ (rs
′)
]

σss′ , (39)

Jq,αβ(r) = − 1

2i

∑

µkss′

[

v∗µk(rs
′)
(

∇αvµk(rs)
)

−v(q)µk (rs)
(

∇αv
∗(q)
µk (rs′)

)

]

[σβ ]ss′ ,

(40)

where α and β in Eq. (40) are spatial indexes, α, β = x, y, z.
In case of the slab phase, the dimensionless Bloch wave func-
tions depend only on z coordinate perpendicular to the slabs,
i.e. ũ

(q)
µk(zσ) and ṽ(q)µk (zσ) [15], which enables us to signifi-

cantly reduce the computational cost. For more specific rep-
resentations of densities and potentials for the slab phase, we
refer the readers to Ref. [14, 15].

C. Finite-temperature extension

Next, let us introduce the finite-temperature extension of
the superfluid band theory. We start from the grand canoni-
cal ensemble, where the thermodynamic equilibrium is repre-
sented as

δΩ = 0, (41)

where the grand potential Ω is given by

Ω = E − TS − λN. (42)

In accordance with the equilibrium condition, the expectation
value of physical quantities can be obtained with the following
operator:

D̂ =
1

Z e
−β(Ĥ−λN̂), (43)
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where β = 1/kBT is the inverse temperature with the Boltz-
mann constant kB and Z denotes the partition function, Z =

Tr
[

e−β(Ĥ−λN̂)
]

.

Applying the operator D̂ to the HFB theory, we can obtain
the representations of the density matrix and the pairing ten-
sor, respectively, as

ρ = V ∗(1− f)V T + UfU †, (44)

κ = V ∗(1− f)UT + UfV †, (45)

where the matrix f is composed of matrix elements fµν =
fβ(Eµ)δµν with fβ(E) the Fermi-Dirac distribution function,

fβ(E) =
1

1 + eβE
. (46)

As a consequence, various densities are replaced by mixture
of contributions from u- and v-components of the quasipar-
ticle wave functions. In general, we define the matrix vector
ρ = [ρ, τ, ...] and the calculation formula for each element as

ρ =
∑

µkσ

F [v
(q)
µkσ ], (47)

where F = [Fρ,Fτ , . . .] is a shorthand notation which, for
instance, works as Fρ[X ] = |X |2 for the number density,
Fτ [X ] = |∇X|2 for the kinetic energy density and simi-
lar for the others. Using this definition, densities other than
the anomalous density in the finite temperature system can be
written as

ρ(r, T ) =
∑

µkσ

{

fβ(Eµk)F [u
(q)
µkσ ] + fβ(−Eµk)F [v

(q)
µkσ ]

}

,

(48)
and the anomalous density is given by

κq(r) =
∑

µk

[fβ(−Eµk)− fβ(Eµk)]v
(q)∗
µk↑ (rσ)u

(q)
µk↓(rσ).

(49)
For a finite temperature system, an equilibrium solution is

obtained by minimizing the Helmholtz’s energy,

F = E − TS, (50)

where the one-particle entropy S is given by

S = −kB

∑

µ

[

fβ(Eµ) ln fβ(Eµ)

+
[

1− fβ(Eµ)
]

ln
[

1− fβ(Eµ)
]

]

. (51)

Since we can calculate the total energy as a function of tem-
perature, the specific heat can be directly calculated as

CV (T ) =
∂E(T )

∂T
. (52)

We will use the specific heat to characterize phase transitions.

D. Extension for systems under a magnetic field

In this section, we describe how to introduce a magnetic
field B into the superfluid band theory at arbitrary tempera-
ture T . There are two major modifications: the first one is
modification of single-particle energies through the coupling
between nucleonic magnetic moments and B; the second one
is modification of electrons’ energies because of the Landau-
Rabi quantization.

The modification of the nuclear part can be achieved by
introducing an additional term to the single-particle Hamilto-
nian as

ĥq,σσ′ = ĥ
(0)
q,σσ′ + ĥ

(B)
q,σσ′ , (53)

where ĥ(0)q,σσ′ denotes the original single-particle Hamiltonian

without magnetic field. The second term, ĥ(B)
q,σσ′ , which rep-

resents the magnetic effects, is given by

ĥ
(B)
q,σσ′ = −

(

lδq,p + gq
σ

2

)

· B̃q, (54)

where l is the dimensionless orbital angular momentum (i.e.

L = ~l), σ is the Pauli matrices, and B̃q = (e~/2mqc)B.
Here, gq is the g-factors of neutrons and protons, which are
given by

gn = −3.826, gp = +5.585 (55)

The first term in Eq. (54) denotes the orbital contribution
which couples only with protons, while the second one rep-
resents the coupling with nucleons’ intrinsic spin. Note that
the first term is absent in the slab phase under study.

It is customary to quantify the magnetic field strength rel-
ative to the critical value at which energy of the electron’s
cyclotron motion reaches their rest mass,

Bc =
m2

e c
3

e~
≃ 4.41× 1013G, (56)

denoting B⋆ ≡ B/Bc. Using this notation, B̃q can be written
as

B̃q =
m2

e

2mq
B⋆. (57)

The energy of Landau levels of relativistic electrons is given
by

eν =
√

c2p2z +m2
e c

4(1 + 2νB⋆), (58)

where ν is an index of the landau levels which is a non-
negative integer, and pz is a momentum along the z axis par-
allel to the magnetic field (perpendicular to the slabs). The
energies of occupied states should be below the chemical po-
tential, eν ≤ µe, for existing pz > 0, which is equivalent to

ν ≤ 1

2B⋆

(

µ2
e

m2
e c

4
− 1

)

. (59)
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Defining the maximum integer satisfying the above condition
as νmax, the electron number density and energy density are
written by

ne =
2B⋆

(2π)2λ3e

νmax
∑

ν=0

gνxe(ν), (60)

Ee =
B⋆mec

2

(2π)2λ3e

νmax
∑

ν=0

gν(1 + 2νB⋆)ψ+

[

xe(ν)√
1 + 2νB⋆

]

−nemec
2, (61)

with

ψ±(x) = x
√

1 + x2 ± ln
(

x+
√

1 + x2
)

, (62)

xe(ν) =
√

γ2e − 1− 2νB⋆, (63)

γe =
µe

mec2
, (64)

λe =
~

mec
. (65)

The chemical potential µe should be determined in such a way
that it obeys the β-equilibrium condition, µn = µp + µe, and
the charge neutrality condition, ne =

1
a

∫

np(r)dr = Np/a.
Note that the magnetic field breaks the time-reversal sym-

metry. One should thus introduce the time-odd densities such
as sq , Tq, and jq . Further, if the external magnetic field is
strong enough, one may expect that the nucleons are spin-
polarized. To quantify the spin polarization, we define the
local spin polarization as

pq(z) =
nq,↑(z)− nq,↓(z)

nq,↑(z) + nq,↓(z)
=
sz,q(z)

nq(z)
, (66)

where in the last expression we use the z component of the
time-odd spin density, sz,q(z). We also define the total spin
polarization of the system,

Pq =
Nq,↑ −Nq,↓

Nq,↑ +Nq,↓
, (67)

where Nq,σ =
∫

nq,σ(r)dr. Without the magnetic field, the
system is unpolarized and at certain critical magnetic field
strength one should observe spin polarization as a sort of
phase transition.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Computational Settings

We use our own computational code for self-consistent su-
perfluid band theory calculations and employ the same com-
putational settings as in our previous work [15], such as the
discretization numbers, otherwise specified. All the calcu-
lations have been performed under the β-equilibrium condi-
tion. Ideally, one should determine an optimal slab period
by minimizing the total energy of the system with respect to

the distance between neighboring slabs (slab period), which
we denote as a. However, we find that the optimal slab pe-
riod a, which provides the minimum energy of the system, is
somewhat ambiguous to determine. Furthermore, it has been
pointed out in Ref. [16] that the optimal cell size significantly
depends on the choice of the energy density functionals. Since
our main purpose of the present work is to investigate qualita-
tive features of finite-temperature and magnetic fields effects,
and they may also influence the optimal slab period, the pe-
riod length is fixed to a = 30 fm or a = 40 fm, for simplicity.
For comparison among various densities, we set nB = 0.04,
0.05, 0.06, and 0.07 fm−3, as in our previous work [15].

We note here that the band structure effects provide only
minor corrections to the results discussed in the present paper.
Thus, in the following, we focus on the effects of superfluidity,
finite temperature and magnetic field, although all the results
shown below include the band structure effects.

B. Finite-temperature effects

In this section, we restrict the analysis to the B= 0 case
(without magnetic field), focusing on how the properties of
nuclear matter are affected by finite-temperature effects. We
will investigate effects of finite magnetic field in the next sec-
tion.

1. Pairing and structural phase transitions

Figure 1 shows spatial distributions of the nucleon number
densities [Fig. 1(a)] and pairing fields [Fig. 1(b)] as a func-
tion of z coordinate, for several representative temperatures.
The baryon number density and the slab period are fixed to
nB = 0.05 fm−3 and a = 30 fm, respectively. In Fig. 1(a), the
results obtained for kBT = 0, 1, 3, 4, and 5MeV are shown,
while in Fig. 1(b) those for kBT = 0, 0.3, 0.5, and 0.8MeV
are shown. In ascending order with those temperatures, solid,
dashed, dotted, dash-dotted, and long-dashed lines are used.
In both cases, green lines exhibiting larger values correspond
to neutrons’ contribution, while red lines exhibiting smaller
values correspond to protons’ ones.

From Fig. 1(a), we find that the density distributions are
almost unchanged up to kBT = 1MeV. As the temperature
increases further, the slab shape becomes gradually diffusive
at kBT = 3MeV (dotted lines) and 4 MeV (dash-dotted line),
and finally the slab completely melts at kBT = 5MeV (long-
dashed lines) being a uniform nuclear matter for both neutrons
and protons. In contrast, from Fig. 1(b), we find that the pair-
ing field strength depends sensitively on temperature. Already
at kBT = 0.3MeV, the proton pairing field vanishes, whereas
neutron’s one sustains a sizable value. As the temperature in-
creases further, the neutron pairing field vanishes as well at
kBT = 0.8MeV.

These results indicate that two kinds of phase transitions
occur in nuclear matter as the temperature increases: 1) the
pairing phase transition of neutrons (protons) from superfluid
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FIG. 1. (a) Density distributions and (b) pairing fields of neutrons
and protons are shown as a function of z coordinate at four represen-
tative temperatures, kBT = 0, 1, 3, 4, and 5MeV. In both panels,
the upper green lines indicate the distribution of neutrons’ quantities,
while the red lines are that for protons’ ones. In ascending order
of temperatures, solid, dashed, dotted, dash-dotted, and long-dashed
lines are used.

(superconducting) to the normal phase, and 2) the structural
transition from nuclear pasta to uniform matter.

2. Heat capacity and critical temperatures

The critical temperature of the phase transitions can be de-
termined more precisely by analyzing the specific heat (52).
To calculate the specific heat, we perform finite-temperature
calculations by changing temperature with kB∆T = 0.01-
MeV step and evaluate the first derivative of the total en-
ergy with 9-points formula. We have confirmed that the re-
sults are not sensitive to a change of the order of the finite-
difference method. In Figs. 2(a) and 2(b), the total energy
and specific heat are exhibited, respectively, which are calcu-
lated for a fixed slab period a = 30 fm. In Fig. 2(a), we show
the total energy for a representative baryon number density,
nB = 0.04 fm−3, while the specific heat is shown in Fig. 2(b),
for a range of baryon number densities, nB = 0.04, 0.05, 0.06,
and 0.07 fm−3. From Fig. 2(a), we find a continuous, yet
non-smooth behavior of the total energy curve as a function
of temperature, at around kBT = 0.7 and 4.5MeV (repre-
sented by black arrows), indicating second-order phase transi-

���

��


��

�


���

E #
 #
���

��
�

����� #������"�$
nB � ���	�������

� � � � 	 

kBT������

����

���


��
�

���


����

���


��
�

���


C V
�T
�

�����!����������#

nB � ���	�������
nB � ���
�������
nB � �����������
nB � �����������

FIG. 2. (a) Total energy per nucleon, Etot, is shown as a function of
temperature for a fixed baryon density, nB = 0.04 fm−3. Two arrows
indicates the position of kinks implying phase transitions. (b) Spe-
cific heat CV (T ) is shown as a function of temperature, for different
baryon number densities, nB = 0.04, 0.05, 0.06, and 0.07 fm−3. In
ascending order of densities, solid, dashed, dotted, and dash-dotted
lines are used.

tions. Correspondingly, the specific heat exhibits two sharp
kinks at around those temperatures. We define the critical
temperature of the phase transition as the local maximum of
the specific heat (neglecting small thermal fluctuations). For
nB = 0.04 fm−3 (red solid line), the critical temperatures at
the two sharp kinks are found to be 0.63 and 4.57 MeV, respec-
tively. Here and henceforth, let us denote the lower-energy
critical temperature for the superfluid phase transition as T sf

c
and the higher-energy critical temperature for the structural
phase transition (melting temperature) as Tmelt

c . As the baryon
number density increases, we find that T sf

c slightly shifts to-
wards higher temperatures, while Tmelt

c shows the opposite
trend, which decreases with increasing baryon number den-
sity.

In Table I, we summarize the critical temperatures obtained
for the baryon number densities examined for the two slab pe-
riods, a = 30 and 40 fm. The critical temperature is defined
by the peak position of each kink. In the table, the observed
shifts are evident: as the baryon number density increases, the
critical temperature for the pairing phase transition (T sf

c ) in-
creases, while that for the structural phase transition (Tmelt

c )
decreases, regardless of the slab period a. The observed ten-
dency can be explained as follows. The increase in baryon
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TABLE I. Calculated critical temperatures for the superfluid phase
transition, T sf

c , and the structural transition, Tmelt
c , are listed in units

of MeV, for a couple of baryon number densities, nB = 0.04, 0.05,
0.06, and 0.07 fm−3, and the two slab periods, a = 30 and 40 fm.

nB (fm−3) 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07

T sf
c (a = 30) (MeV) 0.63 0.73 0.81 0.86

Tmelt
c (a = 30) (MeV) 4.57 4.32 3.70 2.40

T sf
c (a = 40) (MeV) 0.65 0.75 0.83 0.89

Tmelt
c (a = 40) (MeV) 4.82 4.44 3.44 2.75

number density implies that the number of nucleons at each
spatial point increases, which necessitates greater thermal per-
turbations to disrupt the pairing interactions. Conversely, as
the baryon number density increases, the density distribution
becomes more diffusive and approaches that of uniform nu-
clear matter [cf. Fig. 1(a)], leading to a lower critical temper-
ature for the structural phase transition. In this way, the tem-
perature dependence of nuclear matter properties varies with
the baryon number density. We point out here that the crit-
ical temperatures do not depend much on the slab period a,
justifying our fixed-a treatment in the present study.

C. Magnetic field effects

In this section, we investigate the influence of external mag-
netic field on the properties of nuclear matter. We will show
the results at both zero and finite temperatures to examine an
interplay of effects of finite temperature and magnetic field.

1. Pairing phase transition

In Fig. 3(a), we show the average magnitude of the neu-
tron pairing field, ∆n =

∫

∆n(z)nn(z)dz/Nn, for the case
of nB = 0.05 fm−3 and a = 30 fm, as a function of the
magnetic-field strength at four representative temperatures. In
the figure, the results obtained for kBT = 0, 10, 100, and
1000 keV are shown by solid, dashed, dotted, and dash-dotted
lines with circle, upward triangle, downward triangle, and
rectangular symbols, respectively.

From Fig. 3(a), we find that the average neutron pairing gap
remains nearly constant as a function of the magnetic field
strength, up to a certain critical value, beyond which it steeply
drops down to zero, meaning that the Cooper pairs are bro-
ken by the magnetic field. Note that since T sf

c = 0.73MeV
neutron superfluidity has already disappeared in the T =
1000 keV case even without the magnetic field. Although this
behavior seems to be a first-order phase transition, the ex-
istence of an intermediate regime within a narrow magnetic
field window suggests that it is more appropriately classified
as a second-order phase transition. The critical magnetic field
strength for the Cooper-pair breaking decreases as the temper-
ature increases, while the transition to the normal phase occurs
more gradually at finite temperatures as compared to the zero-
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FIG. 3. (a) Average magnitude of the neutron pairing field, ∆n, and
(b) total spin polarization, Pn, of neutrons are shown as a function of
the magnetic field strength, B⋆, at four representative temperatures,
kBT = 0, 10, 100, and 1000 keV. In ascending order of temper-
atures, circle, upward triangle, downward triangle, and rectangular
symbols connected with solid, dashed, dotted, and dash-dotted lines
are used, respectively.

temperature case. In this way, the superfluid to normal phase
transition occurs suddenly at a certain critical magnetic field
strength, indicating an onset of spin polarization.

2. Spin polarization

In the inner crust of neutron stars, neutrons are in a super-
fluid phase associate with spin-singlet s-wave (1S0) pairing
interaction. On the other hand, the coupling with the external
magnetic field would prefer nucleons’ spin to be parallel to the
magnetic field (i.e. spins are polarized). There is thus apparent
competition between nuclear pairing and magnetic-field inter-
actions. By incorporating the magnetic-field coupling into the
finite-temperature SLDA formalism, we can now investigate
the competition between nuclear pairing correlations and the
magnetic field effects in a fully microscopic manner.

In Fig. 3(b), the total spin polarization of neutrons, Pn =
(Nn,↑ − Nn,↓)/(Nn,↑ +Nn,↓), is shown as a function of the
magnetic field strength, B⋆. Four lines and symbols corre-
spond to four representative temperatures in the same way as
Fig. 3(a). From the figure, we find that the system remains
unpolarized (Pn = 0) up to a certain critical magnetic field
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FIG. 4. Distributions of the local spin polarization of neutrons,
pn(z), and protons, pp(z), are shown in panels (a) and (b), respec-
tively, as a function of z coordinate for two magnetic field strengths,
B⋆ = 100 and 1000. Results for B⋆ = 100 are shown by solid lines,
while those for B⋆ = 1000 are shown by dashed lines.

strength. (We note that protons are already polarized even at
small magnetic field about B⋆ ≈ 200 due to a small proton
pairing gap.) Beyond the critical value, the system abruptly at-
tains small, yet finite polarization. The critical value coincides
with the ones at which we observed sudden drops of the av-
erage neutron pairing gap in Fig. 3(a). Following the onset of
polarization, both protons and neutrons exhibit an almost lin-
ear increase of polarization with increasing the magnetic field
strength. In the figure, it is evident that the critical magnetic
field for the onset of spin polarization decreases substantially
as the temperature increases. Eventually, at the temperature
of kBT = 1MeV, the pairing vanishes even without the mag-
netic field, and polarization increases linearly with the mag-
netic field strength. Because of the clear correlation of the
changes in the average neutron pairing gap and the spin polar-
ization, we can expect that there exists an interplay between
nucleon pairing and spin polarization.

Let us now look in more detail internal structure of the sys-
tem under external magnetic field. In Figs. 4(a) and 4(b), we
show the local polarization of neutrons and protons, respec-
tively, as a function of z coordinate atB⋆ = 100 and 1000 and
T = 0. As indicated in Fig. 3, theB⋆ = 100 case corresponds
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FIG. 5. Distributions of the local spin polarization of neutrons (green
solid lines) and of protons (red dash-dotted lines) are shown as a
function of z coordinate for the B⋆ = 1000 case. In panel (a), re-
sults without the pairing interaction are presented, while in panel (b)
results without the spin-dependent interaction are shown.

to the paramagnetic phases for both protons and neutrons, and
with B⋆ = 1000 only protons are polarized. From Figs. 4(a)
and 4(b), it is more evident that both neutrons and protons are
not polarized at all for all spatial points (i.e. pq(z) = 0) in
the B⋆ = 100 case (solid line). On the other hand, by looking
at the B⋆ = 1000 case, we find several intriguing properties
of the nuclear matter under an external magnetic field: 1) in
the central region where the nuclear slab resides, protons and
neutrons are polarized in opposite directions (i.e. pn > 0 and
pp < 0), because of the opposite signs of the nucleons’ g-
factor. On the contrary, looking at the region of dripped neu-
trons outside the slab, we find that both neutrons and protons
are locally polarized along the same direction (i.e. pn < 0 and
pp < 0), that is, the local polarization of neutrons changes its
sign. It must be emphasized that that neutrons are not polar-
ized in total even at B⋆ = 1000, as shown in Fig. 3.

To understand the observed local spin polarization of neu-
trons at B⋆ = 1000, we performed additional calculations
with two different interaction setups. In Fig. 5(a), we show
the local spin polarization for the B⋆ = 1000 case, switch-
ing off the pairing interaction (i.e. ∆q = 0). By comparing
Figs. 4(a) (dash-dotted line) and 5(a) (solid line), we find a



11

qualitative change of the local spin polarization of neutrons
at B⋆ = 1000. That is, without the pairing interaction, neu-
trons get spin polarized in total, and the distribution of pn(z)
becomes somewhat similar to pp(z) with an opposite sign.
Additionally, we show in Fig. 5(b) the same quantities as in
Fig. 5(a), but with the pairing interaction and without spin-
dependent interactions, for comparison. In the latter case,
we omit terms that contain time-odd spin densities (sq) in
the EDF. In stark contrast, we find that neutrons are com-
pletely unpolarized in whole space (pn(z) = 0), simply be-
cause spin-singlet Cooper pairs are preserved. From these
observations, we conclude that the locally polarized system
in the presence of pairing is realized as a result of an inter-
play between pairing and spin-dependent interactions. On the
one hand, the spin-singlet pairing interaction prefers to hold
the system unpolarized in total, on the other hand, the spin-
dependent interactions prefer to reduce the isoscalar spin den-
sity (sz,0 = sz,n + sz,p), assisting neutrons and protons to be
polarized in opposite directions. We note here that the latter
effects depend on time-odd terms in the EDF that contain Cs

t ,
Cs

tD, CT
t coefficients, which are less constrained as compared

to time-even terms. It is thus worthwhile to explore functional
dependence of the role of spin-dependent terms, which we
leave for a future work.

To summarize, our superfluid band theory calculations in-
dicate that, even below the critical magnetic field strength
at which Cooper pairs are broken, neutrons inside and out-
side the cluster can be polarized in the opposite directions to
each other, maintaining zero total polarization of the system.
It is interesting to note that the observed local polarization
keeping ∆ unchanged implies that neutrons still form Cooper
pairs, where one locates inside and the other locates outside
of nuclear clusters. Note that B⋆ = 1000 corresponds to
B ∼ 4.41 × 1016 G that might be realized in magnetars. In
such situations, some phenomena may be affected by the lo-
cal polarizations inside and outside of the cluster in the inner
crust of neutron stars.

IV. SUMMARY AND PROSPECT

In this work, we have extended the formalism of the
fully-microscopic superfluid band theory based on the Kohn-
Sham density functional theory (DFT) for superfluid systems,
known as superfluid local density approximation (SLDA), to
take into account effects of finite temperature and magnetic
field. For finite-temperature systems, densities are calcu-
lated with a mixture of u- and v-components of quasiparticle
wave functions, in the way familiar with the finite-temperature
Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov theory. For finite-magnetic field
systems, the chemical potential of relativistic electrons is
calculated with the Landau-Rabi quantization taken into ac-
count, which affects the composition of neutrons and pro-
tons through the β-equilibrium condition. Furthermore, the
effect of magnetic field on nucleons is incorporated by intro-
ducing the coupling between an external magnetic field and
nucleons’ magnetic moment to the single-particle Hamilto-
nian. The framework developed in this way enables us fully-

microscopic calculations for neutron star matter under realis-
tic conditions of temperature and magnetic field. In this work,
we have demonstrated its feasibility by applying it to the slab
phase of nuclear matter.

From the results of finite-temperature calculations, we have
found that there appear two kinds of phase transitions: one is
the pairing phase transition at around kBT = 1MeV for neu-
trons, and the other is the structural transition (i.e. melting of
clusters) at around kBT = 4MeV. In addition, we have found
that the critical temperatures exhibit systematic dependence
on the baryon number density. That is, as the baryon num-
ber density increases, the critical temperature for the pairing
(structural) phase transition increases (decreases). The for-
mer indicates stronger pairing interactions among neutrons at
a certain position, while the latter reflects shape changes of the
cluster which becomes more diffusive (approaching uniform
nuclear matter) at higher baryon number densities.

From the results of finite magnetic-field calculations, we
have demonstrated a rich character of phases of the inner crust
of neutron stars under an external magnetic field. Up to certain
critical magnetic field strength, neutrons preserve 1S0 super-
fluidity which hinders neutron spin polarization. This criti-
cal temperature decreases as the temperature increases due to
thermal disturbance to pairing, which may be recognized as an
anti-ferromagnetic behavior. At larger magnetic field strength
beyond the critical value, 1S0 Cooper pairs are broken and the
neutrons’ spin polarization increases linearly with the mag-
netic field strength, which behaves like a paramagnetic mat-
ter. From a detailed analysis of spatial distribution of local
spin polarization, we have found that neutrons inside and out-
side the cluster are polarized locally even below the critical
magnetic field strength. Namely, neutrons inside the cluster
are polarized opposite to the spin polarization of protons, as
expected from the different signs of the nuclear g-factor of
neutrons and protons. Intriguingly, neutrons outside the clus-
ter are actually polarized in the opposite direction parallel to
that of protons, thereby keeping the total spin polarization of
neutrons in the system zero. It means that neutrons inside the
cluster exhibit paramagnetic behavior, whereas dripped neu-
trons behaves as if they have a diamagnetic property. We
have demonstrated that the observed local spin polarization
can be understood as an interplay between pairing and spin-
dependent interactions. Although the spin polarization occurs
abruptly like a first-order phase transition at zero temperature,
it becomes moderate at finite temperature. These findings may
provide potential impact on physics of neutron stars under re-
alistic astrophysical conditions where effects of finite temper-
ature and magnetic field are not negligible, such as cooling
processes of a proto-neutron star [63].

As a future work, we plan to extend our theoretical frame-
work to two- and three-dimensional geometries. By extending
the present formalism for those higher dimensions, it will be
the most sophisticated theory to describe neutron star matter,
taking into account effects of finite temperature and magnetic
field, as well as superfluidity and band structure effects on the
same footing, in a fully self-consistent manner. In the outer
core of neutron stars, neutrons are expected to form the spin-
triplet p-wave (3P2) superfluid, which may be resistive against
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an external magnetic field and, thus, it may alter the behavior
of the spin polarization. It is possible to extend the formalism
to account for the 3P2 pairing by introducing the spin-current
pair density as discussed in Ref. [64]. In one-dimensional
systems, the absence of spin–orbit interactions precludes the
emergence of such spin-triplet pairing; however, in systems
of two dimensions or higher, these correlations are expected
to play a pivotal role. Furthermore, in the context of cold-atom
physics, it has been discussed that, spin polarization induces
a variety of phases such as Larkin-Ovchinnikov-Fulde-Ferrell
(LOFF) phase [49–51] or a spin-polarized droplet called fer-

ron [52, 53] and its complex patterns [54]. It would also be in-
teresting to explore possible topological structures in nuclear
matter such as Skermion crystal [65, 66]. Taking into account
all these internal and external effects, we will be able to estab-
lish the comprehensive microscopic framework for investigat-
ing the properties of neutron star matter in realistic astrophys-
ical conditions, from the birth to later years in the life cycle of

neutron stars.
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