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Abstract. We suggest the generalization of the Anomalous Magneto-Hydro-Dynamics
(AMHD) in the chiral plasma of a neutron star (NS) accounting for the mean spin in the ul-
trarelativistic degenerate electron gas within the magnetized NS core as a continuing source
of the chiral magnetic effect. Using the mean field dynamo model generalized in AMHD,
one can obtain the growth of a seed magnetic field up to 10'® G for an old non-superfluid
NS at its neutrino cooling era ¢t < 10 yr, while neglecting any matter turbulence within its
core and assuming the rigid NS rotation. The application of the suggested approach to the
evolution of magnetic fields observed in magnetars, B ~ 10'° G, should be self-consistent
with all approximations used in the suggested laminar dynamo, at least, up to the jumps of
growing fields.
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1 Introduction

The axial Ward anomaly known as Adler-Bell-Jackiw (ABJ) anomaly for the axial-vector
current in QED was used to formulate the chiral magnetic effect (CME) [1, 2] in different
media such as QCD plasma [3, 4] or the hot plasma of the early Universe [5].

There are multiple attempts to apply the chiral magnetic phenomena in astrophysics.
First, we mention recent refs. [6, 7], where the Anomalous Magneto-Hydro-Dynamics (AMHD)
turbulence is used to generate strong magnetic fields in a protoneutron star (PNS) and ex-
plain observed magnetic fields in some compact stars called magnetars [8]. The AMHD is
applied in ref. [9] to account for high linear velocities of pulsars. Let us also mark the recent
development on laminar and turbulent dynamos in the AMHD, called the chiral magneto-
hydrodynamics in ref. [10], applied both for the hot plasma in early universe and in PNS in
ref. [11].

A seed magnetic field in PNS can be amplified if the CME is accounted for in the
system of chiral fermions. This amplification model is based on the appearance of the chiral
imbalance ns(tg) = (nr — n1,) # 0 at the initial moment ¢y, where ng ,(to) are the initial
densities of right and left electrons, which arises owing to the left electron capture p + ey, —
n—+ver, in a corresponding PNS. Nevertheless the application of the AMHD for the generation
of a magnetic field in a neutron star (NS), driven by the CME, fails. The failure of this
approach is because of the fast spin-flip due to Coulomb collisions of electrons in NS plasma
resulting in n5 — 0 during ~ 107115 [12].

In the present work, we look for alternative mechanisms to support the CME during
a time much longer than 10~!'s accounting both for the chiral vortical effect (CVE) [13],
which is proportional to the vorticity w = V x v, and the chiral separation effect (CSE) [14],
given by the mean spin in magnetized plasma. In particular, we study the saturation regime,
Oins = 0, resulting in ns = const. It arises due to the CSE when a magnetic field feeds the



chiral imbalance ps(B) = (ur — p1)/2 # 0. It happens in the presence of the non-uniform
mean spin S(x,t) ~ p(r)B, where p.(r) is the electron chemical potential in the NS core.

Then we study the generation of strong magnetic fields driven by the CME in a non-
superfluid NS at late stages of its evolution without any turbulence within the NS core.
Note that the turbulence (convection) is rather specific for a nascent NS because of the huge
neutrino emission rate ~ 1052 erg-s~! leading to the generation of magnetic fields in PNS at
the first seconds after a supernova (SN) explosion [15].

Thus, instead of the standard MHD dynamo mechanism based on the parameter aygp
given by the kinetic helicity [16], anxup =~ $7corr(u- (V x 1)), where u is the random (fluctua-
tion) velocity and Teoy is the correlation time, we apply the CME originated by the presence
of the non-uniform chiral imbalance ps(x,t) ~ V - S(x,t). In this situation, the helicity
parameter aavmaD ~ M5(X,t) leads to the instability of a seed magnetic field in NS. Note that
such a pseudo-scalar field, resulting from the mean spin, has no relation to an effective axion
field discussed in ref. [17].

The work is organized as follows. In section 2, we present the full set of AMHD equations
completed by the evolution equation for the chiral anomaly density ns(x,t) ~ ps(x,t). In
section 3, we derive the complete system of the evolution equations for the chiral imbalance
is(x,t) and the magnetic field B(x,t) assuming the rigid NS rotation, € = const. Then, in
section 4, we compare the action of the CME versus the CVE and then the CSE versus the
axial current ja proportional to the vorticity w.

In section 5, we consider the saturation regime Oyus(x,t) = 0 that allows to reduce
the system of the evolution equations in AMHD to the single nonlinear Faraday equation
for B(x,t). In section 5.1, we present the approximate solution of this Faraday equation
using a?-dynamo approach when adopting the magnetic field in the form of the Chern-
Simons wave. Then, in section 5.2, we derive the closed system of the evolution equations for
the azimuthal components of the axisymmetric 3D magnetic field: B, = B(r,0,t) and the
potential A, = A(r,0,t). For this purpose we use the mean field dynamo model [18] modified
here in AMHD. In section 5.3, using the low mode approximation in a thin layer just under the
NS crust, r < Rng, we derive finally the closed system of the ordinary differential equations
for the four amplitudes: a;2(t) for the azimuthal potential A and by 2(¢) for the toroidal field
B,. The numerical solution of these equations is illustrated in section 6. Finally, in section 7,
we discuss both useful issues and shortcomings of our approach for the generation of strong
magnetic fields in such NSs as magnetars.

2 AMHD in a neutron star with magnetic field

In this section, we write down the full system of AMHD equations and derive the equation
for the magnetic helicity evolution.

The full set of AMHD equations for a plasma in NS, accounting for both the CME and
the CVE, is given by [19, 20]
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where v is the plasma velocity, p is the matter density, E and B are the electric and magnetic
fields, p is the plasma pressure, o is the electric conductivity, v is the viscosity coefficient,
I'; is the spin flip rate, and aem = €2/47 & (137)7! is the fine structure constant. Here, in
contrast, e.g., to refs. [19, 20], we presented eq. (2.5) in its local form and modified eq. (2.5)
adding a new pseudoscalar term given by the divergence of the mean spin S(x,t).

Equation (2.5) stems from the statistical averaging of the ABJ anomaly,

0 - o e .
5 VY = 2imePysy + o P P (2:6)

completed by losses for ns(x,t) due to the spin-flip through collisions in NS plasma (~ I'f).
In eq. (2.5), n5(x,t) = (YT y59) = nr(x,t) — ny(x,t) is the chiral anomaly density. The
densities of right and left electrons are related to the corresponding chemical potential by
nr,L(x,t) = pd 1(x,t)/6m2. Thus, for us < . one obtains that ns(x,t) = p2(r)us(x,t) /7 in
the NS degeneréte electron gas where () is the non-uniform chemical potential. Using the
results of ref. [21], we get that the conductivity of NS matter at the temperature 7' = 10° K
has the value ¢ ~ 10" MeV.

Finally the new term in kinetic eq. (2.5) contains the mean spin in magnetized plasma,

S(0x,1) = (o = - (G ) Béx.) (2.7
which arises due to the plasma polarization through the motion of massless electrons and
positrons at the main Landau level along the magnetic field; c.f. eq. (2.2) in ref. [23]. Note
that the mean spin in eq. (2.7) does not depend on the plasma temperature. It is known as
the CSE (see, e.g., refs. [14, 25]).

Then, integrating local eq. (2.5) over space, V! [d3z(...), one obtains the master
eq. (3.14) in ref. [23] for the ultrarelativistic plasma E/m =~ > 1 when S,z — S!,

d o a d?s
— (ngr — Eh)=——2 ¢ ([ExA+AB] n)d’S— ¢ (S-n)—. 2.8
i (= Sh) wvfi([ X A+ A0B] - n) ?és( Y 28)
The magnetic helicity density h = V! [ d3z(A - B) in eq. (2.8) evolves as
@—_z/dg—x(E B)_j{(n BAo+ B x AL (2.9)
e v ’ v '

which is known to result in the standard MHD [24]. Note that the evolution of ng 1, and h
in eq. (2.8) is gauge dependent due to the presence of the surface terms.

n ref. [23], the evolution eq. (2.8) stems from the same ABJ anomaly (2.6) without the collision term
~ T'y. The densities nr,L(t) = V' [nr,L(x,t)d*z, as well as the magnetic helicity density h(t), depend on
time only. The sum Scg = S5 + S reduces to the mean spin in eq. (2.7), Seg — S, since Ss, originated by the
mean pseudoscalar (¢eystbe), vanishes in the massless limit me = 0, cf. ref. [26].



3 Evolution of the chiral anomaly in NS

In this section, we derive the modified Faraday equation and the equation for the evolution
of the chiral imbalance accounting for both the CME and the CVE.

Substituting the electric field E from the Maxwell eq. (2.4) into eq. (2.5) and using the
chiral imbalance pus = (ur — pr)/2 = 72ns/u?, we can change the term 2y (E - B)/7 there

as
2
2O‘em(E-B) _ 20 [B-(VxB) (;ﬁ) (%) ne - (e,ue) <w.2B> o (3.1)
m m o 20 e 20 e
Such a modification allows to recast local eq. (2.5) as
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Returning to the chiral imbalance us5(x,t) = 7w2ns5(x,t)/pu?(r), one obtains

B '(VXB)]}_PfM5[1+%+e(ewT;%]_D’):|, (3.3)
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where B = I'jou2/(20em)? = 3.1 x 10* MeV*. The strength of this magnetic field is By ~
106 G, which corresponds to I'y = 10 s71. The electric conductivity is ¢ = 10" MeV [21]
at the temperature 7' = 10° K and . ~ 100 MeV in the NS core?.

Substituting the electric field E from the Maxwell eq. (2.4) into eq. (2.3) one obtains
the induction (Faraday) equation in AMHD,

0B
ot 2m

which completes the system of AMHD egs. (3.3) an ( 4) for the two functions, B(x,t) and
Hs (X’ t) :

Note that we assume the rigid rotation of NS when the dynamo term ~ v in the
Faraday eq. (3.4) vanishes. Indeed, since one neglects the turbulent velocity u, the fluid
velocity v =V + u coincides with the NS rotation V = 2 x r as a whole. For rigid rotation
) = const, the differential rotation is absent, 9Q/9r = 0 and 92/00 = 0. Thus, the first
dynamo term in the Faraday eq. (3.4) vanishes. In addition, we neglect below a small vorticity
term ~ w = V X v both in eq. (3.4) and in eq. (3.3). The validity of this approximation is
discussed in section 4. For such a case we do not need to involve the Navier-Stokes equation,
while the instability of the magnetic field is presented through the last term in eq. (3.4). Here
we assume also a non-uniform chiral imbalance ju5(x,t) = 72ns(x,t)/p2(r) for the stationary
non-uniform electron density in NS, n.(r) = p3(r)/3n? = n.Ye(1 — r?/R%g) [27], where
ne = 1038 cm™3 is the central (neutron) density and Y, ~ 0.04 is the electron abundance.

The formal solution of eq. (3.3) without the small vorticity term ~ w takes the form,

2

20tem
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We put pe stationary and uniform, p. o~ 100 MeV, except of a dependence of the quantum (spin)
contribution ~ S on jte = pe(r), given by the NS density profile n.(r) = p/372, see in eq. (2.7).



In eq. (3.5), the index A(t) = A(x,t) in the exponent reads

A(x.t) = T /t ar <1 + %) , (3.6)

to 0

which is huge?® for times (t—tp) > 107! s. It means that the initial imbalance us(t) vanishes
rapidly in eq. (3.5). However, the main question in this paper whether ps(t) survives in SN
or vanishes at all requires to solve, in a self-consistent way, the Faraday eq. (3.4), which
depends on the mean spin S(x,t) through the second integral term for us(x,t) in eq. (3.5).

4 Comparison of the contributions of the CVE and the CME

In this section, we compare the contributions of the CVE and the CME to the system of
AMHD equations.

The total vector current j = jonm + jy in the Maxwell eq. (2.4), where jopm = o(E +
v x B), includes also the sum of the CME and the CVE [20], j, = jyB + jyw- Here jyp =
e’usB/2m? is the anomalous current that drives the CME and jy, = e(u% — pf )w/872 =
epepsw/2m% is given by the fluid vorticity w = V x v [13]. For j, we substituted ur —
pr, = 2us and pR + pp, = 2fte, which stems from the sum n, = ng + n, = u/372, where
nLR = (7 5 /6.

Substituting w = 2€2 for the NS rotation as a whole with the velocity v = € X r, where
0 ~103s7! = 6.6 x 10712 MeV is the NS rotation frequency?, one can compare the values
of jyp and jy,. We find the CME prevails over the CVE, jyp > j,. since eB > 2u. ).
Substituting p. = 100 MeV, one gets

eB>13.2x 107" MeVZ2 =66 x 107*G, or B> 102G, (4.1)

where the known relations MeV? = 5 x 1013 G and e = /4T Qe, = 0.3 are used.

Let us stress that both jyp ~ psw and j, p ~ psB are the pure vector currents since ps
is the pseudoscalar, us — —us, with respect to the space inversion. There is the additional
azial current given by the vorticity w [25, 28],

T 1 2

: p
JA= | T ﬁ(ui +p3) | w 27:2% (4.2)

which cannot compete with the axial mean spin S = —(ep./272)B (the CSE) that contributes
to the density imbalance evolution in eq. (2.5). Indeed, if we substitute a fast NS rotation
frequency w = 20 = 103s~! into eq. (4.2), one obtains that |S| > |ja|, comparing eqs. (2.7)
and (4.2), due to the same inequality in eq. (4.1), eB > 2u.9, or B > 1072 G.

Thus, the CVE is negligible for NS plasma, as well as the axial current in eq. (4.2), in
comparison with the mean spin (the CSE) contribution to eq. (2.5).

5 Saturation regime

In this section, we explore the saturation regime of the chiral imbalance in the magnetic field
evolution. It should be noted that the saturation of the a-parameter in the solar dynamo
was discussed previously. It leads to the algebraic quenching [29].

Ty =101 s7! = 6.6 x 107 MeV is the rate of spin-flip [12].
4We use units h = ¢ = 1 for which s™! = 6.6 x 1072?> MeV.



From eq. (3.3) one gets that, in the case dyus(x,t) = 0, the stationary ,uésat) (x) reads

(sat) . w? [(2aem/7TJ)B ) (V X B) -V S]
s (x) = (@rf) I+ B2/B2 | pu(w - B) /B

~ (%ﬁ) [B (VxB) - (;;Um) v s] : (5.1)

where we use the inequalities B3 = T' 20 /(20tem)? > B? > pewB in the denominator of
the first line in eq. (5.1) neglecting there the vorticity term ~ w. Of course, we assume here
that the magnetic field reaches the saturation so that ;B = 0. We expect this to happen
before ,uésat) settles.

For the negative derivative dn./dr = n.Y.(—2r/R%g) < 0, the term —V - S in eq. (5.1)
equals to

eB, duc(r)  eB, dne(r) -7 (T By 4
_VvV.S= = ~ —10 —_— MeV 5.2
\Y + 272 dr 2/@ dr RnNs MeV? o ( )

where B, is the radial component of the magnetic field. In eq. (5.2), we substitute the mean
spin S from eq. (2.7) and use the electron density profile® n.(r) = u3(r)/37? = n.Ye(l —
r?/R%), proposed in ref. [27].

Substituting the spin term (V - S) from eq. (5.2) into eq. (5.1), one can estimate the

value ,uésat) (r,0) just below the NS crust, r < Rns,

™ (Bxs.0) w0 [eBi(Bxs.0)dne | 206
eV eV (20em )2 B2 212 dr o

— _3x10°* (M) + 1.4 x 107" Ryg (M) - (53)

B-(VXB)]

MeV? MeV*
Note that the non-uniform ,uésat)(r, ) remains parity odd with respect to the space inversion
analogously to ps(t) in a uniform matter: us — —ps, since components B;(r,0), i = 1,6, ¢,
like the diffusion term in eq. (5.3), are pseudoscalars for the total axial vector B =), B;€;,
which is parity even accounting for the unit vectors €;, ;€ = J;x. In what follows, we
neglect the small diffusion term in eq. (5.3) since it does not change issues in the dynamo
model [18, 30] applied below in section 5.2.

5.1 Is the anomaly saturation in eq. (5.3) sufficient to drive the growth of the
magnetic field?

First, we mention that it is very difficult to solve the dynamical system of egs. (3.3) and (3.4).

Assuming instead the saturation solution of eq. (3.3) given by eq. (5.3), where we omit

the diffusion term, and substituting such ,uésat)(Br) into Faraday eq. (3.4) for the rigid NS

rotation, one gets the nonlinear Faraday equation,

oB 1_,
2 _ 2vB
ot O’v +

5We substitute n.Y. = 8 x 10° MeV? x 0.04 in eq.(5.2), where ne. = n, = 10%® em™3 = 8 x 10° MeV? is the
central (neutron) density and Y. = 0.04 is the electron abundance, as well as put Rgé =2 x 107" MeV for
Rns = 10% cm.

20em
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where B, should vary somehow together with ,uésat).

In order to feel how efficient is the instability driven by the modified ps, we could
assume changing (probe) radial components B,(Rns)/MeV? = 0.02 + 20, or B,(Rxs) =
102 G = 10" G independently of the latitude. This could be implemented, e.g., for the
magnetic field which depends on one spatial coordinate, B(z,t) = (& sin kz, cos kz, 0)est [16],
where ¢ = —nk? + a(t)k, that is similar to the Chern-Simons wave. The simplified solution
of eq. (5.4) rewritten in the standard MHD form,

0B

ST V2B + a(t)V x B, (5.5)

where n = o1, a(t) = 20¢em,uésat)(Br)/7ra for changing B,, takes the following form:

ao? (Br)

t
B(t,k, B,) = Byexp [/ (fa(By)k — nkQ)dt’} = Byexp [

to

(t — to)] . (56)

Such a solution corresponds to the a?-dynamo amplification of the initial amplitude By valid
for the extreme wave number ke, = |a|/27 in the interval |a|/n > k > kext where the field
in eq. (5.6) is growing.

One can easily find from eq. (5.3) the corresponding wave number

| Br| 1
kext = . .
! <MeV2 14 cm (5.7)

The scale Aoy = 14cm/(|(B,|/MeV?) diminishes from 7 m at B, = 10'2G down to Aex; =
0.7 cm for growing B, = 10'5 G. The index a?(t — to)/47n in the exponent, entering eq. (5.6),
becomes bigger than unity at times ¢ > 4 x 10% yr for the magnetic field |B,|/MeV? = 1 close
to the Schwinger value, and for times ¢ > 100 yr if the field rises up to B, = 10'®> G observed
in magnetars [8].

For extreme B, = 10'® G, the a?-dynamo mechanism is efficient starting even from the
early NS age ¢t > 1yr. Of course, for B, — By = 10'° G we should include the saturation
factor (1 + B?/B2)~! presented in the first line in eq. (5.1).

5.2 Mean field dynamo for the 3D axially symmetric field

To proceed in the analysis of eq. (5.4), we use the spherical coordinates system, that is natural
if one deals with a magnetic field in NS. Then, following ref. [31, pg. 373], we decompose the
magnetic field into the toroidal B; = B e, and the poloidal B, = B,e, + Byeg components:

B = B, + B,,. Moreover, we introduce the vector potential A = A e, for B, = (V x A).

Using in eq. (5.4) the helicity parameter ag,y = 2aemuésat)(B) /mo given by the chiral

imbalance ,uésat)(B) in eq. (5.3), one can get for the toroidal component B = B, the following

nonlinear equation:

oB ) B 10 10
_— = B — - sa B =  an sa BT
ot 77<V T251n29>+7°5)7°(ra +50) raﬁ(a +Br)
_ (18*(rB) +i§ 1 O(sin6B)
ACEEE r200 |sinf 00
10 0 10 [ asar 0, .
~rar [%WW‘)] a0 Lsmm@mw‘ﬂ ’ (58)



where n = 0! = /3 is the magnetic diffusion coefficient. Here we do not take into account
the turbulence contribution St to f§; cf. ref. [31, pg. 370]. In the last line of eq. (5.8), we
substitute the poloidal components B, g for the axisymmetric field given by the azimuthal
potential A = A,

Baz_lg(rA)’ B. — 1 2(sinHA), (5.9)

ror " rsing o6
where A = A(r,0,t).
Finally the dynamo in AMHD is completed by the equation for the azimuthal potential

4 DA :n<}32(rA) L 10 [ ! MD + Ogat B. (5.10)

ot r Or? 7290 |sind 00
Equations (5.8) and (5.10) should be further analyzed and solved numerically.

5.3 Low mode approximation in the thin layer r ~ Ryg

To solve egs. (5.8) and (5.10) we have to sepatate the variables 6 and ¢. For this purpose we
follow the approach of ref. [32] and represent the functions A and B in the Fourier series,

A(t,0) = a1(t)sinf + ao(t)sin30 + ..., B(t,0) = bi(t)sin20 + by(t)sin4f + ..., (5.11)
where the orthogonal functions obey the relations,
/ dfsinfsin 30 = / dfsin 20 sin 460 = 0, (5.12)
0 0
and normalized as 5 /7
—/ dfsin®(10) =1, 1=1,2,.... (5.13)
T Jo

Neglecting the radial dependence in a thin layer close to the NS crust, » < Ryg, analogously to
ref. [30], we simulate the derivative with respect to r as Rygd/dr — ip. Thus the parameter
w simulates a layer width where the magnetic field changes significantly.

Then, we define the dimensionless time 7 = t/tgs, where the diffusion time tgi¢ =
UOR%\IS =5 x 10" yr exceeds the age of the Universe ty = 1.4 x 10'° yr because of the huge
electric conductivity in NS, op = 107 MeV, at the temperature 7' = 10° K. Note that the
conductivity depends on the temperature o(T) = oo(T/Ty)~>/® [21], where Ty = 10° K. NS

cools down as [22],
T £\ Y8
— == 5.14
=) 514

where tg is the time after the SN explosion when the NS temperature drops down to Tjy.
Hence the conductivity changes over time as 0 = o(t) = ooF where F = (t/tg)*?® and
t = tg+ TogR%g. Using figure 7 in ref. [33] for NS with the mass M = 1.7Mg, one finds that
NS cools down to the temperature Ty = 10? K during tg ~ 1yr.

On this way, multiplying consistently eq. (5.10) by R¥qn~' = R¥qo(t) = tagF and
F~1, substituting ag.; = 2aem,uésat)(B)/7TJ(t) given by eq. (5.3) without diffusion term, we
can rewrite eq. (5.10) as

0A ) 9%2A A DA
aor =F {—,u At 902 sin?0 +C0t9(99
3% 107ty [0A B
- T [% ~+ cot (9A:| <W> }, (515)



where, in the last term, we substitute the number eV x Ryg = 10! /2 since eV = 10°/2 cm~!
in units 2 = ¢ = 1. Note that this nonlinear term in eq. (5.15) is produced by the mean spin
term V - S. It is new compared to that we deal with in the standard MHD.

Substituting the decomposition in eq. (5.11), multiplying by siné or sin 36, and then
integrating over the colatitude €, one obtains the system in the low mode dynamo approach,

1
G =— F{(,ﬂ + 2)ag + 2as

2/4:[(@1 — ag)bl + 20,2[)2] }
1+ K[(b% +b3) + pu2(a? + a3) + 4(a? + 5a3 + 2a1a2)]/F )’

. 1
as = — F{('U? + 12)(12

_|_

_l’_

2((ay + az)(by + by)] } (5.16)

1+ K[(b2 + b3) + p2(a? + a3) + 4(a? + 5a3 + 2a1a9)]/F

where £ = 3 X 107 e /27 = 3.5 x 10%, K = 1.3 x 107°, and the azimuthal field components
by 2 are normalized on MeV? = 5 x 1013 G. Note that, in eq. (5.16), we account for the
quenching factor (1 + B?/B2)~! in eq. (5.1).

Analogously, multiplying consistently the Faraday eq. (5.8) by Riqo(t) = taigF and

F~1 substituting aga; = 2ozem,uésat)(B)/7TJ(t), given by eq. (5.3), we rewrite eq. (5.8) as

1 0B 1 0’B 0B B
L e — 2B+ —— + cot =— — ——
<M6V2> dr { (MeV2> [ HET 062 o 00 sin29]

2
+ 2k (?9_21 + cot 9A> [—,uQA + 2 (M + cot 9% — i)] }, (5.17)

062 00  sin?60

where the azimuthal potential A is normalized on Rng X MeV?2. Thus the components a2
in the decomposition in eq. (5.11) are dimensionless as A there. Let us stress again that the
second line ~ k results from the mean spin contribution V - S.

Multiplying eq.(5.17) by sin 26 or sin 46, integrating over the colatitude 6, we complete
the system in eq. (5.16) by

. 1
by =— F{(MQ +6)by + 4by

_l’_

2k[a?(p? + 4) + 24a1az + a3(p? + 20)] }
1+ K[(b? + b3) + p?(a? + a3) + 4(a? 4 5a3 + 2a1a2)]/F |’

. 1
by = — F{(MQ + 20)62

2k[aras(3p® + 32) + a3(u? + 32)]

+ )
1+ K[(b + b3) + p?(a? + a3) + 4(a? + 5a3 + 2a1a2)]/F}

(5.18)

where take into account the quenching factor (1+ B?/B3)~! analogously to eq. (5.16). Note
that this quenching factor results from eq. (5.1). Thus, we have the four ordinary differential
egs. (5.16) and (5.18) for the four amplitudes a; 2(7) and by 2(7).



5.3.1 Initial conditions

To get the initial conditions for egs. (5.16) and (5.18), we equate the initial normalized
components

B@(RNS, 0,t= O)

NaE = — [a1(0) sin 0 4 a2(0) sin 36] ,
e
B, (R aaat =0
: 11\\1/1\/2 ) =2cos 0 [a1(0) + az(0)(4cos 20 — 1)], (5.19)

that result from eq. (5.9) in the low mode approximation in eq. (5.11), By(t = 0)/MeV? =
B.(t = 0)/MeV? = 0.2. Then one can find at the same force line of the poloidal field

B, = \/Be2 + B2, while at different latitudes when substituting corresponding 6§ = 0 for
B,.(t = 0) where By(t) = 0 and 6 = 7w/2 for Byp(t = 0) where B,(t) = 0, the following
algebraic system:

a2(0) — al(O) =0.2, a1+ 3&2(0) =0.1. (5.20)

The opposite signs of the initial amplitudes resulting from eq. (5.20), a1(0) = —0.125,
az(0) = 40.075, provide the growth of the azimuthal magnetic field components by 2 obeying
eq. (5.18). Hence the amplitudes a2, obeying eq.(5.16), will grow as well. We choose the
same initial condition for the azimuthal components at r ~ Rng, b1 2(0) = 0.2, correspond-
ing, at the beginning, to the toroidal field B(Rys,0,t = 0) = (sin 20 +sin46) x 10'3 G in the
low mode approximation in eq. (5.11).

6 Growth of the magnetic field in AMHD induced by the mean spin

In this section, we present the results of the numerical solution of egs. (5.16) and (5.18)
accounting for the initial conditions formulated in section 5.3.1. The growth of the mag-
netic field amplitudes by 2(t) and the azimuthal potentials a; 2(t) is illustrated below in plots
both neglecting the NS cooling in figure 1 and accounting for such a cooling, accordingly to
eq. (5.14), in figure 2.

For simplicity, as the first step, we considered above in section 5 the saturation regime
for which the chiral imbalance | ,uésat)| occurs at the level ~ 3 x 1074 eV x (B,/MeV?). Thus
the corresponding chiral anomaly parameter x = 3.5 x 10* enters differential eqgs. (5.16)
and (5.18), if we consider the common parabolic density profile suggested in ref. [27]. Unfor-
tunately, for such density profile [27] and that chiral parameter s, the instability could take
place during rather late times exceeding the universe age.

In figures 1 and 2, we show instead the enhancement, e.g., for x = 10 that can be
obtained for a steeper descent of the density profile from the core density characterized by
the scale AL, see in figure 3. For instance, for the model® with the maximum allowable NS
mass Mys = 1.73Mg, one can use AL ~ 350m to increase k by three order of magnitude,
Kk = 3.5 x 10* = Kk x 20 x Rys/2AL = 107 that is used in our calculations illustrated
in figures 1 and 2. Such NS has the central mass density p{, = 32.5, or number density
ne = 2x10% ecm ™3, which is twenty times bigger than 103® cm ™2 used above, and the electron
chemical potential is bigger correspondingly, u. ~ 250 MeV. Note that the scale AL = 350 m
for density decline is still shorter than the corresponding crust width for such superdense NS,

ARpuss = 470m [33).

fSee last line in Table 1 in ref. [33].
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0 1 2 3 4 5 0 1 2 3 4 5
T %107 T %1078

Figure 1. The behavior of the coefficients a1 2 and by 2 for different ;¢ and x without taking into
account the NS cooling, i.e. setting F' = 1 in egs. (5.16) and (5.18). (a) p =0 and x = 107; (b) u =0
and k = 10% (c) p=1and k = 107; (d) p =1 and x = 10°.

One can see in figure 1, where one neglects the NS cooling, that after a jump at the
critical time moments teitical = tdifi Teritical =~ 10° yr for kK = 107 and teritical = tdiff Teritical =~
10*yr for k = 10%, where tgig = O’QRI%IS = 5 x 10" yr, the magnetic field reaches huge
strengths B ~ 5 x 10'8 G, rising on more 5 orders from the initial B; = 0.2 MeV? = 10'3 G.

The situation in figure 2, where the NS cooling given by eq. (5.14) is taken into account,
is similar to the case shown in figure 1. However, the critical time that corresponds to the
neutrino cooling era t < 10%yr takes place for k = 10% only; cf. figures 2(b) and 2(d).
For k = 107, justified above for a steep density profile in a superdense NS with the mass
Mnys = 1.73M, [33], the critical time feyitical ~ 107 yr in figures 2(a) and 2(c) corresponds
rather to the photon cooling era.

The dependence on the width parameter p for a thin layer just beneath the NS crust
is not very essential: for p = 1 the critical time T¢ytical 1S @ bit less than for the zero width
i = 0. One can see it by comparing figures 1(a), 1(b), 2(a), and 2(b) with figures 1(c),
1(d), 2(c), and 2(d). As we mentioned in section 5.3, in our numerical calculations, we take
into account the quenching factor (1 + B2/B2)~! in eq. (5.1). Nevertheless, the growth of
the magnetic field continues even after 7eitical. This happens due to a strong nonlinearity of
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%107 T x10°®
(c) (d)

Figure 2. The behavior of the coefficients a; > and by s for different 1 and s accounting the NS
cooling in eq. (5.14). (a) p =0and k = 107; (b) u =0 and k = 10%; (¢) p =1 and k = 107; (d) p =1
and k = 108.

AMHD equations where the anomalous current j ~ us(B,)B is also quadratic over B.

7 Discussion

In the present work, we have revealed how the CSE given by the mean spin S(x,¢) in eq. (2.7)
supports for a long time the CME that is a driver of the magnetic field instability in NS.

Recently, a similar term in the equation for the chiral imbalance was accounted for in
ref. [34] in the form, ~ C5(B - V)ue, where C5 = 1. Note that, such a contribution was
omitted in ref. [10], where the ABJ anomaly was taken into account in the form, 8, J. =
20tem (E - B) /7, where J' = (ns,J5). The application of the chiral MHD to the hot plasma
in the early universe, where p,. is negligible, was discussed in ref. [34]. The case of a dense
matter in NS, considered in our work, is quite different.

For a non-uniform NS core, where dn.(r)/dr # 0, the mean spin term differs from zero,
V-S # 0. Then, accounting for the rigid NS rotation that allowed to avoid the involvement of
the Navier-Stokes equation for the fluid velocity v, we have derived in section 3 the complete
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0 0.5 1
r/Rns

Figure 3. The schematic illustration of the density distribution in NS. Blue line is the density profile
proposed in ref. [27]. Red line is the simplified density distribution model adopted in our work. It
corresponds to a uniform core and a thin crust with the depth AL, where the density decreases linearly
with r.

system of the evolution equations in AMHD for the chiral imbalance p5(x, t) and the magnetic
field B(x,t) given by eqgs. (3.3) and (3.4) correspondingly”.

Instead of the solution of these complicated self-consistent equations, we have considered
in section 5 the saturation regime, d;u5(x,t) = 0 substituting ,uésat) (x) from eq. (5.1) into the
Faraday eq. (5.4) that becomes strongly nonlinear contrary to the standard MHD induction
equation. Indeed, in AMHD, the chiral imbalance uj5 itself depends on magnetic field, ,uésat) ~
B,.. Hence the anomalous current in the Faraday equation becomes quadratic over the field
owing to the pseudo-scalar spin source V - S that feeds the chiral anomaly, janom ~ BrB.

Of course, the substitution of the stationary chiral anomaly in eq. (5.1) into eq. (5.4) is
not fully justified. Nevertheless, this simplification allowed us to give some estimates for a
strong amplification of magnetic fields in NS. For example, we have obtained the typical time
scales for the magnetic field growth in section 5.1 using the a’>~dynamo for the magnetic field
depending on one spatial coordinate, as well as in section 5.2 using the mean field dynamo
model for 3D axisymmetric magnetic field in NS. The amplification starts from the initial
field B; ~ 10" G and rises up to the strength B ~ 10'® G accounting for the NS cooling
through eq. (5.14) at the neutrino cooling era.

Note that for such superstrong magnetic fields and the chemical potential p. ~ 250 MeV
discussed in section 6, a danger equality arises, 2B ~ pu? = 3.1x10'® G, when our assumption
ne = 3 /3m% used above, fails in the present approach, which is valid for the case 2eB < u?
only. We remind that the opposite inequality 2eB > p? means that all electrons populate
the main Landau level n = 0, where n, = ng = eBpu./2%, see in refs. [23, 35]. The latter
case inevitably happens for a strong magnetic field which penetrates the NS crust where
degenerate electrons are non-relativistic, pr, < me, te = Me + p%e/ 2m.. However, such a
problem is beyond of scope of the present work. Hence, at the present moment, we can not
interpret this strong enhancement of the magnetic field up to B ~ 10'® G postponing for
future a solution of this problem.

Nevertheless, all approximations including the definition of the standard electron density
ne = p2/372, that obeys the necessary condition for strong fields m? < eB < u?, remain

"In section 4, we have showed that the CVE given by the term w = V x v in egs. (3.3) and (3.4) is negligible
as well.
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valid up to the sharp jumps in plots.

Thus, we have revealed how the mean spin source V - S provided by the polarization

of the ultrarelativistic magnetized electron gas in a neutron star produces permanently the
chiral imbalance for right and left-handed electrons, s = (ur — p1.)/2 # 0 that, in its turn,
leads to the amplification of a seed magnetic field through the CME.

Acknowledgments

We are thankful to D. Sokoloff, N. Kleeorin, and L. Leinson for helpful discussions. The work
of M. Dvornikov is supported by the Russian Science Foundation (Grant No. 19-12-00042).

References

[1]

(7]

A. Vilenkin, Fquilibrium parity violation current in a magnetic field, Phys. Rev. D 22 (1980)
3080.

D.T. Son and P. Suréwka, Hydrodynamics with triangle anomalies, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103
(2009) 191601 [arXiv:0906.5044].

K. Fukushima, D.E. Kharzeev and H. J. Warringa, The Chiral Magnetic Effect, Phys. Rev.
D 78 (2008) 074033 [arXiv:0808.3382].

V.I. Zakharov, Chiral magnetic effect in hydrodynamic approximation, in Strongly Interacting
Matter in Magnetic Fields. Lecture Notes in Physics 871 (2013), pgs. 295-330, Springer,
Berlin, Germany [arXiv:1210.2186].

A. Boyarsky, J. Frohlich and O. Ruchayskiy, Self-consistent evolution of magnetic fields and
chiral asymmetry in the early universe, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108 (2012) 031301 [arXiv:1109.3350].

G. Sigl and N. Leite, Chiral magnetic effect in protoneutron stars and magnetic field spectral
evolution, JCAP 01 (2016) 025 [arXiv:1507.04983].

Y. Masada, K. Kotake, T. Takiwaki and N. Yamamoto, Chiral magnetohydrodynamic
turbulence in core-collapse supernovae, Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018) 083018 [arXiv:1805.10419].

V. M. Kaspi and A. M. Beloborodov, Magnetars, Annu. Rev. Astron. Astrophys. 55 (2017)
261 [arXiv:1703.00068].

M. Kaminski, C. F. Uhlemann, M. Bleicher and J. Schaffner-Bielich, Anomalous
hydrodynamics kicks neutron stars, Phys. Lett. B 760 (2016) 170 [arXiv:1410.3833].

I. Rogachevskii, O. Ruchayskiy, A. Boyarsky, J. Frohlich, N. Kleeorin, A. Brandenburg and
J. Schober, Laminar and turbulent dynamos in chiral magnetohydrodynamics. 1. Theory,

Astrophys. J. 846 (2017) 153 [arXiv:1705.00378].

J. Schober, I. Rogachevskii, A. Brandenburg, A. Boyarsky, O. Ruchayskiy, J. Frohlich and
N. Kleeorin, Laminar and turbulent dynamos in chiral magnetohydrodynamics. II.

Simulations, Astrophys. J. 858 (2018) 124 [arXiv:1711.09733].

M. Dvornikov, Relazation of the chiral imbalance and the generation of magnetic fields in
magnetars, J. Exp. Theor. Phys. 123 (2016) 967 [arXiv:1510.06228].

A. Vilenkin, Macroscopic parity-violating effects: Neutrino fluxzes from rotating black holes
and in rotating thermal radiation, Phys. Rev. D 20 (1979) 1807.

M.A. Metlitski and A.R. Zhitnitsky, Anomalous azxion interactions and topological currents in
dense matter, Phys. Rev. D 72 (2005) 045011 [hep-ph/0505072].

C. Thompson and R. Duncan, Neutron star dynamos and the origins of pulsar magnetism,
Astrophys. J. 408 (1993) 194.

— 14 —



[16]
[17]
18]
[19]
[20]

[21]

Ya.B. Zel’dovich, A.A. Ruzmaikin and D.D. Sokoloff, Magnetic Fields in Astrophysics,
Gordon & Breech, New York U.S.A. (1983).

A. Boyarsky, J. Frohlich and O. Ruchayskiy, Magnetohydrodynamics of chiral relativistic
fluids, Phys. Rev. D 92 (2015) 043004 [arXive:1504.04854].

Von M. Steenbeck and F. Krause, Zur Dynamotheorie stellarer und planetarer Magnetfelder
I1. Berechnung planetendhnlicher Gleichfeldgeneratoren, Astron. Nachricht. 291 (1969) 271.

P. Pavlovi¢, N. Leite and G. Sigl, Chiral magnetohydrodynamic turbulence, Phys. Rev. D 96
(2017) 023504 [arXiv:1612.07382].

H. Tashiro, T. Vachaspati and A. Vilenkin, Chiral effects and cosmic magnetic fields, Phys.
Rev. D 86 (2012) 105033 [arXiv:1206.5549].

A. Schmitt and P. Shternin, Reaction rates and transport in neutron stars, in The Physics and
Astrophysics of Neutron Stars. Astrophysics and Space Science Library, vol. 457, L. Rezzolla,
P. Pizzochero, D.I. Jones, N. Rea and I. Vidana eds., Springer, Cham, Switzerland (2018),
pgs. 455-574 [arXiv:1711.06520].

D. Page, J. Lattimer, M. Prakash and A. Steiner, Minimal cooling of neutron stars: a new
paradigm, Astrophys. J. Suppl. 155 (2004) 623 [astro-ph/0403657].

M. Dvornikov and V.B. Semikoz, Magnetic helicity evolution in a neutron star accounting for
the Adler-Bell-Jackiw anomaly, JCAP 05 (2018) 021 [arXiv:1805.04910].

E. Priest and T. Forbes, Magnetic Reconnection: MHD Theory and Applications, Cambridge
University Press, New York U.S.A. (2000).

D. Kharzeev, J. Liao, S. Voloshin and G. Wang, Chiral magnetic and vortical effects in
high-energy nuclear collisions—A status report, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 88 (2016) 1
[arXiv:1511.04050].

P. Copinger. K. Fukushima and S. Pu, Azial Ward Identity and the Schwinger mechanism:
Applications to the real-time chiral magnetic effect and condensates, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121
(2018) 261602 [arXiv:1807.04416].

J.M. Lattimer and M. Prakash, Neutron star structure and the equation of state, Astrophys. J.
550 (2001) 426 [astro-ph/0002232].

K. Landsteiner, E. Megias and F. Pena-Benitez, Gravitational anomaly and transport, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 107 (2011) 021601 [arXiv:1103.5006].

P. Charbonneau, Dynamo models of the solar cycle, Living Rev. Solar Phys. 7 (2010) 3.
E.N. Parker, Hydromagnetic dynamo models, Astrophysical J. 122 (1955) 293.
M. Stix, The Sun, Springer, Berlin Germany (2004), 2nd edn.

S.N. Nefedov and D.D. Sokoloff, Nonlinear low mode Parker dynamo model, Astron. Rep. 54
(2010) 247.

O. Gnedin, D. Yakovlev and A. Potekhin, Thermal relaxzation in young neutron stars, Mon.
Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 324 (2001) 725 [astro-ph/0012306].

J. Schober, A. Brandenburg and I. Rogachevskii, Chiral fermion asymmetry in high-energy
plasma simulations, Geophys. Astrophys. Fluid Dyn. doi: 10.1080/03091929.2019.1591393
[arXiv:1808.06624].

H. Nunokawa, V.B. Semikoz, A.Yu. Smirnov and J.W.F. Valle, Neutrino conversions in a
polarized medium, Nucl. Phys. B 501 (1997) 17 [hep-ph/9701420].

,15,



	1 Introduction
	2 AMHD in a neutron star with magnetic field 
	3 Evolution of the chiral anomaly in NS 
	4 Comparison of the contributions of the CVE and the CME
	5 Saturation regime 
	5.1 Is the anomaly saturation in eq. (5.3) sufficient to drive the growth of the magnetic field? 
	5.2 Mean field dynamo for the 3D axially symmetric field 
	5.3 Low mode approximation in the thin layer rRNS 
	5.3.1 Initial conditions


	6 Growth of the magnetic field in AMHD induced by the mean spin 
	7 Discussion 

