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ABSTRACT

We investigate stationary axisymmetric configurations of magnetized stars in the framework of gen-
eral relativistic ideal magnetohydrodynamics. Our relativistic stellar model incorporates a toroidal
magnetic field and meridional flow in addition to a poloidal magnetic field for the first time. The
magnetic field and meridional flow are treated as perturbations, but no other approximation is made.
We find that the stellar shape can be prolate rather than oblate when a toroidal field exists. We
also find that, for fixed baryonic mass and total magnetic helicity, more spherical the star is, lower
the energy it has. Further, we find two new types of the frame dragging effect which differ from the
standard one in a rotating star or Kerr geometry. They may violate the reflection symmetry about
the equatorial plane.

Subject headings: gravitation — MHD — relativity — stars: interiors — stars: magnetic fields —
stars: neutron

1. INTRODUCTION

Equilibrium configurations of stars are fundamental to study their dynamics, such as the precession, oscillation and
gravitational wave emission (Ioka 2001; Bonazzola & Gourgoulhon 1996; Cutler 2002; Ioka & Taniguchi 2000). Among
the main factors that affect the stellar structure, the magnetic stress may be very important especially for neutron
stars (Bocquet et al. 1995; Bonazzola & Gourgoulhon 1996; Ioka 2001; Konno, Obata, & Kojima 1999). While most
neutron stars have magnetic fields of ~ 102-10'3 G, there is growing evidence for the existence of super-magnetized
neutron stars with ~ 10'4-10'® G, the so-called magnetars, and their birthrate is estimated to be high, > 10% of
all neutron stars (Kouveliotou et al. 1998; Duncan & Thompson 1992; Mereghetti et al. 2002; Thompson 2001).
Larger magnetic fields > 10'° G may be generated by the helical dynamo inside a new born neutron star (Duncan
& Thompson 1992; Thompson & Duncan 1993). Even the maximum field strength allowed by the virial theorem
~ 108 G could be achieved if the central engine of gamma-ray bursts are magnetars (Usov 1992; Nakamura 1998;
KluZniak & Ruderman 1998; Wheeler, Hoflich, & Wang 2000). In a previous paper (Ioka & Sasaki 2003), we presented
a formalism to study the equilibrium configurations of magnetars. In this paper, based on this formalism, we calculate
the actual configurations of magnetars.

There has been some work on stationary axisymmetric configurations of magnetized stars in the framework of general
relativistic magnetohydrodynamics (MHD), but allowing the existence of only a poloidal magnetic field (Bonazzola et
al. 1993; Bocquet et al. 1995; Konno, Obata, & Kojima 1999; Cardall, Prakash, & Lattimer 2001). The reason is that
the existence of only a poloidal field is compatible with the circularity of the spacetime (Gourgoulhon & Bonazzola
1993; Oron 2002), and once the circularity is assumed, the spacetime metric becomes substantially simple. In a circular
spacetime, there exists a family of two-surfaces everywhere orthogonal to the plane defined by the two Killing vectors
associated with stationarity n* = (9/0t)* and axisymmetry &* = (9/0p)" (Papapetrou 1966; Carter 1969, 1973).
Thus one may choose the coordinates (x*) = (t, at, 22, cp) such that the metric components go1, go2, gs1 and gso are
identically zero. As a consequence, the problem is simplified dramatically. However non-negligible toroidal magnetic
fields are likely to exist in nature. In addition, a meridional flow may also exist in the interior of a neutron star, which
also violates the circularity of the spacetime (Gourgoulhon & Bonazzola 1993; Oron 2002). Thus, we have to consider
noncircular spacetimes.

The problem to obtain an equilibrium configuration of a magnetized star can be separated into two parts. The first
part is the matter and electromagnetic field equations in a given spacetime geometry (e.g., Zanotti & Rezzolla 2002;
Rezzolla, Ahmedov, & Miller 2001a, b). The second part is the Einstein equations which determine the spacetime
geometry under a given configuration of matter and electromagnetic fields. In Ioka & Sasaki (2003), we formulated
the first problem, i.e., the equations of motion for the matter and electromagnetic fields in a curved spacetime. We
reduced basic equations to a single differential equation, the so-called Grad-Shafranov (GS) equation for the magnetic
flux function in a noncircular (i.e., the most general) stationary axisymmetric spacetime.

In this paper, we develop a relativistic stellar model in which both a toroidal magnetic field and meridional flow
are incorporated, in addition to a poloidal magnetic field, in a self-consistent way for the first time. We solve the GS
equation and the perturbed Einstein equations simultaneously to determine the effects of toroidal fields and meridional
flows on the spacetime geometry and stellar structure. We assume that magnetic fields are weak compared with gravity.
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This assumption is valid as long as the magnetic field strength is smaller than the maximum value allowed by the
virial theorem ~ 1018 G (Bocquet et al. 1995; Bonazzola & Gourgoulhon 1996). We therefore treat the magnetic field
as a small perturbation on an already-known non-magnetized, non-rotating configuration. Our approach is similar to
that developed for slowly rotating stars (Chandrasekhar 1933; Hartle 1967; Hartle & Thorne 1968; Chandrasekhar &
Miller 1974), in which the perturbation parameter is the angular velocity, whereas it is the magnetic flux function in
our case.

This paper is organized as follows. In §B1 we briefly review general relativistic ideal MHD in stationary axisymmetric
spacetimes and recapitulate the GS equation obtained in Ioka & Sasaki (2003). In § Bl we take a weak magnetic field
limit of the GS equation. This makes it possible to solve the GS equation by separation of variables. In §Hl we derive
the perturbed Einstein equations for the metric perturbations. In § B we numerically solve the GS equation and the
perturbed Einstein equations to obtain the magnetic field and fluid flow structure, the mass shift due to the magnetic
field, the deformation of stars, and the frame dragging effects. Finally, we summarize our results in § Bl

We use the units ¢ = G = kg = 1. Greek indices (u, v, a, 8, --+) run from 0 to 3, small Latin indices (i, j, k, - - -)
from 1 to 3, and capital Latin indices (A, B, C, --) from 1 to 2, where 2° = t and 23 = . The signature of the
4-metric is (—, 4+, +, +).

2. GENERAL RELATIVISTIC IDEAL MHD IN STATIONARY AXISYMMETRIC SPACETIMES

The ideal MHD equations for a stationary axisymmetric system can be reduced to a single equation, the relativistic
Grad-Shafranov (GS) equation (Ioka & Sasaki 2003; Punsly 2001). It is a second-order, nonlinear partial differential
equation for a quantity called the flux function W. The flux function W is such that it is constant over each surface
generated by rotating the magnetic field lines (or equivalently the flow lines) about the axis of symmetry and the GS
equation determines the transfield equilibrium. Any physical quantities can be calculated from the solution ¥ of the
GS equation. The relativistic GS equation in a noncircular (i.e., the most general) stationary axisymmetric spacetime
was derived in Ioka & Sasaki (2003). In this section, we briefly review the derivation. The weak magnetic field limit
of the GS equation is given in § Bl

2.1. General relativistic MHD equations

The basic equations for general relativistic ideal MHD are as follows (Lichnerowicz 1967; Novikov & Thorne 1973;
Bekenstein & Oron 1978). Baryons are conserved,

(pu');p =0, (1)
where p is the rest mass density (i.e., the baryon mass times the baryon number density) and u* is the fluid 4-velocity
with u,u* = —1. The electromagnetic field is governed by the Maxwell equations,

F[,uu;a] =0, (2)

Fr., =4nJ", (3)

where F),,, and J* are the field strength tensor and the electric current 4-vector, respectively. Equation () implies
the existence of a vector potential A,; F,, = A, , — A,,. The electric and magnetic fields in the fluid rest frame are
defined as

E,=F,u", (4)
1
B, = _Eemﬁu”Faﬁ , (5)

where €44 is the Levi-Civita antisymmetric unit tensor with €pi123 = /—¢. In the ideal MHD, we assume the perfect
conductivity, so that

E,=F,u" =0. (6)

The equations of motion for the fluid are given by 1", = 0, where T"" is the total energy momentum tensor of the
fluid and the electromagnetic field,

1 1
T = (p+ pe+p)uu” +pg" + — Ku#uy - §gw> B - B#BU} ' ™
™

Here € and p are the internal energy per unit mass and pressure, respectively, B? := B*B, and we have used the
perfect conductivity condition (). Assuming local thermodynamic equilibrium, the first law of thermodynamics is
given by

1
P

where S and T are the entropy per unit mass and the temperature. Finally we supply the equation of state,

p=p(p,9). 9)

de = —pd ( ) +Tds, (8)
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2.2. Conservation laws in the arisymmetric stationary case

We take n#* = (9/0t)* and & = (0/9p)* so that 2° = t and 2° = ¢ are the time and azimuthal coordinates
associated with the Killing vectors n* and &£, respectively. Thus all physical quantities are independent of ¢ and .

In a stationary axisymmetric MHD system, there exist five conserved quantities along each flow line constructed
from the energy-momentum tensor (Bekenstein & Oron 1978, 1979; Ioka & Sasaki 2003): D, L, Q, C and S. By
exploiting the gauge freedom to make A, ,n" = A, 0 = 0 and A,,&" = A,3 = 0, we can show that the magnetic
potential ¥ := A,&" = A3 as well as the electric potential ® := A,n* = Ay are constant along each flow line, i.e.,
utW , = ut® ,, = 0. Henceforth we label the flow line by ¥, which we will refer to as the flux function. The ¥ = const.
surfaces are called the flux surfaces, which are generated by rotating the magnetic field lines (or the flow lines) about
the axis of symmetry. Then one can show that

Fo3=0, (10)
Foa=QFa3, (11)
Fy =V, = Cy/—gpu?, (12)
Foy =V 5 = Cy/—gpu', (13)
Fip=Cyv/=gp(u® — Qu°), (14)

where Q(V¥) and C(¥) are conserved along each flow line and hence are functions of the flux function ¥. It may be
useful to rewrite the above equations as

B = —Cp[(up + Qusz)u" + n* + Q&"]. (15)
In addition we can show that E(¥), L(¥) and D(¥) are also conserved along each flow line where
— D =p(up + Qus), (16)
B? B
—F= <,u+ —> U0+O(UO+QU3)—O, (17)
4d7tp 4
B? B
L=(p+— U3+O(UO+QU3)—3, (18)
4d7tp 4
and
_ p
p=1+e+ o (19)

is the enthalpy per unit mass. These conserved quantities are not mutually independent but there is a relation among
them,

D=E-QL. (20)

Except for the entropy per unit mass S(¥), there are no perfectly relevant physical interpretations of these quantities.
Nevertheless, by considering several limiting cases, we may associate them with terms that describe their qualitative
nature. We may call D(¥) the fluid energy per unit mass, E(¥) the total energy per unit mass, L(¥) the total
angular momentum per unit mass, Q(¥) the angular velocity, and C(¥) the magnetic field strength relative to the
magnitude of meridional flow. Since these conserved quantities are essentially the first integrals of the equations of
motion, specification of these functions characterizes the configuration of the electromagnetic field and fluid flow.

23. (24 1)+ 1 formalism

To describe the metric of the noncircular (the most general) stationary axisymmetric spacetime in a covariant
fashion, we adopt the (2 + 1) 4 1 formalism developed by Gourgoulhon & Bonazzola (1993). Note that this formalism
is different from the (2 + 1) 4+ 1 formalism by Maeda, Sasaki, Nakamura, & Miyama (1980) and by Sasaki (1984; see
also Nakamura, Oohara, & Kojima 1987), which is suitable to the axisymmetric gravitational collapse. Here we adopt
the formalism by Gourgoulhon & Bonazzola (1993) because it is more convenient for a spacetime which is not only
axisymmetric but also stationary.

Let n* be the unit timelike 4-vector orthogonal to the ¢ = const. hypersurface ¥; and oriented in the direction of
increasing ¢,

ny, = —Nt . (21)
The 3-metric induced by g, on X is given by
hul/ = Guv + nyny. (22)

Similarly, let m, be the unit spacelike 4-vector orthogonal to the ¢ = const. and ¢ = const. hypersurface 3, and
oriented in the direction of increasing ¢,

my = Mh, ", = Moy, (23)
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where the vertical stroke | denotes the covariant derivative associated with the 3-metric huw. The induced 2-metric on
Y, is given by

Huy = hp —mumy = g + nyuny — mym,,. (24)
The covariant derivative associated with the 2-metric H,,, is denoted by a double vertical stroke ||. There is a relation
between the determinants as /—g = NvVh = NM+/H.

Any 4-vector can be decomposed into its projection onto 3, the component parallel to n, and that to m,. The

Killing vectors are decomposed as

n*=Nn* — N* = Nn* — MN%m#* — Ng*, (25)

¢t = Mm* — Mz, (26)
where the shift vector N* is (minus) the projection of n* onto X, Mx* is (minus) the projection of £ onto X;,, and

Nx* is the projection of N* onto Y,. For our choice of the coordinates, i.e., for z° =t and 2® = ¢, the component
expressions for n* and m* are

1 N! N2 N¢

= <N’ N W) ’ 27)
Mst Ms? 1

me= (022 2 ). (28)

Note that Nx* = (0, Ng', Nx?,0) and N4 = Ng# + N®Mxg®. We can express the 4-metric g, in terms of N, N¥,
N4, M, Ms4 and Hap as

gudada” == |N* = M2 (N¥)? = Ny aNs"| di? = 2 (MN¥ = N Msa) didp
— 2Ny adtda® + Hapda®de® — 2Ms adpdz® + (M? + My aMs™) dg?, (29)

where the functions N, N¥, Ny4, M, Msx* and Hp depend only on the coordinate (x',22). We note that the
presence of Nx# and My* characterizes the degree of noncircularity of the spacetime. Since we only assume that
physical quantities are independent of 2° = ¢ and 2 = ¢, the metric g, in equation ([ZJ) has some degrees of freedom
in the choice of coordinates. Nevertheless, the norms Ns#* Ny, and Ms* My, cannot be set equal to zero for a general
noncircular spacetime. In § L8, the GS equation will be given as an equation projected onto X;,.

2.4. Physical quantities from fluz function ¥

Provided that the metric g,,, is given and the conserved quantities E(¥) (or D(¥)), L(¥), Q(¥), C(¥) and S(¥) are
given as functions of W, all the physical quantities can be evaluated once the (effectively 2-dimensional) configuration
of the flux function ¥ is known (Toka & Sasaki 2003).

The fluid 4-velocity is expressed as

ut = up(n** + Q") + ue (8 + On*) + s, (30)
where
E—-QL Ny D Ny
Uy = - ==, 31
! Gyp Gy Gyu Gy (3
(L—-OF) ( 4mp dmp ' Mg
= — 1— i 2
ue Gen \G,C% a.c%) Ta (32)
1
S — nz
us NMCp6 \I],ua (33)
and we define
_ &M+ 9¢")  gos+Qgss (34

Nu(* + Q) goo + Ngos’

Gy =—(nu + Q) (" + Q") = —(goo + 20903 + *gs3), (35

Ge= (& + Om,) (€' + On") = gss + 26903 + O goo, (36

Ns =" (N, + QMs,), (37
Ms;=as" (Msy, + ©Ns,,), (38
W — pval (39
In equation (B0), the orthogonality (n* + Q&*)(&, + On,) = 0 is satisfied. Note that May® := 4wp/G,C?p is the

square of the effective Alfvén Mach number Majs. At the Alfvén point Majr = 1, the numerator L — O F in equation
B2) should vanish to keep the velocity ug finite.

)
)
)
)
)
)

NaMg.
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Thus, from equations [B) — ([B3), given the metric g, and the conserved functions E(¥) (or D(¥)), L(V), Q(V),
C () and S(P), if the density p and the enthalpy p are additionally known (see below), the fluid 4-velocity u* can
be obtained from the flux function ¥ and its first derivatives ¥ 4. The magnetic field is also calculated from the flux
function ¥ by using equation ([H). The (2 + 1) + 1 decomposition of the fluid 4-velocity is performed with equations

E&3), @4) and @B0) as

ut = up,nt + uypmt + ugh, (40)
where
Un, = N (u,, + Oug), (41)
Um =M [(Q = N¥)u, + (1 — N9O) ug|, (42)
us! =tus" — (uy + Oug) Nt — (ue + Quy,y) M. (43)

The pressure p, the internal energy €, the enthalpy p and the temperature T are functions of the density p and the
entropy S from equations ([d), @ and @). Hence, given S as a function of ¥, the only remaining quantity to be
known is the density p. The density p is determined by the normalization of the 4-velocity, which yields

_ D?  (4m)*(L - OE)? (1 A )‘2 HAPY 405  Ns? My? _ ;) (1)
G2 GeG,)*C4p? G,C2%p N2M2C2p2 G, G '
This equation is called the wind equation.
The following components of the electric current are also calculated from the flux function,
1
S = ————— (NMVHF™) = NMF4 15
ArNMVH vH A Am NM ( )jja- (45)
1 1
Jre————— (NMVHF™)  ~ NMF34 16
ArNMVH VHE?) = v Jjia- (46)
where
FOA _ (QOOgAB QOBgAO) QU 5 + (g 0B A3 _ 403, AB) U + ongl) Fiy
1 AB Mx Mg AB _ Mx NZ
=-3 {H 4+ == e Q\IIB—i—N N¥H VU B
Ns? + NeME 4 MANsPMSepc | Fio
[ EEEE ) r 12 (47)
N2 N2M2 Vi
F3A (g3ogAB g3BgA0) OV 5+ (gngAS 3% AB) Ut (gglgAz ggngl) Fiy
1 N ME 1 N¥ Ny Ng®
__ 1 I yegas _ Ns"Mg (X (N*F A Ns" Ny
72 [N H | QU l<M2 (N> )H | e
L (NN VNP Ne NP M epo | B )
M? N > N? B NZM?2 VH'

Fia =0v/=gp(u® = Qu’) = Cv/=gpue (1 - QO). (49)

Thus, J° and J? are expressed in terms of ¥ and its first and second derivatives.

2.5. Relativistic Grad-Shafranov equation
The equation for the flux function ¥, that is, the GS equation is given by (Toka & Sasaki 2003)

1 dE d(CQ) dL  dC ds
3_(70 AB _ _ _
J°=QJ° + NG (pusa)| B — p(uy + Oue) [d\I/ A T } + pue + Quy) [d\l/ Adlll] +pTd\I/ 0, (50)

where the double vertical stroke || denotes covariant differentiation with respect to the 2-metric H4p, and we have
defined the auxiliary quantity

1 1 ~
A = E(U{)Bg — U3B0) = EC’p (Gg’U{ - ME) (900 + ngg) . (51)

In the previous subsection, we have seen that u,, ue, us?, 0, p, p, T, J° and J? are all expressed in terms of ¥ and its
derivatives, given the conserved functions E(¥) (or D(¥)), L(¥), Q(¥), C(¥) and S(¥), and the metric g,,. Thus,
in order to obtain the configuration of matter and electromagnetic fields in a curved spacetime, we have only to solve
the GS equation ([BI) with the aid of the wind equation ().
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3. GRAD-SHAFRANOV EQUATION IN THE WEAK MAGNETIC FIELD LIMIT

It is formidable to solve the GS equation (Bl in a general case because of its high non-linearity. However, it becomes
tractable if we take the weak magnetic field limit. In this section, we derive the GS equation in the weak field limit
with the flux function ¥ being the perturbation parameter. This perturbation method is essentially similar to that
developed by Chandrasekhar (1933; Chandrasekhar & Miller 1974) and Hartle (1967; Hartle & Thorne 1968) for slowly
rotating stars, in which the perturbation parameter is the angular velocity.

3.1. Zeroth order

In Toka & Sasaki (2003), we showed that no magnetic field limit is obtained by letting ¥ — 0 and C' — oco. In this
limit, the GS equation (B) and the wind equation () are reduced to the integrability condition and the Bernouilli’s
equation for the rotating isentropic (dS/d¥ = 0) star, respectively (Ioka & Sasaki 2003). Thus a rotating fluid star is
the zeroth order configuration in the weak magnetic field approximation.

Let us further suppose that there is no rotation {2 = 0 at the zeroth order in W. Then the background metric g, is
spherically symmetric,

Gupdrtda” = —e?dt* + e dr? + r? (d6* + sin? 0de?) (52)
and the zeroth order configuration is obtained by the Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff equations,
m/ =4rr?p(1 + €), (53)
1
p = —T—Qenp,u (m + 47Tp7"3) , (54)
1
V=—"—9p, 55
o (55)

where the prime denotes differentiation with respect to r, and the mass m(r) inside radius r is defined by

e = <1 - Q—m) 71. (56)

r

The value r = R, at which p = 0 is the radius of the star, and the total mass of the star is given by m(R.) = M..
The boundary conditions are m(r = 0) = 0 and 2v(r = R.) = In(1 — 2M../R.).

3.2. First order

We perform linearization with respect to the flux function ¥. To proceed, we have to specify the functional forms
of the conserved functions D(¥) (or E(¥)), L(¥), Q(¥), C(¥) and S(¥), which characterize the configuration of the
fluid flow and the electromagnetic field. In this paper, we assume the following.

e C(V): We consider the case in which the magnetic field is confined in the interior of a star. Hence, ¥ must
vanish at the stellar surface. Then, the Alfvén point M3, = 4mp/G,C?p = 1 exists near the stellar surface p ~ 0
in equation (B2) unless C diverges at the stellar surface. Therefore, we assume the form

c

\I/ ) ( )
where C' = const. = O(1). We note that as long as the magnitude of C is much greater than ¥, the discussion
below is valid, but we assume it to be O(1) for the sake of order counting.

e (P): Since our primary interest is the effect of magnetic fields on the stellar structure, we consider a slow (rigid)
rotation which is of the same order as the one induced by the presence of a magnetic field. Hence we set
Q = const. = O(¥?). (58)
Here, although we may consider the case Q@ = O(¥), we choose not to do so, and assume that the rotation is
subdominant. Note that the observed magnetars have long rotation periods (~ sec), so that this assumption is
justified.
e S(U): We consider an isentropic star for simplicity,

S = const.. (59)

e D(¥) and L(¥): These functions are chosen in such a way that the GS equation becomes separable with respect
to r and 6. Namely,

D =Dy+ D1V + Dy, (60)
L=const. =0 (C’) ) (61)
where Dy = const. = O(1), D; = const. = O(¥) and Dy = const. = O(¥?). Note that the conserved function

L(¥) does not necessarily vanish at zeroth order at which there is no rotation. This is because L(¥) does not
exactly coincide with the angular momentum.
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With these assumptions for the conserved quantities, we can estimate the orders of the variables from equations (&II)

- B9, ) and @) as
=0 (9%, u,=0(1), u=0(¥?), ax"~ux*=0 (V%) , By=0(¥%), B;=0(¥), (62)
where we have used the fact that the metric perturbations are O (\112), i.e., in equation ([E9) we have
N?=0 (9%, Ng'=0(¥?), Mg'=0(V?), (63)

and go3 = O (\112), which will be confirmed in § Bl Note that N = e, M = rsinf, H,, = e** and Hgy = r? at zeroth
order from equations [9) and (B2).
Now let us derive the GS equation in the weak magnetic field limit. To O(¥), equation (&0) is reduced to

dE C
PUy—— T — pugA—

where, from equations EH) and (X)), the electric current is given by

3 _ 3A _ AB
J 47T\/_(\/_F Ja=— 4\/_(\/_ H \IJB)A. (65)

Up to O (¥?), equations (BH), [BF), @) and @) are reduced, respectively, to

J3 —

Gy =—goo, (66)
Ge = gss, (67)
D
uy=P_ (68)
(—9o0) 1t

_ A4rL (69)

900933C%p

Hence the wind equation () is reduced to
D? D

Cooo® - = (—goo)u; =1, (70)

where we note that gop and gs3 include perturbations up to O(¥?). Then, at O (¥), the second term in equation (&)
is given by

dE d(D + QL)

— Uy = — 2P
Plngy = P qw

where we have used u,, = 1/y/—goo = e~ at zeroth order that follows from equation [{). Note that we have Dy = pe”
at zeroth order. Similarly, from equations [&II), () and @B2), the third term in equation (G4 is approximated as

ac 1 Ar L\
— pugh— - Y 72

PUESaT ~ " dmr2sin? 0 < c ) ‘ 7
Then, by combining equations (&), @3), () and ), the GS equation valid to O(¥) is given by

= —puyDy = —pe™" D1, (71)

u—‘,—)\

2
4L
AV 1o, (e”_’\BT\If) + sin 00y ( 69@)} (%) A + 47012 sin? Gpe** Y Dy = 0, (73)
where we have used the form of the background metric g,, given in equation (&2). Note that, under the assumptions
for the conserved quantities we have made, the GS equation at this order is an inhomogeneous linear differential
equation for ¥ with the last term proportional to Dy as a source.

Let us separate the angular variables in the GS equation. We expand the flux function ¥ by the vector spherical
harmonics (Regge & Wheeler 1957; Zerilli 1970) as

U= i be(r) sin ew, (74)

where Py is the Legendre polynomial of degree £, and we have discarded the ¢-dependence of the harmonics because
of the axisymmetry. Substituting this form into equation ([3), we find the equation for the dipole ; as

~ 2
1’ + (1/ — X) @[’1 + (1)262” — _r2> 22 1 — 47Tr2pe2A7”D1 =0, (75)
and for the higher multipoles as

E (V _ )\l) we (L26_2U _ £(€+ 1)

r2

) ePpy =0 (£>2), (76)
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where we have introduced

~  4nL

== (77)

c
Equations (1) and ([[@) are the basic equations for the matter and electromagnetic fields for the conserved quantities
of the assumed forms in the weak magnetic field limit.
Since we are interested in magnetic fields confined in the stellar interior, or interior magnetic fields with magnitude

much larger than exterior magnetic fields, we assume that the magnetic field vanishes at the stellar surface. Thus, to
the lowest order in ¥, we require

be(R) =0, ¥p(R.)=0 (£=1). (78)
Near the origin r = 0, the regular solutions of equations () and (Z8) should have the behavior
o= Tag (021), (79)

where oy is a constant.

First consider the dipole ;. With the boundary conditions given above, equation ([H) becomes an eigenvalue
equation with L being the eigenvalue to be determined. There will be a discrete set of eigenvalues. For a given
eigenvalue, the constant D; then just determines the normalization of ¥;. Now we consider the higher multipoles
e (£ > 2). Once L is determined, it is in general impossible to find non-trivial solutions for ¢ > 2 that also satisfy
the same boundary conditions ([Z8) and [[@). Thus, under our assumptions that the conserved quantities are of the
forms (B7) — (1) and that magnetic fields are confined in the stellar interior, the only non-trivial solutions are of
dipole type. Of course, once we relax the assumption of confined magnetic fields, the existence of higher multipoles
will be allowed.

In the numerical analysis, it is convenient to integrate equation (@) from the stellar surface with equation ([IJ) as
initial data. By varying L, we look for a solution that behaves as regular as possible at the origin. This procedure
determines the eigenvalue L. Next we integrate equation () from the origin with the behavior [{d) and the fixed
eigenvalue L. Then the constant «; is determined by demanding that the boundary condition at the stellar surface,
equation (), is satisfied.

4. METRIC PERTURBATION EQUATIONS

In this section, we derive the field equations for the metric perturbation,

Aguu = Guv — guu . (80)
By linearizing the Einstein equations about the background metric g, we have
(Aguu;a;a - Agua;u;a - Agua;u;a + Agaa;u;u)
+0u (Agap™” — Aga®,5” — AgasR™?) + Ag R = —167AT,,, (81)

where AT}, is the perturbation of the energy momentum tensor, and R,, and R are the Ricci tensor and the Ricci
scalar, respectively. As shown below, the metric perturbation Ag,,, is O (\112) Our method is similar to that developed
by Hartle (1967; Hartle & Thorne 1968; Chandrasekhar & Miller 1974) for slowly rotating relativistic stars. We obtain
the field equations for the interior of the star in § Bl and solve the exterior equations to give the junction conditions
at the stellar surface in § 2

4.1. Interior field equations

The study of the metric perturbation in a spherical spacetime was initiated by Regge & Wheeler (1957) and Zerilli
(1970). Because of the spherical symmetry of the background, the perturbation equations are separable in the angular
variables by using ten tensor harmonics. We can eliminate some components of the metric perturbation with the aid
of the gauge freedom. In the gauge used by Regge & Wheeler (1957), the metric perturbation belonging to a given ¢
is of the form,

—262VHg I[ 0 0 0 00 VE
I 2N, 0 0 o oo0w,| . ,0
Agu = Oé "0 627“2Kg 0 Py(cosf) + 000 OZ s1n6‘%Pg(COS6‘), (82)
0 0 0 2r%sin?0K, VeW,0 0

where the first term is of parity (—1)° (even parity), the second term is of parity (—1)**! (odd parity) and we may

discard the y-dependence of the harmonics because of the axisymmetry. Since there are fewer independent tensor
harmonics for £ = 0 and ¢ = 1, we may further simplify the metric by adopting a gauge in which Iy = 0, Ky = 0,
Vo=0,Wy =0, K1 =0 and W; =0 (Zerilli 1970).
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The energy momentum tensor perturbation AT}, is obtained by taking the perturbation of equation ({).

components of the magnetic field to O(¥) are given from equations [[H), Bd) - B3), @), @3) and [0) as
B’=0 (v?%),

2
Bl'= ——26_’\@/11 cos b,
r

1
B =—e M) sin6,
r

L —v
BSZT—28 ’1/11.

9
The

(83)
(84)

(85)

(86)

Since the energy momentum tensor is quadratic in B*, we need AT}, to the accuracy of O (\112) To this order, from

equations B) - B3), @), E3) and @), the fluid flow is given by

1
0
U =U, = 5
! VvV — 900
2
1 —A—v 2 .. 2
U =—=—=e sin“ 6 cos 0,
G2 (41)
1
2 —A—v ! i3
u'=——=—=¢ sin® 6,
Cp?"2 ¢1¢1
3 —v E —2v 2 .2
uW=Qu, +ue =Qe” — ——e ¥ (¢1)" sin" 6.
Cpr?
Expanding the perturbation of the enthalpy in equation ([[d) in the form,
A o0
o8 > [Alnp(r)], Pi(cosb),
H £=0
we obtain from equations ([[l) and (§2) the equations
2 Dy D
Al =—Hy— -
(Alnp)o 03D, — 1+
2D,
Al =—Hy+ -
(Alnpu)o 2t 3 Do — 1,

(87)
(83)
(89)

(90)

(91)

(92)

(93)

and (Alnp)y = —Hy for £ # 0,2. From the first law of thermodynamics, equation (), with equation ([[d), we have
the relations (Ap)e = p(Au)e and (Ae)y = (p/p?)(Ap)e, where (Ap)e, (Ae€), and (Ap), are the ¢-th pole perturbations
of the pressure, the internal energy and the rest mass density, respectively. For the polytropic equation of state

p=Kp'*'/", we have (Ap), = (14 1/n)(p/p)(Ap)e-

From the Einstein equations @) with Ag,, given by equation [2), we obtain the following independent equations

which have nonzero source terms,
d 1 /(-9 _o, _
Mg = 47T7“2u2pd—g(ﬁ Inp)o + 3 (L2€ 2 ) (¥1)” + —6 2 (@)%, (Goo)

2 —v
Hy = —[(Alnp)o] - eV Dy

1 1 2 1
—(3+&@&M%+Mm%wmmmwg¢%<ﬁe2—ﬁ)w&+5ﬂwf,(@n

I = —32%% *n)®, (Gon)

b= ke @) Go)

Vi — (/N V] - % ('/’ +X+ %) Vi = 64%%#6”” (41)* = 16mpure®*Q,  (Gos)
W—W+MW—§@4X+$£&ﬁ%=iﬁéw%wmﬂ (Gos)

W = —gzeA_V (¥1)*,  (Gra)

Hy + %62’\M2 - % 2 () - L2 " (41)°, (G22 — Gia/sin’ )

(94)

(100)

(101)
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1 2 1 3 1/1
(u’ + —> Ky — Se? Ky + —Hy — —e* Hy — - (—2 + 87Tp) e M,
r T T T r r
— dre? (Al P T 22 Lo @ 102
= ame p,UJ( n:u)Q 37,26 e + r2 (1/)1) 372 (1/}1) ) ( 11) ( 0 )

1 1/1 4
Kj + Hjy — (; - u’) Hy -~ (; + V/> MM, = ﬁwlwiu (G12) (103)

where we have indicated the component of the field equation in the parentheses at the end of each equation from
which it is derived. The remaining components of the Einstein equations that are not listed in the above are either
trivially satisfied or not independent from the above set because of the Bianchi identities (Zerilli 1970). To avoid the
cancellation of significant digits in the numerical calculation, it is convenient to define

L _ox 2 2 o 2 2
Yo=Hy+ K3 — e (Y1) - 3¢ P19y — 3,2 (¥1)7, (104)
and solve for Y3 instead of K5. With equations ([@3)) and ([[[Il), we can rewrite equations () and ([3) as
17+ 2 4
Yy 420 Hy = Ve 2 (¢))° + 3 {LQe_Q” + 2 N)e P~ —?} 1]
r r
2 =9 _9, dr
—gl//LQG 2 (y)? — 5 rpe D1 (r} + 2¢1), (105)
2 1 2
Hy+ —— eV, + |20/ — = (dmpp— 22 | Ho
r2y! v r3
2, _ , 4 1 1 Y o 8T oy
= gu/e 2X () + ﬁdhi/)/l + 3 (—QV/ + We”‘) L2 (yy)” — gpe”‘ D1y (106)

We have six differential equations (@4, (@3)), ([@S), @), (I05) and ([[[H) for six unknown functions; My, (Aln u)o, Vi,
V3, Y5 and Hy. A practical method to solve these equations is discussed in the next section. The functions Hy, I, I3,

Wa, Ma, K5 and (Alnp)g are determined algebraically from equations (@), (@), @7), (O0), @), @) and @3),
respectively.

4.2. Exterior solutions and boundary conditions

The equations derived in the previous subsection apply to the interior of the star. Outside the star, in the vacuum,
we have ¢ = 0, m(r) = M,, €2 =1 —2M,/r and Alnu = 0 and the resulting equations can be solved explicitly.
The solutions for which the metric g, is asymptotically flat are obtained as

Mo=AM,, (107)
AM,
Hy=——— 108
ST VA (108)
IL1=13=0, (109)
2A
Ty (110)
T
AV r
V=iV (537 ) (111)
Wy =0, (112)
BAQ o T
HQ:—SM,? Q3 (M* _1> 5 (113)
5AQ 2M, [T
Yo=— — -1 114
27 8ME [r(r — 2M,)]1/? E <M* > ’ (1)
MQZ_(T_2M*)H2, (115)
where AM,, AJ, AV and AQ are constants, V¢ is the function defined by
711 1
Vi(z) = 3|7 +5+302- 210z% + 180z% + 602 (32* — 5z + 2) In (1 - ;ﬂ , (116)
and Q)" are the associated Legendre functions of the second kind,
9 72(5—322) § 2 z+1
QQ(Z)—722_1 —|—2 (" —1) lnz_17 (117)
2 — 322 3 12, z2+1
10,y — e 2 _
QQ(Z)—(22_1)1/2 + 22(2 1) lnz—l' (118)
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In the limit z — oo, we have V¢(2) — 1/2%, Q3(z) — 8/52% and Q3(z) — —2/52%. We may identify AM, and AJ
with the mass shift and the angular momentum of the star, respectively, while AQ and AV with the mass quadrupole
and current hexapole moments, respectively (Thorne 1980), apart from numerical factors.

Let us now explain our strategy to solve six unknown functions My, (Aln pu)g, Vi, Va, Yo and Hs. First, to obtain
My and (Alnp)g, we need to specify what quantity is to be fixed when we add the perturbation. Although we may
fix the central density (Hartle 1967; Hartle & Thorne 1968; Chandrasekhar & Miller 1974) or the total mass, here we
adopt the baryon mass as the fixed parameter. From equation (), the total baryon mass is given by (Hartle 1967)

Mp = /dgx\/—gpuo. (119)

Then, from equations (82) and (§7), the perturbation of the total baryon mass up to O(¥?) is given by

R
* 1
AMp = / dramr?e? {;empMo + (Ap)o] . (120)
0
This may be written in the differential form,
1 d
AMp(r) = 4nriel [;e”pMo + pud—g(Alnu)o} , (121)

where AMp(r) is the baryon mass within radius r, and we have used the equality (Ap)o = pu(dp/dp)(Aln p)g for
an isentropic fluid. To fix the baryon mass, we solve this equation with the boundary conditions AMp(0) = 0 and
AMpg(R.) = 0, together with equations @) for My and (@) for (Alnu)g. Near the origin these functions have the
behaviors,

1 c
My — §r3 [zhm‘jﬁpc j” (Alnp)oe + 204%} , (122)
Pc
(Alnp)o— (Aln poc, (123)
4 e
AMp— grgucpczi(Aln,u)OC, (124)
Pc

where «; is the constant introduced in equation [), i.e., 11 — r2aq, and the subscript 'c’ means the value at the
center of the star. With these initial behaviors, equations @), (@) and [ZI) can be integrated from the center to the
stellar surface. We first determine the central value (Aln u)o. so as to satisfy the boundary condition AMp(R,) = 0.
Then the value of My at r = R, gives the mass shift AM, from equation (), and the solution for (Aln u)g, together
with equations (@2) and ([{I8), determines the constant Ds.

Next, to obtain V7, it is convenient to express it as the sum of a particular solution and a homogeneous solution

Vi = VP e v, (125)

where ¢ is a constant and the homogeneous solution Vl(H) satisfies equation (@8] with the right-hand side being zero.
Near the origin, we have

Vit s v 2, (126)

Then, Vl(P) and Vl(H) can be obtained by integrating equation ([@) from the center with the initial behavior ([Z0)
to the stellar surface. The constant ¢; in equation ([ZH) and the angular momentum AJ in equation ([IT) can be
determined by requiring the continuities of the value V; and its derivative V{ with the exterior solution in equation

A s'imilar method can be applied to equation (@) for V3. In this case, the behavior near the origin is
A A (127)

Then the solution determines the current hexapole moment AV from equation ([[T).
Finally, to obtain Y5 and Hs, we again express them as the sum of a particular solution and a homogeneous solution

Ve =V + 0oV, Hy = B + e B, (128)

where ¢y is a constant and the homogeneous solutions Y2(H) and HQ(H) satisfy equations () and (OH), respectively,
with the right-hand side being zero. Near the origin, they behave as

4
- 8
YQ(P) — % (L2e_2”°a% - 87Tpce_”°D1041) ) Hz(P) - 57”204%7 (129)
2
R _?Wrél (pe + pece +3pe),  Hy™ —r?. (130)

These functions can be calculated by integrating equations ([IH) and [[H) from the center with the initial behav-
iors ([29) and [I30) to the stellar surface. The constant ¢y in equation [I2Z8) and the mass quadrupole moment AQ in
equations ([(I3)) and ([Id) can be determined by requiring the continuities of Y3 and Hs with the exterior solutions ([CI3)
and
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5. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section we present the results of our numerical integration of the linearized GS equation ([H) and the metric
perturbation equations in § @l We adopt the fifth-order Runge-Kutta method with the adaptive stepsize control (Press
et al. 1992) and use it iteratively when necessary. We adopt the polytropic equation of state

p=Kp*/m, (131)

with the polytropic index n = 1. We consider the non-rotating case {2 = 0 to concentrate on the magnetic effects.

5.1. Magnetic field and fluid flow structure

The GS equation () for 1; is the basic equation to obtain the fluid flow and the electromagnetic field. The
boundary condition ([®) is satisfied for discrete eigenvalues L. The first few roots of the (dimensionless) eigenvalue
R, L are given in Table [ for several relativistic factors M, /R.. Although L can take both signs, we assume L > 0 in
the following.

The components of the magnetic field B* are given by equations [B3) — BH). Although the magnetic field is defined
in the fluid frame in equation (), the fluid 4-velocity u* there may be identified with the unit vector n* normal to
the ¢t =const. hypersurface to the accuracy of O(¥). Therefore, it is convenient to express the magnetic field in terms
of the orthonormal tetrad components in the background metric (B2). They are given by

Bf:—izblcos@, (132)
1

By=—e Ay sin, (133)
L,

By = —e 7 sin 6. (134)

In Figures [l we show B;:(0 = 0), B;(6 = 7/2) and By (0 = 7/2) normalized by 2a; as a function of radius r for the
smallest two eigenvalues of L. Note that the magnetic field strength at the center of the star is given by B? = (2a7)?.
From these figures, we can see that the magnetic structure is more complicated for a larger eigenvalue L. To be precise,
the number of nodes at which the r-derivative of the magnetic field vanishes increases as L becomes large. This is also
illustrated in Figures Bl in which the magnetic field lines projected on the meridional plane, i.e., the ¥ =const. lines
in the (r,0)-plane, are shown. In Figure Bl we show the projection of a truncated piece of a magnetic field line onto
the equatorial plane. Only the part of it in the upper hemisphere (§ < 7/2) is shown. As we can see from the figure,
the flux surface forms a torus and the magnetic field line winds around the torus.

The fluid flow is determined from equations (87) — ([@0). The orthonormal tetrad components of the fluid velocities
in the background metric (B2) are given by

2 — 2 .2

vp=—=——e " sin” 0 cos 6, 135

o W) (135)

1

vy =——=—e V11 sin® 6, (136)
Cpr
-V, i’ —2v 2 .3

ve=Qe "rsinf — ——e" " (¢1)"sin” 0, (137)

Cpr
where we set 2 = 0 in the present analysis. In Figures Bl we show v;(§ = 7/4), v3(0 = 7/2) and ve(§ = 7/2) as
functions of radius r for the smallest two eigenvalues of L, normalized by the dimensionless quantity,

Ry = M*NR* Ria? '
c M

As in the case of the magnetic field, the velocity field is more complicated for a larger eigenvalue. In Figure B we plot
the velocity field on the meridional plane (¢ =const. plane). The flow line resides on the constant flux surface.
In equation ([I38), the dimensionless quantity,

(138)

Ria} 3 (B2/87)(4rR/3)

Ry = = —
M=z T2 M2/R.

(139)

describes the ratio of the magnetic energy to the gravitational energy, apart from a numerical factor. The quantity C
controls the magnitude of the meridional flow. As mentioned in § B2 our perturbation method is valid as long as
|IC| > |R3a1| = O(W). (140)

The limit |C| — oo corresponds to the limit of zero meridional flow.
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5.2. Mass shift and magnetic helicity

By integrating the metric perturbation equations in § Bl according to the prescription of § EE2, we can calculate the
change in the central density (Ap)o., the mass shift AM,, the angular momentum AJ, the mass quadrupole moment
AQ and the current hexapole moment AV. In Table B, we list the numerical results for several configurations. Each
value is normalized appropriately as indicated in the first column. Here the dimensionless variable Ry defined in
equation ([3X) measures the magnitude of the meridional flow velocity and Rjs defined in equation ([[3J) measures
the ratio of the magnetic energy to the gravitational energy. We also introduce the dimensionless magnetic helicity
Hs as defined in equation ([[ZH) below. The numbers given in Table Bl can be easily converted to physical units once
we specify the mass M, and the dimensionless variables Ry (or C') and Ry (or aq).

The mass shift AM, /M, H s increases for larger eigenvalue L. This means that the configuration with the smallest
eigenvalue L = L; is the lowest energy state for a fixed baryon mass Mp and total magnetic helicity Has. The magnetic
helicity is conserved in a perfect conducting plasma (Woltjer 1958), and it describes topological properties such as
links, twists and kinks of magnetic field lines (Moffatt 1969; Berger & Field 1984). When the topology of the field lines
changes, the conductivity should be finite, which implies non-conservation of the magnetic helicity. However, it was
conjectured that the total magnetic helicity is still approximately conserved on reconnection or relaxation time scales
(Taylor 1974; Berger 1984). This hypothesis has been successful in laboratory plasmas (Taylor 1986). It is uncertain
whether or not the total magnetic helicity is nearly conserved in the neutron star. In any case, we may speculate that
the configuration with the smallest eigenvalue is preferred if the free energy could be released by the rearrangement of
the magnetic field (see also Ioka 2001).

In the covariant language, the 4-current of magnetic helicity is defined (Carter 1978; Bekenstein 1987) by

1
H! = 5EWQBAUEM. (141)
This is conserved in the ideal MHD,
H",, =0. (142)

Thus the total magnetic helicity is defined by [ d3x\/—gH". Although the 4-current of magnetic helicity H* is not
gauge-invariant locally, the total magnetic helicity is gauge-invariant for confined magnetic fields. From equations ([,

ED) and @) we have

Fio = Le* Vapy sinf. (143)
Hence, using the gauge freedom to take A; = 0, we find
Ay = Le* "4y cosb. (144)

Therefore, we define the (dimensionless) total magnetic helicity by

R. .
Har 1/d3:v\/—gH0: 1/ drwiLeA*”(wl)2. (145)
0

Mz M?
5.3. Spherical and quadrupolar deformations

The magnetic stress distorts a star. The isobaric (p=const.) surface that lies at a radius 7o in the background
configuration is displaced in the perturbed configuration to a radius

r =70+ (Ar)o(ro) + (Ar)2(ro) P2(cosb), (146)
where, from equation &3) and (Ap), = p (Ap),, we have
1
(Ar), = J(A Inp)e (£=0,2). (147)

The spherical deformation is characterized by the monopole displacement (Ar)y. However, to describe the quadrupolar
deformation in a geometrically invariant manner, the coordinate radius 7 is not quite appropriate. Instead of r, the
circumferential radius r2 = r2[1+2K,P;(cos #)] is more appropriate (Hartle & Thorne 1968). Then the isobaric surface
is expressed as

T (To, 9) =179+ (AT)O(T0> + [(AT)Q(TO) + T()KQ(T())] PQ (COS 9) (148)
We describe the quadrupolar deformation by the ellipticity defined by
ro(r,m/2) — 1 (r,0) 3[(Alnp),
—= + Ko .

rv’

ex(r) = r - 2

In Table B, we also list (Ar) and e, at the stellar surface r = R, for various configurations. We can see that the
stars are more deformed for larger eigenvalues of L, for the baryon mass and total magnetic helicity fixed. This is
intuitively consistent with the results in the previous subsection that the energy (the mass shift) is higher for larger
L for constant baryon mass and total magnetic helicity. We also find that the configurations are prolate rather than
oblate since e, < 0. This is in contrast with the case of stars with only poloidal fields which are oblate rather than
prolate (Bocquet et al. 1995; Konno, Obata, & Kojima 1999). This difference is due to the fact that the magnetic
stress of a toroidal field tends to make a star prolate, working like a rubber belt tightening up the equator of the star
(Ostriker & Gunn 1969; Ioka 2001). Our model is the first example that demonstrates the validity of this picture in
relativistic stars.

(149)
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5.4. Frame dragging

In general relativity, inertial frames are dragged not only by the fluid flow but also by the magnetic field. The
dragging of inertial frames manifests itself in the off-diagonal components of the metric [82). In addition to the tp-
component (V7) which is familiar in the case of rotating stars and Kerr black holes, there also exist the tr-component
(Iy) and the rp-component (W) in the Regge-Wheeler gauge. These components originate from the meridional flow
and the toroidal magnetic field, which are incorporated into the relativistic stellar model for the first time in this
paper.

The 4-velocity of an observer whose world line is orthogonal to the ¢ =const. hypersurface 3, is given by n* in
equation [I). To the lowest order in ¥, the coordinate angular velocity and the coordinate radial velocity of such
observers are given by

dp_n’ _ . Vi Vi3

n 2

dt_ﬁz SD_T—2 /r_2§ (5COS 9—1), (]‘50)
d ! 1

d_z = % =N!'= —¢"2*[; cosf — 6_2>\13§ (5cos® — 3cosh), (151)

from equations 1), ) and &2).

In Figures B we show the ty-component of the metric perturbation that describes the coordinate angular velocity,
for M,/R. = 0.2 (relativistic case) and M,/R. = 0.01 (Newtonian case). The left panel shows the dipole (£ = 1)
component of the (normalized) coordinate angular velocity (V1 /r?)/(M.Ry /R?) and the right panel shows the hexapole
(¢ = 3) component (V3/r?)/(M.Ry/R?). From these figures, we can see that the normalized coordinate angular
velocity does not depend on the relativistic factor M, /R, so much. Thus, if the velocity of the meridional flow is
fixed, i.e., Ry =const., the coordinate angular velocity is nearly proportional to (M, /R.)? for fixed mass. Note that
the te-component (V) is gauge-invariant for stationary perturbations (see equation (D3) in Zerilli 1970).

In Figures[d we show the dipole and hexapole components of the (normalized) coordinate radial velocity in equation
@), —e 2, /(M. Ry /R.) and —e~ 2 [3/(M. Ry /R.), respectively. From these figures, and from the left panel of
Figures @l where we see that the fluid velocity v is about v ~ 0.1Ry, as an order of magnitude estimate, the coordinate
radial velocity is found to be ~ (M, /R,)v. It is interesting to note that the presence of the components I; and I3
violates the reflection symmetry about the equatorial plane, i.e., I; and I5 are of parity (—1) in equation ([&2). Note
that the tr-component (Ip) is gauge-specific by itself (see equation (D4) in Zerilli 1970). For example, we may choose
a gauge in which go; = 0. However, for such a gauge we will have gg2 # 0. What is significant is that we have a new
frame dragging effect due to non-vanishing Nx;* because of the noncircularity of the spacetime, as pointed out at the
end of § & C.

In analogy with the above arguments, let us consider the components of the unit spacelike 4-vector m* orthogonal
to the ¢ =const. and ¢ =const. hypersurface ¥, in equation ([23)). To the lowest order in ¥, from equations 25),

&) and [B2), we have

1
ar_m _ Ms' = 3¢~ 22 W, sin? f cos 6 . (152)
dp m?3
In Figure B we show the quadrupole component of the (normalized) coordinate derivative e =AWy /(M2H s/ R.) for
M,/R. = 0.2 and M,/R, = 0.01. We find from this figure that dr/dy « M, /R, for fixed mass and total magnetic
helicity. This ‘frame dragging’ effect originates from the magnetic field rather than the fluid flow, since the right-hand
side of equation () does not depend on C' (or Ry). The component Wo also violates the reflection symmetry
about the equatorial plane, i.e., W is of parity (—1) in equation ([B2). Note, again, that the r¢-component (W) is
gauge-specific (see equation (D3) in Zerilli 1970). For example, we can take a gauge in which g;3 = 0. However, once
again, an important point is that we have non-vanishing Ms* because of the noncircularity, which is a gauge-invariant
statement.

6. SUMMARY

We have investigated stationary axisymmetric configurations of magnetized stars in the framework of general rel-
ativistic ideal MHD. A toroidal magnetic field and meridional flow in addition to a poloidal magnetic field are in-
corporated into the relativistic stellar model for the first time. We have treated the magnetic field and meridional
flow as perturbations, but no other approximations were made. We have restricted ourselves to a star with a dipole
magnetic field, slow rotation and polytropic equation of state, and considered magnetic field configurations confined
in the interior of the star.

The solutions are found to be characterized by discrete eigenvalues that describe the radial profiles of the magnetic
field and fluid flow. Namely, the magnetic field and velocity field configurations become more complicated for larger
eigenvalues. We have found that the stellar shape is prolate rather than oblate because of the stress of the toroidal
magnetic field. For fixed total baryonic mass and magnetic helicity, more spherical stars are found to have lower energy.
We have also found two new types of frame dragging that differ from the one in rotating stars and Kerr black holes.
These effects are due to the presence of the meridional flow and toroidal magnetic field. Interestingly, these effects
violate the reflection symmetry about the equatorial plane. This means that the magnetic field or the meridional flow
naturally selects the preferred direction about the axis of symmetry. This mechanism may be related to the neutron
star kick or the jet formation.
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TABLE 1. THE FIRST FEW ROOTS OF THE (DIMENSIONLESS) EIGENVALUE R« L
IN EQUATION ([Z3]) ARE SHOWN FOR SEVERAL RELATIVISTIC FACTORS My /Rx.
NOTE THAT THE CONFIGURATION M, /R4 = 0.24 IS UNSTABLE AGAINST RADIAL
PERTURBATIONS.

M./R. =024 M./R.=02 M./R.=01 M./R.=0.01

|RiL1| 2.8704 3.9079 5.7924 7.2638
|RiLo| 4.1284 5.6017 8.3151 10.475
|R. L] 5.3393 7.2568 10.795 13.615
| R Ly 6.5432 8.9031 13.258 16.729
|RiLs| 7.7448 10.545 15.711 19.829

TABLE 2. PARAMETERS OF WEAKLY MAGNETIZED STARS IN GENERAL RELATIV-
ITY ARE SHOWN FOR SEVERAL RELATIVISTIC FACTORS M*/R* AND EIGENVALUES

L GIvVEN IN TABLE [ SHOWN ARE (Ap)oc (CENTRAL DENSITY SHIFT), AM,
(MASS SHIFT), AJ (ANGULAR MOMENTUM), AQ (MASS QUADRUPOLE MOMENT),
AV (CURRENT HEXAPOLE MOMENT), (Ar)g (£ = 0 DEFORMATION OF THE STEL-
LAR SURFACE), ex (ELLIPTICITY AT THE STELLAR SURFACE), AND H s (DIMEN-
SIONLESS MAGNETIC HELICITY). THE DIMENSIONLESS QUANTITIES Ry AND Ry
DEFINED IN EQUATIONS ([[3J) AND (3d), RESPECTIVELY, MEASURE THE MAGNI-
TUDE OF FLUID FLOW AND MAGNETIC FIELD ENERGY. THE INTEGER SUFFIXED
TO EACH ENTRY DENOTES THE POWERS OF 10 BY WHICH THE ENTRY NUMBER
MUST BE MULTIPLIED (E.G., 1.1_2 MEANS 1.1 x 1072).

Ma/R i (Ap)oe AM, AJ AQ AV (Ar)o e Har

e peHy  MuHay  MuRJRy  M.R*My  M.R3Ry  R.Huy Har R
0.24 Li —1.7201_; 2.2123_5 —1.9030_y —24813_3 1.6221_4  7.8089_5 —6.8901_3 1.8450_;
(peM2 =1.3304_5) L —1.3834_; 28090  —3.7484 o5 —7.5644_3  5.0828_,  1.2146_; —2.1005_p 2.2614_;
(pe/pe =54344_1) Ls —1.3433_; 3.3088_5 —13583_ 5 —13770_5  2.3390_4  1.6951 1 —3.8237 5 7.4362
(€c = npe/pe) Ly —12457_; 3.8033_5 —1.7557_5 —2.0184_5  3.3273_4  2.1765_1 —5.6046_ 9.2887_5
Ls —12618_; 4.3057_5 —9.0243_3 —2.6556_5  1.7827_4  2.6526_1 —7.3741_5 4.7016_o
0.2 L1  25443_; 24450_5 —2.5850_5 —6.1618_3  3.6056_4 —25991_5 —1.5050_5 2.5561_;
(peM2 = 6.7418_3) Ly  4.0620_; 3.0662_5 —7.0990_p —1.8749_ 5  1.4779_3  9.0360_3 —4.5796_5 4.3463_,
(pe/pe =2.5582_1) Ls  5.3048_1 3.6320_p —2.0397_5 —3.2930_p 51754 4 41634, —8.0431 5 1.1531
(€ = npe/pe) Ly 6.7339_; 4.2004_5 —3.0716_y —4.7192_5  8.3493_4  7.3899_ —1.1527_; 1.6900_;
Ls  7.9653_; 47794 5 —1.4039_, —6.1198_o  3.9211_4  1.0519_; —1.4948_; 7.6323_
0.1 L1 —42056_p 1.7802_5 —25913_5 —19571_5 6.8215_4 9.0505_5 —3.6533_5 2.7778_,
(peM2 =7.9326_4) Ly  1.1871_; 2.2276_, —8.7908_ —6.0171_5  3.2927_3  1.8445_; —1.1232_; 5.8027_,
(pe/pe =7.0273_3) Ls  1.8560_1 2.6519_5 —2.2024_5 —1.0366_1  9.7473_4  2.7967_1 —1.9350_7 1.3491_;
(€ = npe/pe) Ly 3.0621_; 3.0791_5 —3.6953_5 —1.4668_1  1.7212_3  3.7327_; —2.7381_; 2.2085_,
Ls  3.8261_; 35149 5 —1.5645_, —1.8861_;  7.4237_,  4.6484_; —3.5208_; 9.2516_
0.01 L —1.0732_; 22215_3 —23000_, —3.9173_, 8.9803_4  1.3237_; —5.9957_o 2.6217_;
(peM2 =17.8563_7) Ly  1.1140_; 2.7927_3 —T7.9968_5 —1.2203_;  4.3637_3  2.7151_; —1.8677_1 5.5877_,
(pe/pe =5.1447_3) Ls  1.8112_1 3.3291_3 —2.0174_5 —2.0944_;  1.2846_3 412073 —3.2056_1 1.3056_;
(€c = npe/pe) Ly 34219_; 3.8697_3 —3.4439_5 —2.9532_;  2.2933_3  5.4972_; —4.5201_; 2.1748_,;
Ls  4.3170_; 4.4214_3 —1.4475_, —3.7878_;  9.7915_4  6.8415_; —5.7975_1 9.0471_,
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B/2«,
B/2«,

FIG. 1.— The components B3(¢ = 0), By(0 = 7/2) and By (0 = 7/2) of the magnetic field in the orthonormal basis in equations ([32)
— (@3 normalized by the central magnetic field 2a; are shown as functions of radius r/R«. We adopt the polytropic index n = 1, the
relativistic factor My /R« = 0.2. The left panel shows the case of the eigenvalue L = L; and the right panel the case of L = Lo given in
Table M

r cos6/R.
r cos6/R,

l 1 1 1 1 l 1 1 1 1 l 1 1 1 1 l 1 1 1 1 l
-1 -0.5 0 0.5 1 -1 -0.5 0 0.5 1
r sinf/R, r sinf/R,

F1G. 2.— The magnetic field lines projected on the meridional plane, i.e., the ¥ =const. lines in the (r,8)-plane. The dashed line is the
stellar surface. We adopt the polytropic index n = 1, the relativistic factor My /R« = 0.2. The left panel shows the case of the eigenvalue

L = L1 and the right panel the case of L = Lo given in Table[ll
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0.9 —

r sinfsing /R,

|
o
)
|

-1 -0.5 0 0.5 1
r sinfcosy/R,

F1G. 3.— A truncated piece of the magnetic field line on a certain flux surface (U =const. surface) projected onto the equatorial plane
(0 = 7/2 plane). Only the part of it in the upper hemisphere (0 < 7/2) is shown. The dashed line is the stellar surface. The dotted lines are
the cross section of the flux surface with the equatorial plane. We adopt the polytropic index n = 1, the relativistic factor My/Rs« = 0.2,

and the eigenvalue L= [~/1 in Table M
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0.4 T T T T
i n=1 i i n=1 1
| M,/R=0.2 | 0.5 1= M./R.=0.2
0.2 | L=L, - I L=L, 1
vi(6=m/4) va(6=1/2) |

70_41111111111111111111

FIG. 4.— The components v4(0 = 7/4), v4(0 = m/2) and vy (0 = 7/2) of the fluid velocity in the orthonormal basis in equations (I3H) —
([3@), normalized by the dimensionless variable Ry in equation ([38), as functions of radius r/R«. We adopt the polytropic index n =1,

the relativistic factor Mx /R« = 0.2. The left panel shows the case of the eigenvalue L = L, and the right panel the case of L = Lo given
in Table M
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0.5 — ~

r cosf/R,

-05F N\ N_ =
e

~<
- \ § h } // -
- \\ = // -
B \\\ /// 7]
1 = T~ _ - = _
| | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | |
-1 ~0.5 0 0.5 1

r sin6 /R,

Fic. 5.— The velocity field in the meridional plane (¢ =const. plane). The lengths of the vectors are proportional to the fluid velocity
in the orthonormal basis in equations ([[38) — (I3Z). The dashed line is the stellar surface. We adopt the polytropic index n = 1, the

relativistic factor My /R« = 0.2, and the eigenvalue L =1L, in TableM
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F1G. 6.— The ty-component of the dipole (¢ = 1) metric perturbation (left panel) and that of the hexapole (¢ = 3) metric perturbation
(right panel) as functions of radius, namely, V1 /r? normalized by M. Ry /R2 and V3 /r? normalized by MRy /R2, respectively. The solid
and dashed lines are for M, /R = 0.2 (relativistic) and M /R, = 0.01 (Newtonian), respectively, while the bold and thin lines for L = Ly

and L = Lo in Table[l] respectively. We adopt the polytropic index n = 1. These metric components describe the standard frame dragging
due to the angular momentum.

0
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3 e
N N
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SN & -
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N N
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Coov o b v b v b by
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

Fi1c. 7.— The tr-component of the dipole (¢ = 1) metric perturbation (left panel) and that of the hexapole (¢ = 3) metric perturbation
(right panel) as functions of radius, namely, —e~2*I; normalized by M+ Ry /R« and —e~2*I5 normalized by M+ Ry /R, respectively. The
solid and dashed lines are for M« /R« = 0.2 (relativistic) and M. /R« = 0.01 (Newtonian), respectively, while the bold and thin lines for
L =L;and L = Ly in Table [ respectively. We adopt the polytropic index n = 1. These metric components describe a new type of frame
dragging due to meridional flow.
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—0.05

-0.1

e=2\W, /(M2 ¥, /R.)

-0.15

Fic. 8.— The ryp-component of the quadrupole (¢ = 2) metric perturbation as a function of radius, namely, e~ 2 W3 normalized by
M2Hpr/R«. The solid and dashed lines are for M. /R« = 0.2 (relativistic) and M./Rs = 0.01 (Newtonian), respectively, while the bold

and thin lines for L = L1 and L = Ly in Table [l respectively. We adopt the polytropic index n = 1. This metric component describes a
new type of frame dragging due to a toroidal magnetic field.
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