arxiv:1504.04493v2 [nucl-th] 3 Nov 2015

July 26, 2021
Unified treatment of sub-saturation stellar matter at zero and finite temperature
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The standard variational derivation of stellar mattercttice in the Wigner-Seitz approximation is generalized
to the finite temperature situation where a wide distributibdifferent nuclear species can coexist in the same
density and proton fraction condition, possibly ousgquilibrium. The same theoretical formalism is shown
to describe on one side the single-nucleus approximatibidfScurrently used in most core collapse supernova
simulations, and on the other side the nuclear statistigailibrium (NSE) approach, routinely employed in
r- and p-process explosive nucleosynthesis problems. riicpkar we show that in-medium effects have to be
accounted for in NSE to have a theoretical consistency letilee zero and finite temperature modelling. The
bulk part of these in-medium effects is analytically castatl in the local density approximation and shown to be
different from a van der Waals excluded volume term. Thidiediformalism allows controlling quantitatively
the deviations from the SNA in the different thermodynanoaditions, as well as having a NSE model which
is reliable at any arbitrarily low value of the temperatwiith potential applications for neutron star cooling and
accretion problems. We present different illustrativeitesswith several mass models and effective interactions,
showing the importance of accounting for the nuclear spgedistribution even at temperatures lower than 1
MeV.

PACS numbers: 26.50.+x, 26.60.-c 21.65.Mn, 64.10.+h,

I. INTRODUCTION to the recent improvements in ab-initio neutron matterwealc
lations [21128].

Since the pioneering work of G.Baym and collaborators in  This standard picture was recently challenged in Ref.[29],
the early seventie$|[1] 2], the theoretical formalism td-var where it is argued that the attractive interaction betwéen t
ationally calculate the equation of state and compositibn olattice nuclei and the surrounding free neutrons might aedu
neutron star crusts with cluster degrees of freedom is wellattice instabilities similar to the case of the ferroetegthase
settled and has been exploited by many authors in the lagtansition in terrestrial metallic alloys. This very prasinig
decaded [317]. Because of the crystalline structure of lenvd  @venue is not explored in the present paper and we restrict to
sity neutron star matter, the problem of neutron star strect the standard picture where the neutrons-nucleus interaisti
at a given pressure is indeed reduced to the composition of 8/pposed to only lead to a modification of the surface tension
simple Wigner-Seitz cell, composed of a single nucleus im- Neutron stars being born hot, a natural extension of the
mersed in a gas of neutrons and electrons. The ground state @fove mentioned works concern the consideration of finite
the system is then given by a set of coupled variational equaemperature stellar matter, with applications rangingmfro
tions for the nucleus atomic and baryonic number (and shap#@gutron star cooling, accretion in binary systems and dynam
if the more exotic pasta phases are included), the volume d€s of supernova matter with associated nucleosynthesis pr
the cell, and the free neutron denslty([fL, 2]. lems. For these applications matter is typically outfsf

An alternative formulation within density functional the- equilibrium and therefore needs to be considered in a large i
ory was developed at the same time in another seminal pderval of baryonic densitigsg and proton fractiongp. Finite
per for neutron star physics by J.Negele and D.Vauthetin [8]temperature mean-field calculations in the Wigner-Seils ce
This entirely microscopic approach is in principle more ap-have been largely employed [301-35]. However, because of the
pealing than a cluster model because it allows accounting focomputational effort associated to these calculationsyoni
the polarisation of the neutron and electron gas. More genegcopic modelling of the finite temperature Wigner-Seitscel
ally, a microscopic description avoids the artificial distion  is not adapted to the large scale calculations needed for su-
between clusters and free neutrons, and naturally accounggernova simulations, even if some large scale time-depgnde
for the interface interaction between them. For this reasorHartree-Fock (TDHF) calculations start to be performeéH36
and due to the great improvements of the predictive power d8&]. For this reason, hybrid models with cluster degrees of
mean-field energy density functionals in the last decades [ofreedom are more appealing to address the finite temperature
[12], microscopic Hartree-Fock and Hartree-Fock-Bogaliub problem. The extension of the Baym et al. compressible lig-
methods have been widely employed for the computation oflid drop models to finite temperature was already proposed
the neutron star equation of statel[13-19]. As a consequende the eighties[[5] and allowed the elaboration of the famous
of this important collective theoretical effort, presemicar-  Lattimer-Swesty (LS)[39] and Shen [40] supernova equation
tainties on the equation of state of neutron star matter aof state models, which are still widely used in present super
zero temperature are essentially limited to the still infigetr ~ nova simulations.
knowledge of the density dependence of the symmetry en- The problem of both microscopic and liquid-drop models is
ergy [20], which is itself better and better constrainechits®a  that they share the so-called Single-Nucleus-Approxiomati
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(SNA), that is a unique configuration is assumed for eaclbe an important hindrance to pin down the EoS dependence of
(T,pe,yp) thermodynamic condition, against the very prin- supernova dynamics [61.162].

ciple of statistical mechanics which stipulates that fitee- In this paper we develop an analytical unified theoretical
perature corresponds to a mixing of different microstates. formalism to describe on one side the single-nucleus approx
particular, in the LS and Shen EoS, besides free nucleongmation (SNA), and on the other side the nuclear statistical
only one kind of light clusterd particles) and one kind of equilibrium (NSE) approach. To this aim, we map the en-
heavy cluster are assumed to exist. The idea is to accouetgetics and composition of a microscopic Wigner-Seitt cel
in an average way for the properties of the statistical elust into a model of the same cell with cluster degrees of freedom.
distribution. The SNA may not affect very strongly thermo- |f a density and isospin dependent modification of the ctuste
dynamic properties of matter in the temperature and densitgurface energy is included, this cluster model can thustigxac
domains of interes{ [41], but it has important consequencespan the full spectroscopy (ground state and excited iaites
for dynamical processes dependent on reaction rates of spgre extended Thomas-Fermi (ETF) approximation [34] with
cific nuclei [42,043] and for the gas-liquid phase transition the only uncertainty given by the employed energy density
Therefore, more modern approaches rely on an extended ngjnctional.

clear statistical equilibrium (NSE) concept, where théréis A variational minimization of the total free energy of the
bution of clusters over, in principle, all mass numberskefe.  \yigner-Seitz cell with respect to the cell composition kead
into account and obtained self-consistently under comubti {5 the standard SNA equilibrium approach, at zero as well as
of statistical equilibrium [44=47]. Originally, the NSE @~ finite temperature. A complete finite temperature treatrigent
troduced to describe the reaction network taking placeet thyptained by calculating the partition sum of a system of inde
end of the evolution of massive stars in red supergianis [44}endent cells, leading to a statistical distribution ofscelith
Being very diluted, nuclei interact weakly and are almost no yifferent compositions. NSE equations naturally emergenfr
modified by the surrounding medium. These_ conditions natgpis treatment, but energy-space clusters are demortstate
urally lead to the Saha equations. The NSE in the dense argh the correct degrees of freedom in order to get a consistent
hot matter in the core of supernovae was first applied in thgreatment towards the zero temperature limit. We also show
EoS of Hillebrandt and Wolff [48]. that a cut-off in the cluster density of states has to be agdpli

In recent NSE implementations [49153], the interactiondn order to avoid double counting of scattering states.
between a cluster and the surrounding gas is treated in the The first part of the paper is devoted to zero temperature.
so-called excluded-volume approach. The clusters and thgectiorlI[A defines the degrees of freedom and associated en-
gas of light particles do not overlap in space and the clusergy functionals used in this work. Sectfonll B gives thevar
ters binding energy is kept as in the free limit. It is known, ational equations to be solved at zero temperature to get the
however, from virial expansion at low density and quantal ap ground state of stellar matter. The non-standard case vhere
proaches [54-57], that the cluster properties are modified bequilibrium is notimposed is also considered. This casetis n
the coexistence with a gas. In particular, the recent G.8hen physically realistic, but gives the reference zero temipeea
al equation of state [58] includes these in-medium effemts f limit of supernova matter, thus guaranteeing the consigten
light particles within a virial expansion insuring the pesp Of the finite temperature formalism. To maximize the predic-
model independent low-density limit. Moreover, the exeldd  tive power of the formalism, an experimental nuclear mass
volume treatment of cluster-nucleon interactionis notpatn  table is used in sectidn IIC to predict the composition of the
ible with microscopic calculations in the Wigner-Seitzlcel nheutron star crust, and results are compared to the ricadite
where cluster properties are naturally modified by the surture available on this subject. The equation of state idligrie
rounding gas by the density dependence of the self-consisteaddressed in Sectidn 11D, and to conclude the zero tempera-
mean-field and the Pauli-blocking effect of occupied single ture discussion, the issue of phase transitions is analyzed
particle states. The conceptual difference between tesicla sectiorL IIE. We confirm that the constraint of charge neutral
cal excluded-volume picture and the quantal picture emgrgi ity quenches the first order nuclear matter liquid-gas phase
from microscopic calculations was discussed in Ref. [58]. | transition. A residual very narrow transition region exiat
leads to two different definitions of clusters in dense mediadensities of the order gby/5— po/3, depending on the in-
namely configuration-space and energy-space clusters, witeraction, which physically corresponds to the emergetfice o
different particle number and energy functionals. Inahgdi pasta phases.
one or the other of the two definitions in a finite temperature In the second part of the paper, we switch to finite temper-
NSE partition sum will naturally produce differences in the ature. Sectiof L IITA gives the derivation of the coupled vari
observables, even if the total free energy of the WignerzSeitational equations in the SNA approximation, as well as some
cell entering in the SNA approaches|[89] 40, 58] does not deapplications in3-equilibrium. Sections TIIBIITT build the
pend by construction on the cluster definitibn [59]. As a con-partition sum of the model in the canonical and in the grand-
sequence, it is not clear if the NSE models have the correatanonical ensemble, leading to the derivation of the génera
limit towardsT = 0, where the SNA approximation becomes ized NSE equations, which are compared to the SNA approxi-
exact. Recent comparisons|[60] indicate that huge diftezen mation in sectiof TI[ID. The way in which the phenomenology
exist among the different models even at very low temperaef dilute nuclear matter is modified, in stellar matter, bgcel
ture, suggesting that the zero temperature limit is not/full trons is discussed in sectien 1l E. Finally sectiod IV gives
under control. Such an uncontrolled model dependence miglstummary and conclusions.
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Il. ZERO TEMPERATURE STELLAR MATTER gas at the densitye = ypps imposed by charge neutral-
ity, EVa(A,Z) is the energy of a cluster with protons and
A. Energy in the Wigner-Seitz cell N = A— Z neutrons in the vacuum, ak is the in-medium

modification due to the interaction between the cluster and

Let us define a zero temperature thermodynamic conditio@e ?as.bA part (_)f thg |n;1med||um correction 'g %'Veﬂ b){:th?
for compact star matter as a given value for the baryon derBIOu omb screening by the electron gas, and by the Paull-

: ; _ : king effect of high energy cluster single particle stat
sity ps and proton fractiony, = pp/ps, Wherepy, is the pro- ~ '0¢ : .
ton density. Since by definition there is no interaction agion due to the gas[[56]. This latter effect can be approximately

Wigner-Seitz cells, the total energy density of the system jaccounted for in the local density approximation by simply
subtracting from the local energy density the contributdén

given by: the unbound gas states. This local density approach is cer-
tot ZiN:1 E\t,{,’ts(i) tainly insufficient for the in-medium effect on light cluste
&wsPs;Yp) = Nan mv 1) for which more sophisticated approaches have been proposed
i=

[54,[56,[58], but we expect it to represent the most impor-

whereE[JY(i) is the total energy (including rest mass contri- tant correction for medium-heavy nuclei. Indeed residual s
bution) of thei —th WS cell. Each cell consists d§ysneu-  face terms in that case appear to have only a perturbative ef-
trons andzZy sprotons in a volum®ty s We make the standard fect @].
simplifying approximation that the cell consists of a singl  As in Ref. [59] we introduce the left-over bound part of
cluster with the possible addition of an homogeneous nucleahe cluster,
gas, as well as a homogeneous electron gas. This approxima-
tion is inspired by the numerical results of microscopic cal Ae= A(1_ @) , (3)
culations lLElBEQ]. The polarisation of the nuclear gas ey th Po
cluster is shown to be small by these works. For this reason, Ppg

: . ; : Ze=Z(1-—"2=). 4)
this effect is generally accounted in cluster models as an in ( pOp)
medium modification of the surface tensiohl[2[ 5, 7], see be-
low. Concerning the electron gas, self-consistent caliaria  that we call "e-cluster”,00(8) andpop(8) stand for the total
have shown that, because of the high electron incompréssib@nd. respectively, proton densities of saturated nuclestem
ity, the homogeneous approximation is excellent for allgiten Of iSospin asymmetrg = 1 — 20,5/ po. Po(d) may be calcu-
ties [14]. This Wigner-Seitz picture is however not fullare  lated as[59]

istic since it is also well known that at finite ten&eratug&lti Loy d?
clusters can coexist with the single heavy nucleus$[63, Bdi. Po(0) = po(0) (1 — Lz) ) (5)
this reason in the Lattimer-Swesty equation of statpar- Ksat+ Ksymd®

ticles are added to the nucleon gas inside the Wigner-Seitz , : . .
cellf39], but interactions betweengtlmés and the clusgt]er (or WhereKsgt is the symmetric nuclear matter incompressibility,

the gas) are neglected in that model. This coexistencete1‘fe<§22Ir‘;;”;l:< (Ssy;‘nq]?::ttriect)hse a?llﬁgﬁ (;; (%)C urvature of the symmetry
of heavy and Ilghtcluste_rs will be automatically accogr‘ﬂgd . In the above expressions the duant&yrepresents the
our formalism, because in the NSE model presented in sec'uogS

PR ) . . L ) ymmetry in the nuclear bulk. It differs from the global
[MTClthe equilibrium configuration will consist in a mixtur asymmetry of the nucleul/A — 1— 2Z/A because of the
different WS cells containing clusters of all species. How-

competing effect of the Coulomb interaction and symmetry

renvli{i tlv(\e/ Oéﬁj Z(tjgrsc,:(i)nusli(:jn;baasn:mpgiilllj Igrgug:iagfeg]icfcgug to(inerg)’, which act in opposite directions in determining the
P P ifference between the proton and neutron radii. For a nu-

the present treatment, and each (light or heavy) clustébwil cleus in the vacuum we take the estimation from the droplet

associated to its proper WS cell. )
As we shall explicitly work out, for a given set model [65
(Aws lwsVws) (Aws= Nws+Zws lws= Nws— Zwsg) equi- | 4 38 22
librium imposes a unique mass and composition of the clus- 5=y = — R (6)
: - - - WUsym 1
ter and of the gas. Five variables define this mass and com- 1+ Tém

position, namely: the cell volumdys the gas density and

compositiondg = Png+ Ppg Yg = Png — Ppg Wherepng (Ppg) 1N this equationJsymis the symmetry energy per nucleon at

is the density of neutrons (protons) in the gas, and the neuhe saturation density of symmetric matt€r,is the surface

tron N and protonZ numbers associated to the cluster. Thestiffness coefficient, and. is the Coulomb parameter. In the

total energy in the Wigner-Seitz cell is written &Js=  presence of an external gas of denggyand asymmetry, =

Zyw gMpC? + Ny g2 + Ew s with: (Png— Ppg)/ Py =Yg/ Py, the bulk asymmetry defined by €d.(6)
is generalized such as to account for the contribution ofjttse

E\NS(AaZanaygapp) = EvaC+WVS(£HM + £éc|)t) + 5E (2) as @]

Here, enm(pg,Yq) is the energy density of homogeneous
asymmetric nuclear mattes’" (o) is the total energy den-
sity (including rest mass contribution) of a uniform electr

6<pg,yg>=(1—%)6o<ze,Ae>+ Py 5 (@)
0
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wheredy(Ze, Ae) is the asymmetry value given by €d.(6) if we wheret = R(37pg)Y/3/mgc. The total electron chemical po-
consider only the bound part of the clustar= As, Z = Z,,  tential (including the rest mass contribution) is definedaas

| =le. function of the total proton density, = ypps as
For simplicity, in the following variational derivation of tot 4
the equilibrium equations we shall initially assurde= I /A tot _ de_el(p | = Pp) = mg,C . (15)
in eq.[7) which implies neglecting isospin inhomogensitie . doer ° P 8(3pe 12)2/3R2
However, we will include this effect in Sectign Il C. t2(22 4+ 1) 1
It is interesting to observe that ed. (2) can now be conve- 2V (14 6t2) +

(2+1)2  (1+4t2)12]

o tot Unless otherwise explicitly mentioned, we will use for the
Ews(A.Z.Pg,Yg, Pp) = E°+Mus(enm + &) + OEsur. (8)  energy functional of the cluster in vacuuBad(A, Z), the ta-
ble of experimental masses of Awugtial. [67], publicly avail-
able in electronic format. When these latter are not known,
which is typically the case close andd%b[ove the drip-lines, w
A will use a liquid-drop parameterization [68] with coeffiots
E®(A,Z,pg,Yg, Pp) = EvaC—SHM% +0Ecoulomb (9 fitted out of HF calculations using the same Skyrme effec-
tive interaction which is employed for the homogeneous gas.

niently written as:

with E® standing for the in-medium modified cluster energy
in the e-cluster representation:

or, alternatively, This parameterization, hereafter called Skyrme-LDM model
EWS(szvpgaygapp) - (\/V\/S_ VO) EHM +V\N8€1t.:-?t readS:
+ EY24 5Egy1+ 0 10 Eyac B 2z\? 72
| . sur f ECoqumb ( ) LKM _ av—agA 1/3—aa(A) (1_ K) _aCW’ (16)
whereVp = A/po(d) is the equivalent cluster volume cor-

responding tod isospin asymmetry. In this representation, with the asymmetry energy coefficient:
that we call "r-cluster” representatidn [59], the in-metief-

fects only affect the surface properties of the cluster. ifhe _ a
. . . : aa(A) = ——- 17)
medium bulk term apparent in €d.(9) is here interpreted as 1+L1/3
an excluded volume. At variance with the classical Van der A
Waals model, this "excluded volume” is not a simple limita- For the numerical applications concerning the NSE model in
tion of the r-space integral of the partition sum, butitdite  section[II[Q, this parameterization will be supplemented i
affects the energetics of the Wigner-Seitz cell. the case of even mass nuclei with a simple phenomenologi-
Once the dominant bulk and Coulomb in-medium effectscal pairing termA(A) = +£12/+/A where +(-) corresponds to
are accounted for by the definition of the e-cluster reprigsen even-even (odd-odd) nuclei. The in-medium surface correc-
tion eq.[9), the residual in-medium energy sbiisrf can be  tion 5Eyr1(A, 8, pg, &) due to the interaction with the sur-
shown to behave as a surface tefn [59, 66]. rounding gas can in principle be accounted for by a density
The different contributions to the energy are defined as foldependent modification of the surface and symmetry-surface
lows. The presence of electrons in the cell modifies the cluseoefficients. A determination of these coefficients wittie t
ter energy with respect to its vacuum value by the so calleéxtended Thomas-Fermi model [66] will be published else-
Coulomb shift, where [69]. For the numerical applications of this paper, we
will ignore this correction, and consider that the main in-

BN = B+ SEcoutoms (11)  medium effectis given by the bulk nuclear and Coulomb bind-
with ing energy shift.
Below saturation, the Coulomb screening effect of the elec-
SEcoulomb= acfwsA /322, (12) trons is never total. This implies that only a finite number

. o . ) NspeciesOf NuUClear speciefA, Z) can exist at zero temperature,
and the Coulomb screening function in the Wigner-Seitz apand consequently a finite number of WS chss(pB,Yp) =

proximation given by, Nspecies EQ. (@) then becomes:
C3( 200 \Y® 1/ 2pa Nusipe o) £ 1)
fWS(57p6|) - é (m) - E m ’ (13) SWS(pBayP) = kzl \/V\IS(k) p(k)7 (18)
where we used for the average proton density inside the nu- . N s(k)
cleuspg,p(6) = po(8) (1—0)/2. For the electron total energy p(k) = Nkl,{,”Lm v (19)

density (containing the rest mass contribution) we usethe e

pression proposed in Ref[][1] and valid abové tcm-3  WhereV is the total volume an@(k) is the number of realiza-
where electrons may be considered free, tions of thek-cell. The Single Nucleus Approximation (SNA)

[39] consists in considerinbws(ps,Yp) = 1,p(1) = 1. This
5 Lo ;
tot mg,c 2 2 1/2 2 1/2 approximation is exact at zero temperature in the absence of
e~ gmRd [(Zt T 1)t (t T 1) —In (H' (t + 1) )} ’ phase transitions, and in principle should fail at finite pena-
(14) ture, eveninthe absence of phase transitions. In the folpw
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we explore if phase transitions are there or not, and thesgdegr potentials, because the vacuum lias 0. If a system withA

of violation of SNA at finite temperature. particles and energi (A) is in equilibrium with the vacuum,
its chemical potential is defined by a one-sided Maxwell con-
struction betweefk (A = 0) = 0 andE(A) with slopeE(A)/A.

B. Zero temperature solution in the SNA The chemical potential of this particular equilibrium ig
by:
The variational formalism to obtain the composition of
dE E
stellar matter at zero temperature has been proposed long U= A=A (24)

ago [1]2] and regularly employed since then, using more so-

phisticated models for the nuclear energetics [70-73]. Weyhich impliesd(E/A)/dA— 0, that is the equilibrium solu-
will follow the very same strategy, but at variance with the tion minimizes the energy per particle (and not the total en-
seminal papers [1] 2] , we will determine the optimal con-grgy, as it is the case in a finite well defined voluve
figuration for each giveiipg, yp) point without implementing  Coming back to the minimization of the auxiliary function
B-equilibrium in the variational constraints. This choic#lw eq.[22), the minimization with respect to the gas densities

allow us keeping the same formalism for neutron star crusjves the definition of the neutron (proton) chemical pgent
and the finite temperature supernova maitter, which is not in, (Up) as:

B-equilibrium. Concerning the specific application to the NS

crust, we will determine in a second step #h€ps) relation a+B= Hn _ Hng ¢ Png > 0; (25)
imposed byB-equilibrium. Po  Po
The variables to be variationally found are _np_ Hp _ Hpg -
(Mvs A, 8,0q,Yg). The two constraints, which will lead a-p= 0o Po It Ppg>0, (26)
to the introduction of two chemical potentials, can be \@ritt , o
as: with Hn(p)g = deHM/ﬁpn(p)g. If one of the two densities is
' zero, that is below the corresponding drip-line, we lose one
Pg = 1 (Aws— Ac) (20) equation but also one unknown variable, and one can use one
97 Vs ’ of the conservation equations to determine the missing vari
1 ables. The result is a system of four coupled equations:
Yo = (lws—le). (21)
Vvs IET) -
Using the relations{3L.[4) between r-clusters and e-etsst Pep() = Mys
we can write the auxiliary function to be minimized: A A(1+0)
Pen(p) = Pg <1— Voo ) s (28)
@(Aa 5aPQaY97WVS) =E&Hm + Ee/WVS P Enuc A Po S s
— 0 pg(po—A/Mvs) + apo(Ps —A/Mvs) (T/) l5=0, (29)
L (22) A5 AT Txs oA 0 THTEE \ T g
V\NS d
wherea andf are Lagrange multipliers. An additional com- gpg do’

plication comes from the fact that at zero temperature tise ga i
can only be a pure gas. The upper (lower) sign refers to a neutron (proton) gag

Indeed within the neutron and proton drip-lines a pure nulindicates the proton (neutron) baryon density for a neutron

cleus solution is by definition more bound than a solution(Proton) gas,pg = Prp)g Hg = Hn(p)g- The two last equa-
where one particle would be in the gas. The drip-lines ardions suppose th&™* is a differentiable function oA and

defined by the lowes\ (Z) solution of the equations: d, which is obviously not the case if we take e>_<perimenta|
masses. In this case the derivatives have to be interprsted a
E™YN+1,Z,pe)) —E™N,Z, per) > 0; finite differences. We can see that the Coulomb screening ef-
EMU(N,Z + 1, per) — E™(N, Z, pet) > O. (23)  fectof the electrons enters in the equilibrium equatiortslev

the kinetic energy of the electrons does not play any role in
Notice that because of the electron screening the drigiime the equilibrium sharing. This is the reason why this term is
the neutron star crust are displaced with respect to nutlei iusually disregarded out @ equilibrium. However we will
the vacuum, and in particular the fission instability lineedo see that it does play a role, determining the possible existe
not exist. However eqg.(R3) admit a solution for awyZ, of phase transitions.
meaning that when the equilibrium solution is below thaglin  Different observations are in order.
the nucleus will be in equilibrium with the vacuum. Above First, from eql(ZB) we can see that, both below and above
the neutron (proton) drip-line, we will have an equilibrium the drip, the minimization conditions correspond to the-min
with a neutron (proton) vacuum gas. THis= 0 anomaly is  imization of the energy per nucleon with respect to the nu-
very well known in nuclear matter. An equilibrium with the cleus size, at the isospin value imposed by the constradght an
vacuum does not impose an equality between two chemicahe chemical equilibrium with the gas €g.J30). Concerning



eq.[30), the coupling of the isoscalar to the isovectoraect
is trivially due to the fact that we are usirig,d = 1/A) as

_ : : _ _ e T
isoscalar and isovector variables instea¢/ot ) which would gl “ ‘\ i T w.‘”g&
be the more natural choice if we did not hasg= po(J). s 5] “\“‘ il ‘h' N
With this choice of variables, if we consider the textbook ex £ 7] \\\“’ NN
- | - bt es
ample of two ideal gases composed of two different species < \\‘\“w s ",‘—,};’g;’,’
of molecules 1, 2E = Ej(Aq, 1) + E2(Ag, 12) fulfilling the o \\\\\\\‘\\O,"@,“%',“-,‘-,_‘: v
conservation equations ) ».\,;,‘gg;.,,, o

A=A1+A; I =11+15, (31)

using the same Lagrange multiplier method as before and
defining u, u3 as the conjugated chemical potentials of com-
ponent 2, we find the classical equality of chemical potésntia

if we work with the variablegA,1):

0E,, O0E, 0B, 0B

0—A1|I1—0—A2||2—IJ,0—|1|A1—0—|2|A2:I-137 (32)

while we have a coupling to the isovector sector for the mass
sharing equation if we work witfA, 8):

U= la, = A1ls. (33) FIG. 1. Surface of the energy per baryByys/Awsat pg = 1077
. fm3 and different values of proton fractions. The cluster epésg

0E;
oA &
_ . . . . calculated according to FRDNIL[[74] (a) and using the experitale
This is a very natural result, because with this choice off var databasé [67] (b). g 1@ g P

ables the two constraints are not independent any more, that
is the constraint associated to tBemultiplier contains the
variableA;.

Second, the factofl — py/po) introduces a coupling be- [N the vacuunpe = 0, fws= 0 and we get a nucleus around
tween the two subsystems cluster and gas, that is an intera~ 55,A°1= 2as/ac, while at saturation densitye; = pop =
tion. This comes from that fact that our two systems are ih facPo/2 A® — o, showing that we do obtain the homogeneous
coupled: the energy of the cluster depends on the compusitionatter limit at saturation.
of the gas as it can be seen from El.(9). This coupling is due to
the fact that a part of the high density part of the WignetSei
cell is constituted by the gas. From €gl(10) , we can see that
this is an effect of the excluded volume which enters the mass C. The structure of the neutron star crust
conservation constraint. In the e-cluster language (s€8)&q
we can equivalently say that it is an effect of the self-eperg . ) ,
shift of the e-cluster inside the gas. This shows that the ex- 1he different solutions of eqb.[27)-(30) lead to a unique
cluded volume indeed acts as an interaction. This effect goefOMPOSition(A, 5, pg, s for each couple of external con-
in the direction of reducing the effective chemical potahti s;[cr)?lnts (pB’yP)t-Ot Let us consider the energy density,
with respect to the non-interaction case, that is redudieg t &ws(Ps,Yp) = Eys/Mvs It contains a baryonieg and a lep-
cluster size. If we account for the cluster compressibiliigt ~ tonic e part, §04(ps,Yp) = (PpMp + Pnlh)C* + &8 + €57,
is thed dependence gdo, an extra effective coupling emerges With €s(0s,Yp) = E®/Mys+ &um (see edl(8)). In the long-
(last term in the r.h.s. of eG.(B0)). lived neutron star, the proton and neutron densities doaret ¢

In the case of moderate asymmetries below the neutrofSpondto separate conservation laws because weak pgscess
drip, the set of coupled equations egsl.(27),(E8),(29),(80 transforming protons into neutrons are in complete equilib
duces to the single equation &ql(29) giving the most stable i rium. The structure of the neutron star crust is then obthine
tope for a given asymmetry. If we assume a functional form a®y choosing, among all the differefijys values correspond-

eq.[I6) for the cluster energy functional, this equatiomsl  ing to different values of the proton fractigg, the one lead-
an analytical solution: ing to an absolute minimum of the energy density. This mini-

mization condition reads:

|y = L+ O3 ;

aZ(A) 12 z?
as— 5 = 2ac(1- fwe) - (34) _
&g A A ausi(Ps) = min (&7 pe. ) (36)
The solution is particularly simple in the case of symmetric

nucleil =0: In the inner crust above the neutron drip the densities are co

2ag tinuous variables and the energy density is a differergiabl

ed(| — Q) =
AT(1=0)= ac(1— fws) (35)  function. The minimization then trivially gives the usual



chemicalB-equilibrium condition
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JESL dsles L, Oms  , Oss O 130 8PS
apn - ps =MnC +0—pn—mpc _3—Pp_ a0p 120; ----- FRDM R
o tot tot tot 0 37 110 === exp+SLY4
=Hn" —Hp —He =Y (37) < 100; ---------- exp+SKMs
where pf®t = deg/dpi + mic? with i = n, p is the chemical 3
potential including the rest mass contribution. 80 (o)
Below the drip-line (outer crust), the baryonic energy den- e
sity is simply given byeg = E"'‘/Mys=E®(pg = 0) /Mvs and 0¥ N |
the m|n|m|Zat|0n CondltlomG) I‘Educes tO, 50 *\‘H’\A'-;'T 1 H\H‘ -7\ 1 HHH‘ -6\ 1 HHH‘ -5\ 1 HHH‘ -4\\1 LIl 3
10 10 10 10 10 10
nuc
Beq —mi 2 2 tot 38
&ws(PB) mZ|n<VWS+annC + PpMpC” + & > (38) w0l (b)
The value ofZ leading to the minimal energy = Zgeq(A) 35 L
corresponds to the equilibrium nucleus. This is stilBa N ~
equilibrium condition, but it has to be interpreted as the en 30 -
semble of two inequalities: [ —
25 Py
HP(N-1.Z+ 1) - pp'(N.Z) - pf'(2) <0, 39) T :
HF]OI(N,Z)_utpm(N'i‘l,Z_l)_lJéIOt(Z_l)>O (40) 20 Ll »8\ | _7\ | _6\ Ll »5\ | _4\?1\\\1\\\ P
10 10 10 10 10 10
In this set of inequalities, u®(N,Z)dpn = &a(N + pg (fM)

1,Z) — 8(N,Z) with &a(N,Z) = (E"Y(N,Z) + Nmc? +
Zmyc?) Mws(N, Z). An equivalent relation holds fqu™.
Most of the published studies on the composition of theg . 2. (color online). Outer crust composition at T = 0: Bzmic
neutron star crust employ empirical mass formulds([1, 2)top panel) and atomic (lower panel) numbers of frequilibrium
or microscopic functionals from self-consistent HFB calcu nucleus as a function of the baryonic density. BPS corregpon
lations @,ES] to describe the cluster energy funetion to predictions by BP§[1]; FRDM and exp+SLY4(SKMs) stand for
EVaC, A functional approach is unavoidable in the inner crust,present model predictions when nuclear masses are caldugat
because no experimental measurement exists above the drigerding to Finite-Range Droplet Model of Ref[74] and, resp
line. Conversely, in the outer crust the predictive powehef ~ tively, atomic mass data of Ref.{67] + LDM-SLY4 (SKMs) mod|
approach entirely depends on the quality of the mass formmgef.@]. The vertical lines mark the drip-line in the séelmedium.
to describe experimental data. Now, it comes out that the en-
ergy surface in the presence of the electron gas has a huge
number of quasi-degenerate minima. the experimental mass table, as it is done for the valuesinote
This is shown for an arbitrary chosen density within theas "exp+Sly4” in the table. If the FRDM model is used in-
outer crustog = 1077 fm—3in Figure[1. This figure shows stead (results labelled "FRDM” in the table), differences a
the energy surface of the equilibrium Wigner-Seitz cells co pear even at very low density. Not only the density at which
responding to differeny, values obtained using the FRDM the transition from a nuclear species to another is obsesved
parameterization by Moller and Nix from ref. [74] as well as not correctly reproduced (column 1 and 4, respectively), bu
the measured nuclear masses from fef. [67]. We can see th#fie isotope (column 2 and 5) and element (column 3 and 6) se-
though the FRDM predictions are very close to the measureguence is not correct either. These differences are dueeto th
mass, the obvious tiny differences can affect the determindmperfect reproduction of nuclear mass measurements by the
tion of the absolute minimum. This means that even moderimodel, and stress the importance of using experimentatsalu
highly predictive mass formulas describing nuclear massefor the nuclear mass when studying the crust composition.
within 0.5 MeV or even less can lead to inexact results when In the inner depths of the outer crust, the equilibrium nu-

applied to the outer crust. cleus is so neutron rich that no mass measurement exists.
The importance of this model dependence is shown in FigThen the crust composition depends on the theoreticalelust
urel2 and Table I. functional employed, and more specifically on its propsritie

Let us first discuss the outer crust, on the left of the verti-the isovector channel, which are still largely unknown. As i
cal lines in Fid.2. We can see that the use of an experimenta well known, this induces a strong model dependence on the
mass table leads to sizable differences even with sopiisic composition. As shown in Table |, the lowest density at which
mass formulas like the FRDM model [74]. The solution of this model dependence appears is of the ordgizof 10>
the variational equations for densities up to abawit=10"°>  fm~3. At that density the solution of the variational equa-
fm~3, leads to an equilibrium nucleus whose mass has beetions solved using the SLY4 functional when experimental
experimentally measured. This means that, up to that dermasses are not available, produces as preferred is8tGee
sity, fully model independent results can be obtained usingA = 96,Z = 34). Now, the smallest Z for which an experi-



TABLE |. Composition of the outer layer of the outer crust afad

neutron star as a function of baryonic density. FRDM and &t#4 I © g:erBBP (a)

stand for model predictions when nuclear masses are cadduda- 103
cording to Finite-Range Droplet Model of RE&f[74] and, restpvely,
atomic mass data of Réf.[67] + SLY4 model of Refl[68]. Thenito

and mass numbers in italics for the set exp+SLY4 correspomdit <
clides for which experimental mass evaluations (or extcmms) +
do not exist.

FRDM exp+SLY4 102
ps (fm—2) A Z  pe(md A Z . —
1000 10*10 56 26 1000 10*10 56 26 \HH‘ -\8 1 HHH‘ -\7 1 HHH‘ -g\ HHH‘ -\5\ HHH‘ -‘\l\ HHH‘ -:\i\ HHH‘ -\2\ \i;ud_-:\l-t
4.467-10°° 52 24 5012-107° 62 28 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10

3.388.10°8 62 28 1513-10°7 58 26
4.786-10°8 58 26 1698-10~7 64 28
7.585.10°8 54 24 8128-10°7 66 28
1.950- 107 64 28 9772-10°7 86 36
5.623-10°7 66 28 1862-10°6 84 34

1.479-10°6 82 34 67611076 82 32 N

2.291.10°6 84 34 1096-10°° 96 34

4.786-10°6 80 32 6918-10°° 102 36

6.761-10°6 82 32 9120.10°° 104 36 T
1349 1075 80 30 1148 1074 106 36 \HH‘ Il \HHH‘ Il \HHH‘ Il \HHH‘ Il \HHH‘ Il \HHH‘ Il \HHH‘ Il H?ﬂtu‘ 11
3.090-10°° 78 28 102 107 10° 10®° 10® 10° 107 10*

7.943.10°° 124 42
1.097-10°4 122 40
1.585.10°4 120 38

pg (fM®)

FIG. 3. (Color online). Crust composition at T = 0: Baryonic
. . . . (top panel) and atomic (lower panel) numbers of the equilibmu-
mental mass exists for A=96 is Z=35 showing that this solujeys as a function of the baryonic density. NV stands fodigt®ns
tion is due to a mismatch between the prediction of the SLY4)y Negele and Vau’[heriﬂl[s]; BPS+BBP corresponds to priedist
functional and the experimental data. The results in italic by BPS[1] and BBP|2] ; exp+SLY4(SKMs) stand for present niode
Table | are therefore not reliable. The observed deviation i predictions when nuclear masses are calculated accomliapmic
Fig[2 between exp+SLY4 and exp+SKMs is similarly due tomass data of Ref.[67] + LDM-SLY4 (SKMs) model of Ref[68]. &h
the fact that the mismatch is bigger with the less performingnset in the bottom panel depicts the evolution with bargateénsity
SKMs functional. The full model independence of the outer©f the total proton fraction.
crust composition is confirmed by the fact that our results fo
the outer crust are in agreement with réfd.[71, 72]. Thisress
tially shows that our variational equations are correatlysd. ~ also on the exact prescription for the cluster surface ¢ensi
In ref.[71] the model-independentregion is slightly lartian  particularly its isospin dependence which cannot be unam-
in our work, because they have used the FRDM model to comPigously extracted from mean field calculatiohs [75-78]. A
plement the experimental information when unavailable, an more sophisticated expression for the surface symmetry en-
this latter, as we have already stressed, has a smaller telsma ergy, different from the one of ref.[68] was variationalicu-
with experimental data. lated in ref[[7] for some selected Skyrme models, and diight
Whatever the predictive power of the mass model, a modédtigher transition densities are consequently reported.
dependence is unavoidable in the inner crust, where the equa Because of the abrupt behavior shown by[Rig.3, the crust-
tion of state of the pure neutron gas directly enters in the mi core transition was typically considered as (weakly) firsieo
imization equations [16]. To illustrate this point, we show in the literaturel[2]. For this reason the density of clusteit-
in Fig[3 the total composition of the neutron star crust ob-ing is still known in the literature as the "transition depsi
tained with different models. Whatever the equation ofestat It is however nowadays well established that at the density
the predictions of eq$.(27)-(B0) show that, in the innesgru of nuclei dissolution non-spherical pasta can be enerjstic
the mass and charge of the unique nucleus of the WS cell coifiavored, making the transition continuous from the thermo-
tinously increase with baryonic density and then suddeally f dynamic point of view. We will come back to this point in
to zero. The abrupt cluster disappearence occurs becase, ¢ectior 1[E.
pending of the employed interaction, at a density of theworde The effect of the nuclear matter equation of state in the pre-
of po/5— po/3 homogeneous matter becomes energeticallyliction of the composition of the inner crust has been stilidie
more favorable than clusterized matter. in detail in the recent year5 [16,172]. It leads to the differ-
The precise value of the density corresponding to clusence in Fid.B between the dotted and dash-dotted line, which
ter dissolution depends on the effective interaction nyainl represent two characteristic equations of state. A momrnext
through thelsym parameter of the equation of state|[18] but sive study of the different Skyrme interactions is beyorel th



scope of this paper, however some extra results on this sub-
ject can be found in ref [52]. It is interesting to noticettha

at variance withA andZ, y,(pg) plotted in the insert of Fig.
[B(b) shows no sensitivity to the equation of state. This reean
that the energetics of electrons dominates over the detfils

175
150
125

the nucleon-nucleon interaction. The significant diffeem < 100

atomic number between our model (irrespective of the effec- < 5

tive interaction) and the original Negele-Vautherin Hagtr 50 £

Fock calculation[[8] is due to the fact that our cluster model 25 F

with the energy density functional [68] €.{16) containsyon 0 ; L i R
the smooth part of the cluster energy. The neglected shell ef 107 1072

fects are responsible of the emergence of the magic number 3

Z = 40 in the Hartree-Fock calculation. We can see that the Pg (M)

knowledge of shell closures for extremely neutron rich nu-

clei is much more important for the description of the inner ] )

crust than the isovector equation of state, and it is cleatr th Flr?c.tii'n E)(f:?rluzrb(;rr‘ygﬁi)é dBeigi‘;'?r: tf;&ig:”;f;?;ﬁ; ”IPﬁm[ f:t‘a
to be predictive, the model at zero temperature should be au .

mented of realistic proton shell effects, as it is done in thetrkylrrne functionals (SKMELTS] and SLYH [9]) for both the freeu

. . . . on energy density and the nuclear masses according toRh L
Strutinsky approximation by S.Goriely and collaboratdsj[ Skyrme model of Ref[ [68]. The total mass of the cluster isjgarad

at the obvious price of a greatly increased numerical effortyg the bound part of the cluster, obtained by simply subimgcthe
This limitation of eq(1B) will however not be a serious prob number of free neutrons according to E}.(3).
lem for the finite temperature applications for which the mlod

has been conceived, and which will be studied in the second

part of this paper. lack of deformation degrees of freedom which could allow the
The most striking feature of FId.3 is the huge qualitativeappearance of pasta phases [3, 4].

discrepancy at high density with the original inner crustBB

model [2]. To understand the origin of this difference [Hig.4

displays the behavior as a function of the baryonic dengity o D. Equation of state

the mass of the energy-cluster[[59] from Bh.(3). SKMs [79]

and SLY4 [9] effective interactions have been considereel. W p quantity of primary importance when discussing the

can see that the difference between BBP and our approadensitivity of stellar matter energetics to the details huf t

starts when the e-cluster size starts to depart from thest@l  nycleon-nucleon interaction or linking nuclear parameter

size, that is when the contribution of the neutron gas besomeyith astronomical observables is the equation of state iand,

important. In this situation one can expect a modification ofparticular, the total energy density - total pressure dépeoe.

the surface energy of the cluster according to[q.(9). In,.BBP The total energy density and pressure of the WS cell are

the in-medium modified surface energy is assumed to be giotted in Fig.[% as a function of baryonic density, in com-

monotonically decreasing function of the gas density, indeparison with the result from the macroscopic BBP [2] and

pendent of the isospin, exactly vanishing when the density othe microscopic Negele-Vautherln [8] model. We can see that

the gas reaches the density of the cluster [2]. In the larguaghe quantitative value of the energy density obviously delse

of the present paper, this happens whgr- 0 (see edi{3)). In  on the model, and more specifically on the effective interac-

such a condition BBP clusters are liquid drops with bulk only tion, but in all cases over the considered density range the

and their size naturally diverges. However, this appro@h n energy density surface is convex. This means that there is

glects the energy cost of the isospin jump at the cluster-gago way to minimize the system energy by state mixing, such

interface. Itis shown in refs. [52,66], in the frameworkl0ét  that the system is thermodynamically stable. The discentin

extended Thomas-Fermi theory, that the in-medium correcgoys change of the crust composition due to the shell effects

tion to the surface energy shows a complex dependence on th@y |eads to very tiny backbendings in the baryonic pressur

isospin, and specifically behave very differently in symmeet a5 shown in the insert of Fig.5, and already observed by dif-

nuclear matter and in the equilibrium with a pure neutron gasferent authors [16, 70—73]. These structures can be foymall

Only in the case of symmetric nucleiimmersed in a symmetriGnterpreted as phase transitions, but are so small thatadre n

gas the transition to the homogeneous core can be seen as figected to have any thermodynamic consequence and can

simple vanishing of surface energy with diverging size @ th simply be understood as an interface effect.

nuclei; conversely, in the case fequilibrium matter, the in-  The ahsence of a phase coexistence region covering a broad
clusion of in-medium surface effects leads to a weak deerea%ensiw domain, well known in the astrophysical context, is

of the average cluster size and a slightly advanced dissolut gyrprising from the nuclear physics viewpoint becauseiit is
of clusters in the dense matter. clear contrast with the phenomenology of pure baryonic mat-
Finally, it is important to stress that results at densitiester, which is dominated at sub-saturation densities by the n
higher than about one fifth of normal nuclear matter densityclear liquid-gas phase transitibn[80]. One may wonderi# th
are not reliable in any of the presented models because of thifference is due to the fact that we are limiting our anaysi



10

08 pear at finite temperature in the outer crust.
or g exprSLy4 7o More generally, it is well known that such a first-order

OO
3 - '(‘) Zﬁ”SKMS phase transition covers almost the whole phase diagram of
T sub-saturation neutral nuclear matter! [80] and has bacyoni
f 04 F density as order parameter. It is therefore natural to ask
E osb whether such a phase transition persists in the stellaegbnt
¢ oL As a matter of fact, the existence of such first order phase
2, o1 b transition is systematically assumed in most seminal Eaper
P T on the stellar matter equation of stalé[2, 5], and in paldicu
001 002 003 004 005 it is implemented in the publicly available and popularlgds
pg (fM™) LS tables[[39]. Even more modern equations of state of su-
1 pernova matter[50, 81] invoke the persistence of the nuclea
exp+SLY4 liquid-gas phase transition in the stellar context, basethe

fact that the baryonic energy density of star matter is unsta
with respect both to thermodynal 82] and to finite size
density fluctuation5[7, 88, B4].

On the other side, it was shown in different works that the
g liquid gas phase transition in stellar matter is quenchetthby

L very strong incompressibility of the electron backgroubd, [

10 " E ,], and microscopic modelling of the Wigner-Seitz
7 kol al el el cell has confirmed a continuous transition from the soligtru
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 . . .
to the liquid core through a sequence of inhomogeneous pasta

pg (fm)
° phases[13, 14, 1B.hl9,|31] 35--38, 87, 88].
It is therefore important to examine this question in furthe
FIG. 5. (Color online). Total (baryonic+leptonic) energgngity detail. . .
and pressure as a function of baryonic density correspgridithe We have already seen in section JI C that the solution of

neutron star crust (T=(B-equilibrium). Experimental [67] and LDM e_qS-IIZP)EED) is always.unique, even if many different solu
binding energie< [68] have been used in the outer and, réeglge  tions can be very close in energy per nucleon (see Figure 1).

exp+SKMs

10 —— BPS+BBP

10

10

P o (MeViim®)

10

10

10

inner crust. The employed nuclear effective interqctim%er4 [9] This means that at zero temperature a unique cluster-gas
and SKMs|[78]. Present results are confronted with those\of8]  configuration can be associated to a given valu@$f =
and BBP[2]. Aws/Mvs V'S = Zws/Aws This statement can of course

be model dependent, as we have seen that very small varia-

. . . _ tions of the mass functional can lead to very different rissul
to a limited part of the two-dimensional baryon density $pac o yever, even if multiple solutions of the cluster configu-

that is explored in3-equilibrium. Indeed theg-equilibrium  oion would occur (which will indeed be the case at finite

trajectory corresponds to very neutron rich matter, ane it i yomnerature), this would not lead to a first order phase tran-
well known that the coexistence zone in the nuclear matteLiion  For a first-order phase transition to occur, sohio

phase diagram shrinks with increasing asymmetry. We theresqesnonding to different densities should be degenémate

fore turn to demonstrate that the differ(_enc_e between f;te”a(constrained) energy. Then, the absolute energy density mi
matter and nuclear matter thermodynamicsis notrestramed m, m would be obtained by mixing these degenerate configu-
B-equilibrium. rations with differenpll/ Sy, If this was the physical result,
the single-nucleus approximation would fail, and even ab ze
temperature one should account for a distribution of dfifier
E. Phase transitions in the inner crust? Wigner-Seitz cells.
Thermodynamic instabilities and eventual phase tramsitio
In the previous section we have assumed that a one-to-orne systems with more than one component have in principle
correspondence exists between baryonic density and cakmiao be studied in the full N-dimensional density spaceé [88]. |
potential, that is a unique Wigner-Seitz configuration can b our case this means that the energy density has to be stadied i
systematically associated to each pressure and chemieal pihe full two dimensionalpn, pp) plane, and th@-equilibrium
tential field inside the star. condition has to be applied only after the Gibbs constractio
This is only correct in the absence of phase transitions, anis performed (indeeg-equilibrium has to be imposed only
it is in principle possible that a mixture of different Wigne at the macroscopic level, and can very well be violated at
Seitz configurations might lead to a lower energy density tha the microscopic level of a single cell). However the prob-
a periodic repetition of the same cell. The highly degeneriem simplifies if the order parameter is known. In that case it
ate energy minima showed by the experimental energy suis useful to introduce a Legendre transformation of the-ther
face even without the (more model dependent) inclusion ofnodynamic potential with respect to the chemical potestial
unbound neutrons beyond the drip-lines (see fifilire 1) evokef all the densities except the order parametef [80]. Then
the possibility that first order phase transitions couldhese-  the multi-dimensional Gibbs construction exactly redutmes



x 10

wshePg (MeV/im®)

€

Ps (fm'3) x10 °

SLY4

clusterized

homogeneous

-0.05

-0.1

-0.15

3
wsAePg (MeV/im®)

£

-0.2

0 0.02 0.04

pg (fM?)

0.06 0.1

FIG. 6. (Color online). Constrained energy densities asatfan
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To better evidence possible convexities, it is useful tmint
duce a linear bias with sloples:

&wsas (P8, HL = 0) = sws(ps, UL = 0) — Agpe.

For eachAg value, which plays the role of an external chem-
ical potential field, the equilibrium density of star matter
given by the minimum of this function. If the functiogy s

is convex, it will be characterized by a single mimimum value
giving the usual relation between intensive and extensivie v
ables

(42)

_ Osws
- Ops —He

In this equation, we have introduced a prime symbol on the
chemical potential to indicate that the electron contidiuts
included insyys However, ifsyy shas concave region(s) on the
baryonic density axigg, it will be possible to find one or more
values ofAg such that two (or more) different configurations
correspond to the same value of the constrained energy den-
sity. This will indicate a first order phase transition, ahé t
associatedg value will correspond to the transition chemical
potential. The constrained energy density[ed.(42) fortelus
ized matter in the crust is displayed in Hig. 6 for some chosen
values ofAg corresponding to minima in the outer (a) and in-
ner (b), respectively. We can see that both in the outer and in
ner crust the constrained energy surface is smooth andhinat t
equilibrium configuration is given by a single Wigner-Seitz

B (43)

(thick line) andB-equilibrated homogeneous matter (thin line) at T=0 cell, thus justifying our variational procedure. The FRDM

corresponding to SLY4 andg = 11.25 MeV.

mass model is limited to nuclei below the dripline and can-
not be used for calculations in the inner crust. For thisoeas
we have switched to the Skyrme-LDM mass model [68] to

a one-dimensional Maxwell construction on the residuatdenproduce the right panel. Again, a unique clusterized smfuti

sity.
In the case of stellar matter the neutrality conditipnr= pe|
allows a variable chang@n, pp) — (P8 = Pn+ Pp, PL = Pel)-

characterizes the equilibrium up to a chemical potentigthef
order of 10 MeV g = 11.25 MeV for Sly4). At that point,
the corresponding equilibrium density is of the ordepgf3.

Due to the very huge electron incompressibility it is reason As we have already discussed commentingFig.3, the precise
able to expect that the two coexisting phases, if any, wootd n value depends on the EoS and on the surface tension. We
present any jump in electron density[84]. Microscopic nalc can see from FigZ]6 that at this transition value of the chemi-
lations [14] have convincingly shown that the electron pola cal potential the constrained energy density of the clizstdr
ization by the proton distribution is negligible, as longths  system is equal to the one of homogeneous matter, meaning
clusters have linear dimensions of the order of the femtomethat it is possible to put in equilibrium the two phases.
ter. Then, we can safely perform a Legendre transform with This defines a tiny region of first-order phase transition,
respect tqo. and introduce the constrained energy density much less extended than the liquid-gas phase transition of
normal nuclear matter. Indeed this latter covers the whole
sub-saturation density region. Moreover, we believe thiat t
residual phase transition might be an artifact of the presen
wheresy s(pg, L) = Ews/Mvs UL stands for lepton chemi- model which does not account for deformation degrees of
cal potential angp, is the value taken by the lepton density freedom. It is well known that in this density domain de-
at chemical potentialy, p. = p (). Note thaty. =0  formed pasta structures have to be accounte(ﬁor [6]. Fer thi
corresponds tg3-equilibrium in lack of neutrinosy{® =  reason, we do not perform any Gibbs construction and simply
pp* + . We do not therefore need to examine the wholeput to zero the cluster mass at the transition point, assyimin
UL plane, but can limit ourselves to the single pqint= 0. that pasta would take over. The results of[Hig.6 show that the
We can then conclude that we can identify the possible predhermodynamics o8 — equilibrated matter is completely dif-
ence of phase transitions in the neutron star crust by simplferent from the one of nuclear matter.

ews(PB, HL) = &ws— HLPL, (41)

considering theog density behavior of the energy density in
B-equilibrium, sys(ps, pL (s, UL = 0)). As in sectior 1[B,
&g = sws— €5 is obtained solving, for each conditiops, yp)
the coupled equations (27)-(30).

As previously discussed in refs.[84] within mean-field ar-
guments, this difference is due to the huge electron gas in-
compressibility which quenches the phase transition illaste
matter.
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figure. Atthat chemical potential, if the electron part af #n-

. ergy density is not taken into account (solid curves), twe di

T o4l WSx015 ferent points correspond to the same constrained energy. Th
“% corresponds to the well-known nuclear matter phase transi-
=3 tion which at zero temperature takes place at a chemical po-
:?Z tential equal to the saturation energy, = —15.97 MeV for
W& 02| the SLY4 functional chosen in Fi§l 3. We can notice that the
& low density phase, which is predicted to be the vacuum phase
< in mean-field calculations, is obtained here at a low butdinit
& density, corresponding to the most stallle- Z isotope®®Ni.

o= S E——————— r————y This is due to the limitation of mean-field calculations tat

10° 10° ’ 10° not account for clusterization at low density.

5 10
Pe () In the stellar matter case, because of the Coulomb coupling

between protons and electrons, the lepton part of the energy
density is not independent of the baryon part. This mearts tha

thermodynamic condition corresponding to the liquid-gaage tran- the ene!’gy in the ngne.r-Selt.z cell has to include the eectr
sition of symmetric matter given bys — —15.97 MeV andAz — 0.  Z€T0 point energy as written in €d.(8) . The total energy den-
The different curves represent different values of thd otaton den-  Sities are given by dashed curves in Big.3. This contriloutio
sity pp. Solid (dashed) curves correspond to constrained baryonits a simple constant shift of each curve because of the con-
(baryonic+leptonic) energy density. The considered éffednter-  dition pp = pej, and therefore does not change the sequence
action is SLY4. of optimal compositions as a function of the density. From a
thermodynamic point of view, we can say|[86] that the canon-
) o ical solution is the same as without the electron contrdauti
To demonstrate this point in the framework of the preseniygwever, the electron energy density is a monotonically in-
model, we turn to pon3|der thetge.hawor of the baryonic Partreasing function ope = Pp. and the optimap, monotoni-
of the energy densitgs = &ws— & inthe full (os, pp) plane. 41y increases withpg in this symmetric matter situation we
To better spot convexities in the two-dimensional space, wg e considering. As a consequence, no valuggtan be
introduce again a constrained energy density found such that two different Wigner-Seitz cells can be put i
_ equilibrium, and the phase transition disappears. Thisean
€15.13(PB: Pp) = €8(PB, Pp) — APe —A3(Pe —20p), (44)  easily understood mathematically considering that thizat
Jfnergy density gains an extra term as

FIG. 7. (Color online). Constrained energy density (g))##the

whereAg andA3 represent an isoscalar and isovector extern
chemical potential field. _ tot

Again, phase transitions will be signalled by the existence £ = ws= 8+ &l (P) (43)
of one or more value§\g, A3) such that two (or more) differ-  The relations[(4i3) between density and chemical potental a
ent configurations correspond to the same value of the corshifted because of the electron contribution
strained energy density.

In the case of uncharged nuclear matter, we know that the Az — U = U+ }Hé?t D A3 — U= Lz — }Hé?t, (46)
dominant part of théAg,A3) plane is characterized by con- 2 2

cavities. Itis therefore not surprising to see that thid@swdy  and the curvature of the constrained energy density becomes
the case for theg function plotted in Fig[l7 corresponding to

Ag = —15.97 MeV andA3 = 0. d%eys Oup  Llopy
This figure displays the energy density obtained solving the P2 = 9ps T3 0 (47)

variational equations eqs.(27130), biased by an extehsahe
ical potential field according to ef.{44). The value of thlto Because of the very high electron incompressibility, the-co
proton densityp,, is the same in each point of the different vexity observed in the baryonic part of the energy density is
curves plotted in the figure. Because of the neutrality connot present any more in the total thermodynamic potential.
straintpp = pel, €ach curve represents a given screening facThis is known in the literature as the quenching of the phase
tor to the cluster Coulomb energy according to[ed.(13). Theransition due to Coulomb frustratidﬂ 85], and sh [8
minimum of each curve then gives the ensemble of optimathat convexities in the (free) energy density do not necégsa
Wigner-Seitz cells corresponding to the chodgivalue, and  correspond to instabilities in the physical system.
to different baryon density. The absolute minimum corre- This shows that if one wants to formulate the equilibrium
sponds to the equilibrium Wigner-Seitz cell associatedhéo t problem in the grandcanonical ensemble, one has to account
couple(Ag,A3). The (N,Z) sequence of the corresponding for the electron zero point motion. This is a triviality fdret
cluster gives the composition, as a function of baryonic-denzero-temperature problem, since the Wigner Seitz celltis-na
sity, of matter at thad; chemical potential. rally defined in the canonical ensemble. However, in thedinit
The choicels = 0 selects the equilibrium solutions for sym- temperature NSE problem, which is typically treated grand-
metric matter. A unique point is the absolute minimum for all canonically, this kinetic contribution is usually disreded
choices ofAg exceptAg = —15.97 MeV which is shown inthe with the argument that, the electrons being an ideal gas, the
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corresponding partition sum is factorizéd![50, 51]. It isth whereB = T~ 1is the inverse temperaturég“"(p@yg) is the
important to stress that a negative eigenvalue in the bazyon mean-field partition sum for homogeneous matterlé@dap—

energy curvature matrix should not be taken as a sign of a firgesents the cluster free energy in the Wigner Seitz cellfdefi
order phase transition: stellar matter inside the convgiore  pejow).

is clusterized but perfectly stable, and no Maxwell or Gibbs  The electron contribution is independent of the different
constructions should be performed to get the equation t#.sta configurations and the associated partition ﬁ'ﬁpp) will be
We will come back on this point in the second part of this t5c(orized out. Similar to the previous section, we will fesy
paper. . _ ) _ the surface in-medium corrections to the free energy, thoug
To summarize the results of this section, first order phasg)ney might turn out to be important in the situations where
transitions could be possible in zero temperature stell#r M {he gas contribution is not negligible. We note that in this
ter only if the functionsws= Ews/Mvs with Ewsdefined in  gection, at variance with the notations used in Sectiohéi-t
eq.[10) and the values &t 1, pg, ivs obtained from eq4.(27)-  modynamical quantities corresponding to homogeneous mat-
(30), presents a convexity anomaly as a functiorpgffor  ter component and electron gas barekhd andel labels as
fixed values ofpp. As it can be seen in Fi§s.B 7, except thesuperscripts.
narrow density domain where deformation degrees of freedom e consider temperatures higher than the solid-gas phase
have to be accounted for, this is not the case even using¥energansition temperature, the free energy of a cluster defined
functlolnals for the r}u_clear masses which ]nclude shelbedte _ by the variable coupléA, Z) or equivalently(A, &) is differ-
In particular, the minimum of the constrained energy dgnsit gnt from its ground state energy because at finite temperatur

for a given set of chemical potential is systematically @80 the cluster can be found in different translational andrirae
ated to a single Wigner-Seitz cell, characterized by a wiqugiates.

composition in terms of cluster and gas mass and composi- 14 cajculate this term, one has to consider that within the
tion. This means that the SNA is perfectly adequate to deaAWStotal number of particles, a numbég = p\y s belongs

with the zero temperature problem. to the gas part. The entropy associated to these particles is
already contained in the term M. To avoid a double-

counting of the number of states, the canonical partition su
Il FINITE TEMPERATURE STELLAR MATTER of the cluster must thus be defined summing up the statistical
weight of the different energy states associated to thisaed
In the second part of this paper we extend to the finite temParticle number (see eds.(8).(4)):
perature regime the modelling of the Wigner-Seitz cell with

cluster degrees of freedom, presented in the first part. We Zws(A 8, 0g.Yg) = exp(—BFE) (49)
will start by deriving the classical equations correspogdd 5

the single nucleus approximation. This approach is at the or — Z Zexp{_ﬁ ( p LEeL E*)} _
gin of most extensively used equations of state for supernov pE 2mAe

matter[39| 40, §8]. Then the main part of the paper is devoted o .
to the derivation of an extended nuclear statistical egilm ~ The cluster center-of-mass motion is a plane wave. The first
model, which by construction reproduces the results of SNASUM is thus given by the plane wave density of states, with pe-
if only the most probable cluster is considered, and the sam@odic boundary conditions at the cell borders. This is dimp

chemical potentials are considered. Since the SNA nayurall

converges at T=0 to the standard modelling of the neutron z — Vws /d3p. (50)
star crust, the consistency between the theoretical texgtm i (2rh)3

of neutron star crust and finite temperature supernova matte

will thus be guaranteed. Notice that the available volume for the center of mass is the

whole Wigner-Seitz volume, and there is no excluded volume
effect. The center-of-mass momentum integral is a Gaussian

integral
. 2 21mm 3/2
The natural extension at finite temperature of the model pre- / d3pexp<—[5 2::1,69) = ( 5 Ae) . (51)
sented in the first part of this paper consists in keeping the )

SNA approach, and replace the variational problem of the €Mhe sum over the cluster excited states has to be cut at the

ergy density minimization with the variational problem bét average particle separation energy, to avoid double caginti

f_ree energy density minimization. In the e-clustgr repnese it the gas states. This leads to a temperature dependent
tion eq.[8) the energy is additive and we can write for a g'verblegeneracy factor defined by:

configuratiork = {Vv(\}()s’ Ak 5K, pé"),yé")}

A. Single nucleus approximation

<S>
oA 2, P Yo ) = FE — T2 — Tvyeln 2! 3 exp(-BE) = [ dE"pus(E)exp(-BE")

+ 5Fsurf7 (48) = gﬁ (A75apg7)’g)7 (52)



where< S>=min(< §, >,< § >) is the average particle
separation energy. For the numerical applications of this p
per, we will use for simplicity a different higher energy €ut
off for each cluster species S>~< S> (A, J, pel) = Min(<

S > (AZ,per), < Sp > (A Z,pel)), With separation energies
calculated from the smooth part of the cluster energy func-
tional, given byE'2{; + 0Ecoulomb In the zero temperature
limit gg — ges = 2Jes+ 1 gives the spin degeneracy of the
cluster ground state.

For the numerical applications of this section, in order to
be able to study the whole subsaturation density domafh in
equilibrium without any mismatch in the cluster energy func
tional, we have systematically used the Skyrme-LDM model
for nuclear mass [68] and consideiges = 1. The level den-
sity pa s(E) is here taken for simplicity with a simple Fermi
gas formulal[51]. A more realistic choice will be presented i
sectior 1T G.

The cluster free energy in the Wigner Seitz cell than reads,

A
Fg= FEUC‘FT'”ZEIM(PQJQ)% (53)
=E®(A,38,0q,Yg,Pp) — TINWys—TlIncg — gT InAg,

with Fg4¢= Fl‘;’aCJr OFcoul (the equivalent of eq.[(01)ks =
gp(mT/(2mA?))%/2, andmthe nucleon mass.

14

FIG. 8. (Color online). Mass (top panel) and atomic (bottcaned)
numbers of the unique nucleus of the WS cell as a function of-ba
onic density forY,=0.2 and different temperaturds= 0,1,2.5,5

The auxiliary function to be minimized is the extension of MeV. Predictions of present SNA model (solid lines) are carep

eq.[22) including the entropy terms:

with the LS resultd[39] corresponding to LS220 as calcdliteRef.

[90] (dotted lines) as well as with the NSE prediction for thest

FV\/S(Aa 57P9a)’gapp)

@E (A7 5apgv)’ga\ANS) =

— apg(po—A/Mws) +apo(ps —A/Mws)
— Byg (Po — A/Mws) + Bpops(1—2yp)
— BPoAd/Mys

(54) Probable cluster (dashed lines). The LDM-SKMs model of[6él.
Vs is used for the cluster energy functional.

density, temperature and proton fraction conditions are co
sidered. The considered effective interactions is SKM#.[79

Fig[8 corresponds to the case where the proton fraction is

The variational equations result:

OE*® - 0—
Po Pg+u3po Yy

A |5,pg,yg =HB 2 2 (55)
3T  poVws dlincg
+55 — |5,pg Vg
2A poMws— A oA
e
JE dpo A Py (56)

55 1APaye = HeA+ = %(I«‘B pz=>

Po

3_dpo PgVws dinc
Ty alal +

2 dd (po— pg)(PoVvs—A) 7o)
a(F2/A)

B
A loMus= 0, (57)
T aanE'M (58)

He = dpqg

= TaanElM 59
Mz =— v, (59)

kept constant and equal to 0.2. It shows, as expected, a mono-
tonic decrease of the cluster size as a function of temperatu
More interesting, the results converge for— 0 to our zero
temperature results in the Wigner-Seitz cell, which we know
to be exact at the thermodynamic limit, and model indepen-
dent below neutron drip. Fid.] 9 illustrates cluster mass and
charge numbers as a function of baryonic density for differe
temperatures gk-equilibrium. The observed non-monotonic
behavior is due to the strong decrease of proton fraction. In
deed, with increasing density, the proton fraction becomes
so low that loosely bound hydrogen and helium resonances
dominate over heavy clusters which dissolve into homoge-
neous matter. At constant proton fraction this effect is not
apparent, meaning that the in-medium bulk energy shift is no
enough to suppress the cluster binding. In that case, ttie pre
erential cluster size monotonically increases with dgngit

to the point where homogeneous matter is energetically pref
ered. As in the previous section, we have indicated thattpoin
by putting to zero the\(pg) andZ(pg) curves. We cannot

The finite temperature predictions of SNA are plotted inexclude that the inclusion of surface in-medium effects, ne
Figs. [ and® along predictions of zero-temperature SNA ofjlected in this paper, could change this behavior. However

Section |1, results of Lattimer-Swesty model[39] as avalta  preliminary result
in Ref. [90] and NSE results (see Section II1.C). Different

2] indicate that this effect is small
The qualitative behavior of the cluster size and charge with
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FIG. 9. (Color online). The same as in Fifl 8 fBrequilibrium | i f ol inebf
and different temperatureb = 0,0.5,2.5 MeV. Predictions of the FIG. 10. (Color online). Contours of cluster constrainezkfenergy

present SNA model (solid lines) are compared with the LSiesu 5 —ABA—A3(A—2Z) (in MeV). The considered thermodynamical

[39] corresponding to LS220 as calculated in Ref| [90] @lbtines)  conditions arejg = 10~2 fm~3, Y,=0.39 and T=0.5 MeV (a) and,

as well as with the NSE predictions for the most probabletetus respectively, 2.4 MeV (b). The values of the external istmeand

(dashed lines). The LDM-SKMs model of réf.[68] is used foe th isoscalar chemical potentiald (A3) are (-10.06 MeV, 3.98 MeV)

cluster energy functional. and, respectively, (-11.03 MeV, 5.86 MeV). Experimentaliea [67]
and predictions of the 10-parameter mass model of Duflo-Z]@K3
have been used for the binding energies.

density is similar to the one of the LS220 Lattimer-Swesty

equation of state, plotted with dotted lines in Higs.8 Bhd 9this section we have assumed that, similar to the zero temper
Quantitative differences exist nevertheless. On one Haeyl t ature case, stellar matter in a given thermodynamic camditi
could be due to the (slightly) different equation of state pa (pg,y,, T) is characterized by a single well defined Wigner-
rameters and cluster surface tension model. Effects of emseitz cell. This is of course an approximation, since what ha
ployed effective interaction on clusters have been alreaéy  to be minimized at equilibrium is the total free energy dgpsi

in Fig.[4 where SKMs and SLY4 have been considered. Proband not the single-cell free energy density. The two varia-
ably more important, the SNA model of Lattimer-Swesty ad-tional approaches will give approximately the same regult i
ditionally accounts for alpha-particles that can be pregen the free-energy landscape has a single deep minimum. If,
the WS cell together with heavier clusters. The presence Qf)y contray, different Wigner-Seitz cells correspond to eom
an isospin-symmetric bound component in the gas obviouslparable free energies, they will all be present in the eouili
modifies the cluster size and composition. Finally, to abtai rium configuration, even if with different probabilities sAve

the emergence (at low density) and dissolution (at high dencould have anticipated from inspection of Elg.1, the free en
sity) of clusters, first order phase transitions tocaparticle  ergy landscape is highly degenerate for stellar matters Thi
gas andto homl%%gneous matter respectively, are implethent& confirmed by Fig.Z0 where, for two arbitrary representa-
in the LS model[39]. We also note that at the highest tempertive thermodynamic conditiongg = 103 fm~—3, Y, = 0.39,
atures, our SNA clusters tend to be smaller than in LS. This ig=0.5 MeV andl =2.4 MeV, the constrained cluster free ener-
probably due to the high energy cut in the density of State_ingieng — ABA— A3(A—2Z) with conveniently choosen values
tegral eq[(5R) implemented in order to avoid double cogntin ¢, (A, A3) are depicted. In each of these plots the different
of the continuum states, which reduces the statistical kteig , ;clei are immersed in the same neutron, proton and elec-
of heavy clusters. We will discuss in sectionTlI C that the in 5, a5 At the lowest considered temperature we can see

clusion of the proper statistical weight of_ clusters of a'azlb;s that, though a single minimum exists, which corresponds to
naturally leads to the emergence of an important fraction ofhe solution of the SNA variational coupled equatidng (55)-
light particles, and to the disappearance of heavy nuckéién  wg) for this given set of constraints, different (heavy aslw
dense medium, without invoking any phase transition. as light) nuclei might lead to comparable free energy densi-
In the treatment of finite temperature we have presented ities, and will therefore be present at equilibrium. The kigh
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considered temperature shows a different pattern. Indeed,We can further simplify the problem considering that, for a
plethora of nuclei with masses and isospin symmetries spargiven macroscopic set of constraitiis pg,yp) we will have
ning important ranges have close values of the constrainea unique partitioning in the macroscopic volume between the
free energies. It is easy to anticipate that if pairing arelish cluster fraction and the gas fraction, that is the one that mi
effects were ignored, the minimum of the contrained free enimizes the total free energy. It is very easy to improve on
ergy would have been even flatter. this approximation if necessary, by considering the canoni

cal probability associated to each partitioning. We do rot d

it because it comes out that there are very few combinations

of pg = 3 nAei /V andpg which lead to the samgg. This
means that we consider thag andyg do not depend oxik)

The very principle of statistical mechanics tells us thatput only on the macroscopic constraints. Then the conserva-
at non-zero temperature different realizations of the Wign tion law simplifies to:

Seitz cell will be possible within the same constraint oatot A{ 1
ot

B. Thermodynamic limit in the canonical ensemble

density and proton fraction. o z nAL + pg = poi + Py, (66)
If we consider a very large voluméwhich contains a num- Y

bern — o of different Wigner-Seitz cells for a total number Itot

of particlesA; and a total isospin asymmethyy, a possible B=v Tvy Z e’ Y9 = Yol Y, (67)

. . . . k
realization of the system IS nowcharacterlzedkby{n and the different realizations of the set of constraints
1,... 0} wheren is the number of realizations, W|th|n the (T, pg,yp, g, Yg) are defined bk = {n<k> =AV 10y

vqumeV of an arbltrary W|gner Seltz ceII constltuted ofa  The probabilitypg (k) of this realization is determined by
cluster with particle numbev%e , W= A? — ZZe_ and agas the usual maximization of the information entropy under the
with particle numberg\ ™" v(\;)soék) 18 =V\lyg?. No-  constraint of the average energy and a sharp constraingon th
tice that the gas density and isospin can in principle depenBassAwt and isospirtior eqs.(B6)[(6l7). We define the tofal

on the realizatiortk) but do not depend on the c¢l). Indeed ~ free energy of each realizatigk) as:

the nucleon gas density is uniform over the volume because M |

we have divided it in cells only for convenience, and the-vari Fot(k) = Fei(k) = TVIn (23 (k)zf;) ’ (68)
ation of gas particle numbers is just due to the variation of ;i

Wigner-Seitz volumes.

; ; _ (K =efiy-
The total number of particles in the ce\ws I\S\',)S varies Fa(k) = Zni Fa(i); (69)
from one cell to the other, but the total number of particles ! 3
in the volumeV is the same for each realizatigk): Fg(i) —E®—TInV=Tln Cp— §T In Ae. (70)
K k
t= Z ni( )(Ael +szoé )), (60) Itis interesting to remark that the cluster free energy at th
thermodynamic limit ed{70) differs from the cluster frae e
lot = Zn Ie +szy ) (61)  ergy in the Wigner-Seitz cell ef.(b3). Indeed the number of
states for the center-of-mass motion has to be calculated ov
V — z nik ws (62) the whole volume:
|

Vo (2mA\ 2
Since we are at the thermodynamic limit, these three condi- Zexp it = 3 : (71)
: . . ZmAe (2mh) B

tions are in reality only two

Aot Z ( +szog ) This is well known from solid state physics and leads to the

PB=—— , (63) Blochtheorem: even if the ions are localized at fixed posgtio
v Z VW)S in the Coulomb lattice, their center of mass motion is a plane
o i (94 +V ) wave over the whole volunie[92,193].

= ot ! ° ng . (64) Thanks to the thermodynamic limit, the partition sums are
v >ih | ws now factorized

We can then characterize a realizatigs) by the fragment B Mel\V
distribution and the gas isoscalar and isovector dendities Zp(PB,Yp) = Zexp[—BFd(k)] (ZEI Zle?) : (72)
{ni(k),i =1,.. .,oo,pék),yék)} where novx,ni(k> is the number of - o ) ] )
occurrences of the Wigner-Seitz céi) constituted of a gas 1 "€ Probability of realizatiorik) is then simply given by:

(k) K (i) (@) (i) i ;
pg .Yy ,aclustere’ lg’ and a volume&,; suniquely defined 1
by the neutrality condition which has to be fulfilled in each Pp(k) = zg exp[—BFa (k)] (73)
cell
(M) () 5K
Ze' +\ Y
=W — pp = yppe. (65)

1 note that here “total” has another meaning than in Ely. (1)

Vs
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with We can see that we recover a SNA expression which we have

already shown converges towards the exact result at zero tem

ZEI (pBa ypv p97 yg) = Z eXp[—BFd (k)] . (74) perature_
The value ofA, Z can be deduced from the equations of state
Z¢ is the canonical partition sum of an ensemble of fully

. B adIn ZB
independent clusters, for a total mass numgr=Vpg and g =—T——"|yg; (81)
isospinlg = VY. We note by passing that we can easily ex- 9pe
tend this result to the case where we allow mixing of différen T dInzg | (82)
Pg,Yg by considering ed.(T2) as a constrained partition sum. Hs= dyg 'P®’

In that case, the total partition sum has to be defined as ) )
which can also be written as

\Y \Y
Zg(ps,yp):ZZE'(pB,yp,pé,y'g;) (iEM(pé,y'g;)) (ZE') : o 9(=TInzg — pepe

(75) Jps
The explicit calculation oZf' is a classical problem[51, 9(=TInzg — piays)

) |YB; (83)

0= . 84
[94], and its solution is given by: Y} e (84)
nk) Integrating these equations leads to:
(wg (A, Z)) he

4=y B e (76) d(—TInzz — pspe —k(ys)) = 0; (85)
WAz Mz d (~TInzg — psys —h(pe)) = 0. (86)

where or also

e _ _pre

WB(AZ) = exp|-BFE(A S, Ye)| .  (7T) 4 (—TInzs — 1aps — Hsys) = 0. @)

the sum runs over all possible realizations of the systerh SUCThis is exactly the same minimization problem as in section

that the total number of particlesAg, nﬂf)z is the number of [TA] with the difference that now the variables a#ed, iy s
occurrences of clustek, Z in the realizatiork, and Fhe prod- becausepg, Y, are fixed. This physically means that the fact
uct runs over r-clusters, Z or e-clusterAe, Ze equivalently,  of considering a large number of Wigner Seitz cell has elim-
since the two are scal_ed by a factor which is constagp if _inated the conservation constraint betweed and pg, yq:
andyg are constant. This partition sum can be calculated withyensity and isospin fluctuations are allowed in each Wigner-
a Monte-Carlo technique[51] or also analytically via & lecu  seitz cell because the conservation law applies only to the
sive relatiorl[86, 94]. macroscopic system.

Nit'ce that for a finite system the total volunve = As a consequence, the equilibrium sharing equations are
Si ni( )Vi is a fluctuating quantity, and onlf is the same slightly modified:
event by event. However this is a not problem, because the

conservation law is applied to the total density. ‘3_Ee|5 = Ug Po— Pg + s Pod — Yg + 3T
It is instructive to consider the SNA limit of a representa- OA '%PaYe Po Po 2A
tive cluster. Let us suppose that the average multiplioéy-d dIncg _
sity <naz > /V ~ 1/ <Mvs(A,Z, pB.Y8, Pg.Yg) > for agiven +T—A 15.00.y5° (88)
A=A Z=Zand<naz>=~0,VA#£A,Z+Z, or equivalently JE® don A
. . Po Pg Yg
let us suppose that we consider only the most probable clus- %IA,,,_-)g,yg = A+ %—(IJB_ + Uz3=)
ter in the partition sum. Sincy = nA, Iy = n(A—2Z) we . Po dPo dlpo
immediately get L3P 9 ;NG 89
. 2 oolpo—pg d5 T T a5 Aee (89
__ («5a2) |
Z8 (nAnZ) = e (78)  Wwith
' aln ZE'M
and H=—T—sr— (90)
INZ& (WAN,NZ/V) = ——| “%§A2))" 79 amiﬂM
nﬁ(n/ an/ )_\mn n ) ( ) ugE—T 0yB ) (91)
4

where we have used the Stirling approximation neglectirg th
—nterm: In(n!) ~ niInn—n = ninn, and we have introduced
the free energy densities asTInzg = —TInZz/V. Using

We can also notice that in the linilt — O the sharing equa-

tions atT = 0 that we have obtained, by imposing exact con-
> servation laws within the cells, are recovered as they shoul
eq.[72) and ed.(38) the partition sum becomes Indeed in this limit the system is periodic and the global-con

1 servation law is equivalent to a local (within the cell) cens

~TiInzg(pe.Yp) = VWSFws(A_s Z,pg.Yg Pp)- (80)  vation law.
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C. the grandcanonical NSE is given by:

Re(k) = —TVInZ(pp) + 3 nF%0),  (95)

The canonical treatment of the previous section is formally |

correct, but has the disadvantage of being extremely expen-
sive from the computational point of view. For this reason, awith
grandcanonical formulation appears more appealini and hafflb ORot

been preferentially invoked in the star matter literatdge an_(k)
47,149 50 52, 83]. | i k
To formulate this problem, we consider a very large vol- = FE’(i) —TVV(\}’S) Inig (K) + Hel (Ze +ppg V\}S>)

umeV — oo which contains a numbem — o of a-priori 96
different Wigner-Seitz cells, and introduce two external L (96)
grange multipliers to impose the average isoscalar an@sov where the derivation is taken at constagtyg, ngk),j £i. The

tor densities over the whole volume. As in the previous sec- q ical . mék) d ined by the f
tion, a possible realization of the system is noted by anxnde 9'and-canonica occupatio are determined by the free

fth ivalent one-bod blem, ing that th
k:{ni(k>,i:1,...,oo}whereni is the number of occurrences, energy of the equivalent one-body problem, meaning that the

L . . ) > directly depend on the electron chemical potential. Notice
within the volumeV, of an arbitrary Wigner-Seitz cell consti- y cep b

k ; N . that in principle alsd=3(i) depends on the total proton den-
) 1@ B
tuted of a cluster with particle numberS), | a{)ld ?rﬁastvzltr sity through the Coulomb screening term, therefore it sthoul
. The tota

particle numbersAS = Vv(\}’ls(> P!Sk)_v 'él) = Vv(\}’lsqyé also give rise to extra rearrangementterms. However tiia ex
number of particles in the ceA\('N)S I\g\',)svaries from one cell term ng/ﬁpp-dpp/ﬁni 0V~ is negligible in the thermo-

to the other, but the total number of particles in the volime  dynamic limit. The total Gibbs one-body free energy of each
(or more precisely, the total density and proton fractiamces  realization(k) is obtained by Legendre transformation with
we are at the thermodynamic limit — «), are fixed by the  respect to the total baryon number and isospin. This amounts

externally imposed chemical potentiglsandpis. These den-  to introducing as usual two chemical potentiajs 115 accord-
sities, as well as the average cluster multiplicites; >g,;,,, ing to:

and the gas densities pg >, < yg >, is what we want to cal- 0 0
culate. ot (K) Z ny (Hépwer Ué'ws) (97)
As we have already discussed, the gas density and isospin

could in principle depend on the realizati¢k) but do not  \we can see that we can define auxiliary chemical potentials as
depend on the celii). The Wigner-Seitz volume is uniquely

defined by the neutrality condition €g.{65) in the cell Hs = g — Hel/2 ; M3 = Hg+ Hel/2 (98)

_ 2(0) such as to make formally disappear the electron contributio

yik &7 92) inthe cluster free energy:
WS 0 p(k) ( )
P~ Ppg
(k) = ~TVInZ + Zn 9 (Fgl) —TVE nZM K))
The total Helmholtz free energy of each realizatigq) is _ _
given by eql(&B): - Z” 9 e (A M58 05 ) + s (16 + W ve”) |
Fot(K z nl ( . VB ( M (k)2 )) . (93) (99)
Using the mean-field relations of uniform nuclear matter:

We can see that, because of the dependengg ofithe elec- InZM  _|nZAM 100
tron free energy, this equation defines a self-consisteraty-p Breus — N2 (Po:Yo) + BHepg +Blayg.  (100)

lem. Indeed we have: we can see that the gas densities are uniquely determined by
) o ik the external chemical potentials, and independent of thle re
(K) z0 + p,()g)vv(\}’s) ization, as we could expect:
Pp = z Ny (94) M
: dln ZE'UBIJS
po=T— 1

17}
showing that our variational variablési(k)} are not indepen- dlnzﬁ?"

dent variables. As it is well known in the framework of the - T Blisks
self-consistent mean-field theoky [95], an equivalent body Yg ous
problem can be formulated corresponding to the same infor- (i)

mation entropy, therefore to the same set of occupations a&e can then writd,/s —sz P’ = g, ¥4
in the self-consistent problem, but with a different free en lb(k) _ —TVInz"""

ergy corresponding to independent particles, which caostai ot _
rearrangement terms. These rearrangement terms willeexpli + Zn [ ® o Aé) |(>) TVv(vs) In Bu " }

itly appear in the one-body occupations of the self-coantst

problem. The free energy of the equivalent one-body problem (103)

| s (101)

g (102)

(o =Yg, and:
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where we have defined the in-medium modified cluster Gibbspproach is fully exhausted by the construction of the panti
energy: sum, and no extra variation of the energy functional has to be
. o performed. This means that we can easily use fully realistic
Bugus (A 05 Pg, Yg, Pp) = Fg — HeAe — Uisle. (104)  functionals for the cluster free-energies with no extra atim
cal cost. For the applications shown in this section, we luse t
tables of experimental masses of Awdial. [67] and, in or-
der to extend the pool of nuclei for which pairing and shell
effects are accounted for, evaluated masses of Duflo-Zuker
[91] for the vacuum energies, the full list of low-lying reso
nances for light nuclei for the degeneracy fadgr and real-
meaning that the gas contribution becomes completely inddstic level densities fitted from experimental data from|g#]
pendent of the cluster contribution, and fully determingd b in eq.[52). Only when this information is not available (or

The thermodynamic limit implies that all the realizatioms-c
respond to the same (infinite) volume:

V=3 %, (105)
|

the chemical potentials to make the quantitative comparisons with SNA as in section
. o [ITD), we switch to the Skyrme-LDM mass model. Moreover,
12 (k)=—-TVIn (zf;' ﬁL'\IABUs) +5 | >G[‘ESHE%(AQ, 1, we explicitly consider isospin inhomogeneities in the &pat
|

distribution of clusters due to Coulomb and skin effectsisTh
is done considering that the bulk asymmelirgntering in the
n-medium correction to the cluster energies does not coin-
cide with the global asymmetly A= 1—2Z/A, as proposed
b b i Y g in ref.[65] (see ed.{6)). This equation is consistentlyed]
7= ZGXP[—ﬁ ot(k)} = (Zf; ZEI“B%) Zguguy:  (107)  with eq.[3) which gives the isospin dependence of the satura
tion density[[59]. It was shown in ref, [59,166] that accounti
with for the difference between bulk and global asymmetry is a
crucial point to obtain, within a cluster model, energy func

| K . tionals compatible with microscopic calculations. Agalme
Z8 e = Zexp [—B Iz nGg “Bua(u)] (108) P P 9

(106)
We are ready to calculate the one-body equivalent gran
canonical partition sum

B difference betweed andl /A is neglected in the numerical
applications of sectiodn IITD, in order to compare the NSE and

n
® [exp(—ﬁGﬁuBus(i))} SNA approaches within the same definitions for the physical
=] ZO o (109) ingredients.
b= o Our final result, eqf.TOILADA.A12) is formally very
=[] eXPWp g5 (i) (110)  close to the different existing versions of grandcanonseal
i tended NSEEEQHESE? 53]. This is not surprising,
With eq.[110) have recovered a NSE-like expression for thesince these equations simply state that all the different-ba
cluster multiplicities onic species are quasi-ideal gases of independent particle
. However, some specificity of the proposed approach should
<M >B g s = WBpigpis (1) (111) pe stressed.

= exp{—ﬁ (FE(A’ 3, Pg;Yg Pp) — HeAe — Hsle)} ., Itis clear from the microscopic treatments of the Wigner
Seitz cell at zero temperature that any realistic finite tem-
(112) perature model has to include in some way interactions be-
where the electron energy density and entropy density arg(veenthe cIuster;. The way oflmplementmgthese in medium
KNOWn. effects is not unique, and the different treatments lead to
Itis interesting to notice that the baryonic componentgelu & considerable spread in the predictions of extended NSE
ters as well as gas) only depend on the baryonic part of the tgnodels[6D].
tal chemical potentialgis, u3. These chemical potentials are  The viewpoint we have taken in this paper is that the very
not the thermodynamic potentials conjugated to the dessiti definition of a Wigner-Seitz cell implies that WS cells are th
Ug, 15 which determine the thermodynamics; indeed they aréorrect variables that can be treated as independent degree
shifted of the electron contribution. This explains why theof freedom. This fully fixes the in-medium effect under the
phase transition is quenched in stellar matter even if thg-ba unique hypothesis that each cell contains only one boursd clu
onic chemical potentiglig has a backbending behavior as ater. As we have discussed in the introduction, this hypashes
function of the baryonic density. This point will be further which is employed by all the existing models in the litera-
discussed in sectidn IlIE. The backbending behaviougf ture, is certainly not completely correct in general and som
was observed in ref5.[81,186], but it was interpreted as m sigcluster-cluster interaction should be taken into acc@fitio
of ensemble inequivalende [86] or of instability[81], sirthe ~ improve the present description.
rearrangement terms coming from the electron contribution The result of building a model on independent WS cells is
were not discussed in those papers. that a NSE-like expression can be recovered for the cluster
From a practical point of view, the numerical implementa-abundances, but with some specific features which insute tha
tion of the NSE model is simpler than the one if its approxima-the zero temperature limit is properly obtained. Specifical
tion, namely the SNA. Indeed the variational character ef th we can see from e.(Il12) that the variable conjugated to the
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chemical potentials is not the physical cluster siaeZ) but

the reduced valu¢Ae,Ze) (eqsi(B)[(¥)) which represents its
bound part. Moreover, the cluster free energy has to be mod-
ified according to ed.(33) if one wants that in-medium effect
are limited to a modification of the surface tension.

D. NSE versus SNA

To compare in greater detail the SNA to the NSE results,
we can evaluate the most probable cluster mass and isospin
A, | predicted by the NSE. This is obtained by maximizing the
argument of the exponential in dq.(111):

e-AgA A5l (MeV), Y(A) (arb. units)

60 80 100 120 140 160 180
A

B
i
a

F
O I

dGe :d(Fe— - |):o. 113

B.keHs B HeAe = Hale ( ) FIG. 11. (Color online). Constrained cluster free energyde =
Sincepy, yq are fixed, we can equivalently put to zero the par-1073 fm=3, T = 1.5 MeV in B-equilibrium with chemical potentials
tial derivatives with respect t8e, le, O With respect ta, &. corresponding to the NSE (full line) and SNA (dashed linedelp

) ; . for a fixed cluster proton fraction corresponding to the mimn of
The first choice leads to: the constrained free energy. The arrow gives the SNA saiufitie
5F§ dotted line gives the NSE multiplicity distribution in atfairy units.
H3 = EIN |Ae.09.¥g3 (114)
OFE" ) )
Up = mhe,pg’yg. (115) Conversely, we have seen that the same result as in this

grandcanonical approach is obtained if we consider a canoni
These equations look very different from the equilibrium cal problem with a large number of Wigner-Seitz cells. This i
equations[(55).(86) corresponding to the SNA. However theyot surprising, because the neighboring cells act as acfgarti
are far from being in a closed form. Indeed, the dependenckath.
on Ae, le of G¥ is highly non trivial: This resultimplies that we do not necessarily expect that th
e e most probable cluster obtained in the complete NSE model
F5(A.0) =Fg(A(Ae,0(Ae;le)), 0(Ae.le)), (116)  exactly coincides with the result of the SNA approximation.
: . This effect however turns out to be very small. A much more
m?ice>:1€otfht$1g?vl?/gr::?)ir;)(lzgdéja%t:fig;: obtained from the so important source of difference between SNA and NSE is ex-
pected when the NSE distribution has multiple peaks of com-

le _— po(d) 5. Yo ). (117) parable height. In that case tfj@s, yp) of the total distribution
Ae  po(d) —pg po(8) )’ for a given set of chemical potentials is not the same as the on
Po(3) — p of the most probable cluster. This induces a non negligible
Ac= AW. (118)  shift between SNA and NSE even at very low temperatures.
0

This point is explained in Fig.l1 which shows the in-
This coupling will induce an effective coupling between the medium modified cluster free energy €ql(53) as a function of
isoscalar and isovector chemical potential. After someladg the cluster size. The free energy has been constrained with
we get: two Lagrange multipliers, corresponding to the chemical po
tentials obtained in the SNA and NSE model at an arbitrarily

e

di 5= U Po— Pg + ﬂ3p06 — Yy + 3r 4T dlncg |5.,§§1999) chosen thermodynamic point belonging to Brequilibrium

JA Po Po 2A oA T trajectory,og = 10 2 fm 3, T = 1.5 MeV, y, = 0.08503. To

oE® al1 Yg dpo Pg dpo allow a one-dimensional representation, a cut has been done

35 la=HsA( 1+ o2 d& +Hs pZ do with a plane whosél — 2-Z/A)-value is as close as possible
3 1 d dlnc to the corresponding value of the constrained free energy mi
S1Py Apo _B|Ap Yo+ (120) imum. The observed staggering stems from discrete values
2 popo—pg do 95 T of (1—2-Z/A) and, forA < 186, structure effects accounted

These equations are similar, but not identical to the SNAequ for in the experimental binding energy. The NSE abundan-
tions [5%)[[56). The difference arises from the fact that th Cies are also represented in arbitrary units. We can see that
Wigner-Seitz volume as a variational variable in the SNAthe NSE abundancies correctly follow the shape of the con-
approach induces a complex coupling between the differerfitrained free energy, as implied by €q.(112). This mearts tha
equations_ In the NSE' the most probab|e Wigner-SeitZ V0|f0r identical values of the chemical pOtentIa|S in the twadmo

ume is trivially defined by the condition els, the optimal SNA cluster (indicated by an arrow in the ex-
_ ample shown in the figure) should exactly coincide with the
Vivs— Ze (121) most probable NSE cluster. However, allowing clusters of

Pp— Ppg’ any arbitrary size and composition obviously alters the -map
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ping between density and chemical potential. The deviation 70F=—_ g | T

of chemlcal pqtentlals is typically very small (for the exalm 60 P NS

shown in the figure, we hayas = —12.929(—12.889) MeV , sof A i

pz = 13.547(13.507) MeV for NSE (SNA)), butitis sufficient _ - T <F

to modify the position of the constrained energy minimum. As s} . wlk

a consequence, a SNA treatment cannot correctly identfy th 2 ’ T i .

most probable cluster. 0F 2or Do

o (o) [(b) 1 Pe=107 frm’

NSE predictions were already compared to the SNA obgigegy 15951515 0 0405 08 1 iz 14 16 15 2

approximation, both at fixed proton fraction and [ T (MeV) T (MeV)

equilibrium, in Figs[8 and]9 above. We have seen that, except,,, -
the very low densities where light cluster degrees of freedo

are important, at low temperature the NSE model is very close
to SNA. However the consideration of clusters of all sizets na * .: g
urally leads to a reduction of the cluster size at high dgnsit | : or
and high temperature, similar to the LS equation of state be- “°F

100 -

cause of the particular treatmentmfparticles in that model. 28 =107 fm= 20 5= 107 fm
Itis however important to notice that in the complete NGE o™ ge55 1431416582 ©“64 06 05 1 15 14 16 15 2
particles are only abundant for matter close to isospin sym- T (MeV) T (MeV)

metry, while more neutron rich hydrogen and helium isotopes
prevall in neutron rich mat'ger. This aspect, WhICh by. N r .FIG. 12. (Color online).  Structure of the (P)NS crust at
tion cannot be addressed in the LS model, will be discussed I3 _equilibrium as a function of temperature for different \esof

greater detail later. the baryonic densitpg = 106,1074,103,102 fm~3. Solid and

At higher temperature the NSE distribution is spread ovedashed lines correspond to predictions of SNA and, resydyti
a large domain of cluster sizes and isospin (see the panel (Injost abundant cluster in NSE. Dotted lines correspond tavbeage
of Fig. [10), and the deviation both with SNA and with the heavy @ > 20) cluster atomic mass in NSE. Standard NSE predic-
LS equation of state becomes very large. In particular, théions are plotted agaist predictions of a modified NSE (NS&hgre
abundances are dominated by light resonances and the hedlq_;gcluster lighter tha\ = 20 is allowed to exist. In SNA Skyrme-

cluster yield becomes increasingly negligible with insiag M [58] binding energies have been used. In NSE, experialent
temperature. data [67] have been used for the binding energies of nuclides

. . . A < 16 and Skyrme-LDM|[68] predictions otherwise. The consid-
A more detailed comparison between SNA and NSE iSyeq effective ir¥teraction iIsE;EYFZL

given by Figs.[IR and 13 in terms of the unique/most prob-
able cluster mass and, respectively, relative mass fractio
unbound nucleons. For NSE, the most abundant cluster maggst of unbound nucleons. At the highest denpity= 102

is plotted against the average mass of heavy clustersailyitr  fm—3 the opposite holds. The extreme neutron enrichment
defined as clusters with > 20. of B-equilibrated matter favors copious production of isospin
As in the previous figure, Fig._12 shows that, whatever theasymmetric hydrogen and helium isotopes leaving thus less
density, increasing temperature leads to an increasedtd®vi unbound nucleons. The suppresion of clusters with 20
between the average SNA composition and the most probableed curves) confirms the above reasoning by showing a per-
NSE cluster. A huge part of this difference can be explainedect agreement between SNA and NSE everywhere except
by the importance of accounting for (a variety of) light elus pg = 107¢ fm~—3andT > 1.3 MeV wherep /pg — 0 .
ters which are entropically favored at increasing tempeeat The global behavior of thg-equilibrated matter composi-
This is confirmed by red curves that correspond to a "modiion in the NSE model is shown in Fids.114]15. In Figl 14 av-
ified” NSE obtained by artificially switching to zero the sta- erage mass, charge and mass fraction of he&wy20) nuclei
tistical weight of all clusters lighter thatv= 20. We can see are plotted as a function of density for temperatures rangin
that neglecting light clusters considerably approaches ®N  from 0.4 to 2 MeV. Fig.[I5 presents, for the same temper-
NSE, even if residual differences still persist partialgchuse  atures, the mass fractions of unbound neutrons and protons
of the shift in chemical potentials discussed above. A comiogether with the mass fraction of different light specis, (
plementary view is offered Fi§.13. At intermediate deesiti 3H, “He, A>*H, A~5He) as a function of density. As men-
(ps = 104,107 fm~3) and T > 0.5 MeV, SNA and NSE tioned in the figure captions, in these cases experimerital va
predictions agree in the percentage of unbound nucleams, thues [67] and DZ10 [91] predictions have been used for nuclear
indicating that the chemical potentials of the two modelgeha masses. The unbound nucleon component s treated according
close values (recall that at a given temperature the gastdensto SLYA4.
only depends on the chemical potential). We can again observe the nice convergence towards the
At variance with this, the extreme densities show a strongero temperature composition of the Wigner-Seitz cell, elé w
reduction of the nucleon gas in NSE with increasing tem-as the complex behavior as a function of density for all tem-
perature. At the lowest density displaypg = 1076 fm—3 peratures, leading to a melting of the clusters in the nuclea
where matter as a whole is close to isospin symmetry, thisnedium at a density of the order pg = 0.01 fm™3. As it
comes from the enhanced production?f and*He at the  is well known in the literature, the exact value of the transi
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FIG. 13. (Color online). The same as in figlird 12 for the unidoun
nucleons mass fraction.

tion density depends on the effective interaction. We do not o
try to make such a study here because the presence of defor-
mation degrees of freedom in the form of pasta phases, here
neglected, would most probably modify the value of the tran- A A N L
sition density. Inspection of Fig._1l5 reveals the impor&anc 7 6 s 4E 2 1

of accounting for all the different light nuclear speciesian 109,0(Pg(fm ™))

not limiting to deuteron and-particles. This is true for any

proton fraction, but particularly clear in the very neutrash _ o _
matter implied byB-equilibrium, where light unbound reso- FIG. 14. .(.Color online). NSE results ﬁtfeqylllbrlum for @ffer-
nances completely dominate, together with unbound nesLtronem densities and temperatures (expressed in MeV and listé

ey legend). Upper and middle panels: average mass andctomi

the matter composition at high temperature. The consider wumbers of clusters heavier than= 20. Lower panel: correspond-

tion of light p_artlclt_as of all species, ln_cludlng heavy hger ing mass fraction. Experimental and DZ10/[91] nuclear massee
gens and helions, is natural and easy in the context of & NSkeen considered for clusters. The SLY4 effective inteoactivas

model. However to our knowledge no SNA approach includegsed for the unbound nucleon component.

such particles in the description of the average WignetzSei

cell, even if a very promising step in this direction was re-

cently undertaken in ref5.[68,164]. This underlines aghin t wherefg denotes the baryonic part and the Coulomb interac-

importance of going beyond the SNA approximation in thetion part between protons and electrons, dgd= —T Inzg'.

finite temperature stellar problem. The relations[{413) between density and chemical poteréal a
shifted because of the electron contribution

i 1 1
E. Thermodynamics and electrons U — U = U+ Ellel DMz =z — Eﬂela (123)

The problem of the grandcanonical formulation which hasand the curvature of the constrained free energy densitigs a
been recently observeéd|81) 86] is that baryonic matteriat su mented of a positive term as:
saturation densities presents a first order liquid-gasetias-
sition which is signaled by the fact that a huge part of the 0%t dus | 10
phase diagram is jumped over if one imposes constant chemi- d—pé N d—pg 2 0pel
cal potential$[51, 86].

As we have discussed in section]I E, this instability is not  This quenching of the phase transition has as a practical
physical and only comes from the fact that the electron conconsequence that a one-to-one correspondence between den-
tribution is neglected in the instability analysis. If tHeeron  sity and chemical potential exists in stellar matter, megni

free energy is accounted for, the dependence of the fregyenerthat it is possible to describe all the possible density gomé-
density on the baryonic density reads tions in a grandcanonical treatment, provided the electoon

tribution is accounted for. In that case, the ensemble equiv
f(ps,pp) = (P8, Pp) + fei(Pp), (122) lence is recovered and the associated partitions are by con-

(124)
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FIG. 16. (Color online). Behavior of the constrained freergy
in B-equilibrium (u_ = 0) for the clusterized phase (full line) and
the homogeneous phase (dashed line) at different valubs afary-
onic chemical potentialg mentioned in the key legend (in MeV).
Experimental binding energies and predictions of the l@pater
mass model of Duflo-Zuker are used for the nuclear clustensthie
unbound nucleon gas the SLY4 effective interaction has beed.
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FIG. 17. (Color online). Fragment mass distributions cgpoad-

FIG. 15. (Color online). NSE mass fractions of unbound noiege  ing to B-equilibrium, T=2 MeV and different baryonic densities (ex-
and2H, 3H, 3He, *He, A~24H and”=5He atB—equilibrium for dif- pressed in fm3) as listed in the key legend. The numbers next to

ferent densities and temperatures expressed in MeV aed listhe  peaks specify the charge number of the most abundant nucleus
key legend. Experimentdl [67] and DZ10]91] data have beex us
for the binding energies. The SLY4 effective interactiorswaed for
the unbound nucleon component. Note that X-axis range isheot

) sity than the homogeneous system, for all chemical potentia
same in all panels.

up to aboutug = 14 MeV. For the highest considered chem-
ical potential, 15 MeV, the constrained energy minimum cor-
responds to homogeneous matter. This means that the first or-
struction identical to the ones obtained in a canonical hode ger phase transition is restricted to a density domain betwe
as we have explicitly demonstrated in sectionsJITB.III C. aboutpg = 0.07 andpg = 0.09 fm=3. These values obvi-
It is however in principle perfectly possible that a resid- ously depend on the temperature and on the effective interac
ual convexity persists in the constrained free endrgyl(124) tion, but still the associated density discontinuity is smaeall
that case, a first order phase transition reminiscent ofdiqu to have any observable effects. Moreover, we have to stress
gas would survive in stellar matter. Such a phenomenologggain that we have disregarded deformation degrees of free-
was recently suggested in réf.[81] and evidenced, for T=0, i dom in this model. The inclusion of highly deformed pasta
Fig.6(b). clusters would lead to a lowering of the clusterized phase, a
To answer to this question’ we show in 5316 the Comparan extra shrinking of the possible transition domain.
ison between the constrained free energy energy density of Figurd LT shows the detailed matter composition in the high
the clusterized Wigner-Seitz cell, and the one correspandi density region close to the transition to homogeneous matte
to homogeneous matter, for different values of the baryoni®ominance of exotic light nuclei d$1, **He, ’Li, ?°Be,??Be
chemical potential (mentioned in the key legend), at a repreis worthwhile to note meaning that it is very important to ac-
sentative temperature of 2 MeV. We can see that the clustecount for light clusters in that domain. It is therefore pbkes
ized phase systematically presents a lower free energy dethat smoother transitions would be observed between the dif
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ferent pasta phases, and between the pasta phase and hoitess in each thermodynamic condition modifies the relation
geneous matter, if light clusters were accounted for. Weelea between density and chemical potential with respect toithe s
this point to future developments. gle nucleus approximation. As a consequence, stellar matte
predictions of this improved NSE model differ from the SNA
approximation even at the level of the most probable compo-
IV.  CONCLUSIONS sition, and even at temperatures lower than 1 MeV.
We have specifically shown quantitative applicationgin
In this paper we have presented a unified treatment of thequilibrium. The dominant configuration is a mixture of clus
stellar matter composition and equation of state in the subters of different mass and atomic numbers. This effect is due
saturation regime, which can be applied at any temperatur@t low density to the non-monotonic behavior of the cluster e
density and proton fraction. ergies due to shell and sub-shell closures, and at hightgtensi
The basic idea of the model is to consider stellar matter as & the flatness or multi-minima of the free-energy landscape
statistical mixing of independent Wigner-Seitz cells. Tine  for very neutron rich matter. None of these features can be
dividual composition in terms of bound and unbound parsicle accounted in a SNA approach. In addition to the multi-peaked
does not minimize the free energy density, but the combinacluster distribution we have seen that very light clustersear
tion of different cells does. with a probability compared to the one of heavier clusters.
The result is a set of NSE-like equations for the clusterThis feature is accounted in the Lattimer-Swesty SNA model
abundancies, where both the bulk and the surface part of they includinga-particles in the single representative Wigner-
cluster self-energies are modified by the presence of free nipeitz cell. We can see that this is physically correct at the
cleon scattering states, and a high energy cut naturally agowest densities, which g@-equilibrium correspond to matter
pears in the cluster internal state partition sum. The modeglose to isospin symmetry. Conversely, in very asymmetric
dependence of the finite temperature model is thus limited tohatter as it can be found @tequilibrium at higher density,
the model dependence of the treatment of the Wigner-Seitthe most probable light cluster is nevea particle, but rather
cell, which in turn is very well constrained by microscopic the last bound isotope of H and He. It is therefore clear that
calculations, with a residual uncertainty limited to thende at finite temperature other light particles thanhave to be
sity dependence of the symmetry energy in the underlying efincluded in the equilibrium.
fective interaction, and the detailed treatment of thepsos
dependent surface tension. In the present applicatiomes, th
in-medium modifications are treated in the local density ap- ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
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