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We study the properties of hot and dense neutron star matter under the presence of strong
magnetic fields using two Skyrme interactions, namely the LNS and the BSk21 ones. Asking for
β–stability and charge neutrality, we construct the equation of state of the system and analyze its
composition for a range of densities, temperatures and magnetic field intensities of interest for the
study of supernova and proto-neutron star matter, with a particular interest on the degree of spin-
polarization of the different components. The results show that system configurations with larger
fractions of spin up protons and spin down neutrons and electrons are energetically favored over
those with larger fractions of spin down protons and spin up neutrons and electrons. The effective
mass of neutrons and protons is found to be in general larger for the more abundant of their spin
projection component, respectively, spin down neutrons and spin up protons. The effect of the
magnetic field on the Helmhotz total free energy density, pressure and isothermal compressibility of
the system is almost negligible for all the values of the magnetic field considered.

I. INTRODUCTION

The properties of neutron stars [1] can be drastically
modified due to the presence of strong magnetic fields.
Most radio pulsars and accreting neutron stars in X-
ray binaries present surface magnetic fields with inten-
sities in the range 1012 − 1013 G [2]. Also recycled mil-
lisecond pulsars and old neutron stars in low-mass X-
ray binaries have high surface fields of about 108 − 109

G [3, 4]. In the surface of soft-gamma-ray repeaters
and slowly spinning anomalous X-ray pulsars, the so-
called “magnetars”, the field can reach values of the or-
der of 1014 − 1015 G [5–8]. The intensity of these fields
may grow by several orders of magnitude in the dense
interior of all these compact objects up to an upper
limit, B ≤ 1018(M/1.4M⊙)(R/10 km)−2 G, which fol-
lows from the virial theorem of magnetohydrostatic equi-
librium [2, 9]. However, the origin of such large intensities
remains still uncertain. These strong fields could be the
fossil remnants from those of the progenitor star [10], or
alternatively, they could be generated after the formation
of the neutron star by some kind of dynamo process due
to some long-lived electric currents flowing in the highly
conductive neutron star material [11]. Another possibil-
ity that has long been considered by many authors, with
however contradictory results, is that these fields result
from a spontaneous phase transition to a ferromagnetic
state at densities corresponding to theoretically stable
neutron stars (see, e.g., Refs. [12–38]). Whatever is the
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origin of these fields, however, it is clear that the study
of nuclear matter under the influence of strong magnetic
fields is fundamental for a complete understanding of the
magnetic properties of neutron stars.

Several authors have studied the magnetization of sym-
metric nuclear matter and pure neutron matter [39–45].
The magnetization of β-stable neutron star matter, how-
ever, has received less attention in the literature. Bland-
ford and Hernquist in Ref. [46], for instance, studied
extensively the magnetization of β-stable matter for a
single-component electron gas and for the crust matter of
neutron stars. This study was generalized years later by
Broderick et al. in Ref. [47] by including also the contri-
bution of neutrons and protons. The effect of the density
dependence of the nuclear symmetry energy on the mag-
netization of β-stable matter was studied few years ago
by Dong et al. [48], concluding that the magnetic sus-
ceptibility of protons, electrons and muons can be larger
than that of neutrons. These authors found also that the
anomalous magnetic moment of protons enhances their
magnetic susceptibility to the point that it can be one
of the main contributions and, therefore, should not be
neglected. In Ref. [49] Rabhi et al. employed a relativis-
tic mean field (RMF) approach to study the effects of
strong magnetic field on the proton and neutron spin po-
larization, and the magnetic susceptibility in asymmetric
nuclear matter. The authors of this work showed that
magnetic fields of about 1016 − 1017 G have noticeable
effects on the range of densities of interest for the study
of neutron star crusts. They found also that, although
the magnetic susceptibility of protons is lager for weaker
fields, the one of neutrons becomes of the same order or
even larger at subsaturation densities for small values of
the proton fraction when the fields are larger than ∼ 1016

G. In the recent years, the Coimbra group has published
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several works devoted to the study the effects of strong
magnetic fields on the crust-core transition and the inner
crust of neutron stars [50–56]. In these works the Vlasov
equation is used to determine, using a RMF approach,
the dynamical spinodal instability region which gives a
good estimation of the crust-core transition in neutron
stars. The results of these works show that strong mag-
netic fields of the order of 1015−1017 G have a large effect
on the spinodal region, defining the crust-core transition
as a succession of stable and unstable regions due to the
opening of new Landau levels. The results of these stud-
ies show also that sufficiently strong magnetic fields can
significantly modify the extension of the unstable region
and, therefore, the crust of magnetized neutron stars.
The effect of temperature on the crust-core transition of
magnetar was studied by this group in Ref. [52] and very
recently also in Ref. [56]. In these works, the authors
showed that the effect on the extension of the crust-core
transition is washed away for temperatures above 109 K
for magnetic field intensities ∼ 5 × 1016 G but may still
persist if a magnetic field as high as ∼ 5 × 1017 G is
considered. They found that for lower temperatures, the
effect of the magnetic field on the crust-cross transition
is noticeable and grows as the temperature decreases.

In this work we study the properties of an electri-
cally neutral system of neutrons, protons and electrons
in equilibrium with respect to the weak interaction (β-
equilibrium), at finite temperature and in the presence
of strong magnetic fields using Skyrme interactions. We
consider a range of densities, temperatures and magnetic
field intensities of interest for the study of supernova and
proto-neutron star matter. We construct the equation
of state (EoS) of the system and analyze its composi-
tion, with a particular interest on the degree of spin-
polarization of the different components. The isothermal
compressibility is also calculated and analyzed. The final
scope of this work is to establish a framework for a future
study of neutrino propagation in hot dense neutron star
matter under the presence of strong magnetic fields. Neu-
trino cross sections and, consequently, the neutrino mean
free path can be substantially affected by the presence of
strong magnetic fields in neutron stars. For instance, the
emission of neutrinos becomes asymmetric. It depends on
the direction of the neutrino, as it was recently shown in
Ref. [57] where the neutrino mean free path in hot pure
neutron matter under the presence of strong magnetic
fields was analyzed by two of the authors of the present
work. The extension of this analysis for the propagation
of neutrinos in (more realistic) β-stable matter is left for
the near future, and it will be based on the results of the
present work.

The paper is organized in the following way. The for-
malism employed to determine the properties of hot neu-
tron star matter under the presence of a external mag-
netic field is described in Sec. II. Results are presented
and discussed in Sec. III. Finally, a short summary and
the main conclusions of this work are given in Sec. IV.

II. FORMALISM

As said in the introduction, in this work we consider
an electrically neutral system of neutrons, protons and
electrons in β-equilibrium, at finite temperature and in
the presence of strong magnetic fields. The physical state
of the system can be obtained by minimizing a function
F which is constructed from the Helmhotz total free en-
ergy density F of the system and two constraints that
express, respectively, the conditions of baryon number
conservation and electrical charge neutrality

F = F + α



ρ−
∑

τ=n,p

∑

σ=↑,↓

ρτσ



+ β
∑

σ=↑,↓

(ρpσ − ρeσ) .

(1)
Here ρ is the total baryon number density, and ρτσ and
ρeσ are, respectively, the densities of neutrons (τ = n),
protons (τ = p) and electrons (e), with spin up (σ = ↑)
or spin down (σ = ↓) projections. The quantities α and β
are the two Lagrange multipliers associated to each one
of the constraints. The minimization of F requires its
partial derivatives with respect to the particle densities
and the two multipliers to be zero, i.e.,

∂F

∂ρτσ
= 0 ,

∂F

∂ρeσ
= 0 ,

∂F

∂α
= 0 ,

∂F

∂β
= 0 . (2)

Remembering that the chemical potential of a particle
i is µi = ∂F/∂ρi, the above conditions yield the following
set of eight equations

µi − biα+ qiβ = 0, i = n↑, n↓, p↑, p↓, e↑, e↓ , (3)

ρ =
∑

τ=n,p

∑

σ=↑,↓

ρτσ , (4)

∑

σ=↑,↓

ρpσ =
∑

σ=↑,↓

ρeσ , (5)

where bi is the baryon number of particle i and qi its
electric charge. Eliminating the Lagrange multipliers α
and β, one can obtain a set of relations among the chem-
ical potentials of the different particles. In general there
are as many independent chemical potentials as there are
conserved charges, and all the others can be written in
terms of them. In the case of neutron stars there are
only two conserved charges (baryon number and electric
charge), and we chose µn↑

and µe↓ as the two indepen-
dent chemical potentials associated with them. Applying
now Eq. (3) to n↑ and e↑ one finds

α = µn↑
, β = µe↑ . (6)

Therefore, we can write

µi = biµn↑
− qiµe↑ , i = n↑, n↓, p↑, p↓, e↑, e↓ , (7)
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which together with Eqs. (4) and (5) allow to determine
the composition of the system. Note that

µn↑
= µn↓

, µp↑
= µp↓

, µe↑ = µe↓ , (8)

that is, in the physical state the chemical potential of
each species is independent of their spin projection.

We consider the interaction of electrons only with the
magnetic field, but not between electrons with themselves
or with protons, whereas to describe the in-medium in-
teractions among the nucleons we employ Skyrme forces.
In particular, we use the LNS interaction developed by
Cao et al., [58] and the interaction BSk21 [59] of the
Brussels–Montreal group. We note that the BSk21 inter-
action contains two new terms, in addition to the usual
ones of the Skyrme force, that are introduced in order
to avoid the appearance of ferromagnetic instability at

high densities, a general feature of all the conventional
Skyrme forces developed in the past, as it is the case of
the LNS one.

The total energy density of the system is given by

E = Enucl + Eelec + µNB
(

2Lp + ρp −
gp
2
Wp −

gn
2
Wn

)

,

(9)
where Enucl is the nuclear contribution, obtained in our
case using the Hartree–Fock approximation with the
Skyrme interaction, Eelec is the electron one, and the last
term shows the explicit dependence of the energy density
on the magnetic field. In the next we present separately
these three contributions. We note that throughout all
this work we use natural units in which ~ = c = 1.

The nuclear contribution can be written in a compact
form as

Enucl =
∑

τ=n,p

∑

σ=↑,↓

Kτσ

2m∗
τσ

+
1

16



(a0 + a2w
2)ρ2 + a1

(

∑

τ=n,p

Wτ

)2

+ a3

(

∑

τ=n,p

IτWτ

)2


 . (10)

Here

w =
1

ρ

[

∑

σ=±1

ρnσ −
∑

σ=±1

ρpσ

]

(11)

is the isospin asymmetry, with

ρnσ =
1

(2π)3

∫

d3~pfnσ(εnσ(p), T ) (12)

and

ρpσ =
eB

(2π)2

∑

Np

∫ ∞

−∞

dpzfpσ(εpσ(pz, Np), T ) (13)

being the partial densities of neutron and protons with
spin projection σ. The effective mass of a spin up or
down nucleon is given by

m∗
τσ =

[ 1

mτ

+
1

4
(b0 + c0 − (b2 + c2)wIτ )ρ

+
sσ
4

∑

τ ′=n,p

(b1 + c1 + (b3 + c3)Iτ Iτ ′)Wτ ′

]−1

,(14)

where mτ is the bare mass of the nucleon, Iτ = 1(−1)
for protons (neutrons), and sσ = 1(−1) if the spin pro-
jection is up (down). The coefficients a0, · · ·, a3, b0, · · ·, b3
and c0, · · ·, c3 are given in terms of the parameters
ti=0,···,5, xi=0,···,5, γ and β of the LNS and BSk21 inter-

actions through the relations

a0 = 6t0 + t3ρ
γ

a1 = −2t0(1− 2x0)−
t3
3
(1− 2x3)ρ

γ

a2 = −2t0(1 + 2x0)−
t3
3
(1 + 2x3)ρ

γ

a3 = −2t0 −
t3
3
ργ

b0 =
1

2
[3t1 + t2(5 + 4x2)]

b1 =
1

2
[t2(1 + 2x2)− t1(1− 2x1)]

b2 =
1

2
[t2(1 + 2x2)− t1(1 + 2x1)]

b3 =
1

2
(t2 − t1)

c0 =
1

2
[3t4ρ

β + t5ρ
γ(5 + 4x5)]

c1 =
1

2
[t5ρ

γ(1 + 2x5)− t4ρ
β(1− 2x4)]

c2 =
1

2
[t5ρ

γ(1 + 2x5)− t4ρ
β(1 + 2x4)]

c3 =
1

2
(t5ρ

γ − t4ρ
β) . (15)

We note that the terms with the parameters t4, t5, x4, x5

and β are absent in the case of the LNS force and, there-
fore, the coefficients c0, · · ·, c3 are set equal to zero in this
case. The quantities Kτσ and Wτ appearing in Eqs. (9),
(10) and (14) are related, respectively, with the kinetic
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energy and the spin asymmetry density, and are defined
as

Knσ =
1

(2π)3

∫

d3~pp2fnσ(εnσ(p), T ) (16)

Wn = ρn↑ − ρn↓ (17)

in the case of neutrons, and

Kpσ =
eB

(2π)2

∑

Np

∫ ∞

−∞

dpzp
2
zfpσ(εpσ(pz, Np), T ) (18)

Wp = ρp↑ − ρp↓ (19)

for protons. Note that when the magnetic field is as-
sumed to be along the direction of the z-axis, due to
the Landau quantization, the x and y components of the
proton momentum spread over a bound region of area
2πeB in the px − py plane, whereas the z one is not
bound and varies continuously. Therefore, the contri-
bution of the protons to any macroscopic quantity per
unit volume is evaluated by means of the replacement
∫

d3~p/(2π)3 → eB
∫

dpz/(2π)
2
∑

Np

. The sums over the

proton Landau levels Np, in Eqs. (18) and (19), run from
0 up to a maximum level which is determined numeri-
cally, as it is explained with detail in the appendix B of
Ref. [60].

The functions fnσ(εnσ(p), T ) and fpσ(εpσ(pz, Np), T )
in Eqs. (12)-(13) and (16)-(19) are the corresponding neu-
tron and proton Fermi–Dirac momentum distributions

fτσ(ετσ, T ) =

[

1 + exp

(

ετσ − µτσ

T

)]−1

, (20)

where the neutron and proton single-particle energies are,
respectively

εnσ(p) = mn +
p2

2m∗
nσ

+
1

8
vnσ − µNgn

sσ
2
B , (21)

and

εpσ(pz , Np) = mp +
p2z

2m∗
pσ

+
1

8
vpσ

+ µNB
(

2Np + 1− gp
sσ
2

)

. (22)

Here µN = 3.15245× 10−18 MeV/G is the nuclear mag-
neton, gn = −3.826 and gp = 5.586 are, respectively,
the neutron and proton g-factors which take into account
their anomalous magnetic moments, and

vτσ = (a0 − a2wIτ ) ρ+ sσ
∑

τ ′=n,p

(a1 + a3Iτ Iτ ′)Wτ ′

+
∑

τ ′=n,p

∑

σ′=↑,↓

(b0 + c0 + (b2 + c2)Iτ Iτ ′)Kτ ′σ′

+ sσ
∑

τ ′=n,p

∑

σ′=↑,↓

sσ′(b1 + c1 + (b3 + c3)Iτ Iτ ′)Kτ ′σ′

(23)

is the Skyrme single-particle potential energy.

The electron contribution to the total energy density
is

Eelec =
eB

(2π)2

∑

Ne

∑

σ=↑,↓

×

∫ ∞

−∞

dpzεeσ(pz , Ne)feσ(εeσ(pz , Ne), T ) ,(24)

where, feσ(εeσ(pz, Ne), T ) is the Fermi–Dirac distribu-
tion of electrons and εeσ(pz , Ne) their single-particle en-
ergy which reads

εeσ(pz, Ne) =

√

m2
e + 2meµBB(2Ne + 1− ge

sσ
2
) + p2z ,

(25)
with me, Ne, µB = 5.78838 × 10−15 MeV/G and ge =
−2 being, respectively, the mass, the Landau level, the
Bohr magneton and the g-factor of the electron. The
partial densities of spin up or spin down electrons and
the corresponding electron spin asymmetry density are

ρeσ =
eB

(2π)2

∑

Ne

∫ ∞

−∞

dpzfeσ(εeσ(pz, Ne), T ) (26)

and

We = ρe↑ − ρe↓ , (27)

respectively. Note that, as in the case of protons, in Eqs.
(24), (26) and (27) the sum over the electron Landau
levels Ne runs from 0 up to a maximum level obtained
numerically as in the case of the maximum proton Lan-
dau level. For details, the reader is again referred to the
appendix B of Ref. [60].

The last remained element to be defined is the quantity
Lp (see Eq. (9)) of the explicit magnetic field contribution
to the total energy density. This quantity is simply

Lp =
eB

(2π)2

∑

Np

Np

∑

σ=↑,↓

∫ ∞

−∞

dpzfpσ(εpσ(pz, Np), T ) .

(28)

Once we have the total energy density, the Helmhotz
total free energy density, from which the chemical poten-
tials of all the particle species can be evaluated, is easily
obtained from the usual thermodynamical relation

F = E − TS , (29)

where S is total entropy density

S = Sn + Sp + Se , (30)

with Sn, Sp and Se the corresponding neutron, proton
and electron contributions:
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Sn = −
∑

σ=↑,↓

1

(2π)3

∫

d3~p [fnσln(fnσ) + (1− fnσ)ln(1− fnσ)] ,

Sp = −
∑

σ=↑,↓

eB

(2π)2

∑

Np

∫ ∞

−∞

dpz [fpσln(fpσ) + (1− fpσ)ln(1 − fpσ)] ,

Se = −
∑

σ=↑,↓

eB

(2π)2

∑

Ne

∫ ∞

−∞

dpz [feσln(feσ) + (1− feσ)ln(1− feσ)] , (31)

where we have omitted the explicit dependencies of the
Fermi–Dirac distributions to simplify the notation.

Once F is known one can obtain the pressure of the
system simply as

P = ρ

(

∂F

∂ρ

)

T,B

−F , (32)

from which is possible to determine the isothermal com-
pressibility

K =

[

ρ

(

∂P

∂ρ

)

T,B

]−1

. (33)

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In the following we discuss the properties of hot and
dense neutron star matter under the presence of strong
magnetic fields. Results are presented for densities up to
0.4 fm−3, temperatures T = 5, 15 and 30 MeV, and the
magnetic fields strengths B = 1016, 1017 and 1018 G.

We start by showing in Fig. 1 the fractions of neutrons,
protons and electrons with spin up and down (xi ≡ ρi/ρ,
i = n↑, n↓, p↑, p↓, e↑, e↓) in β-stable matter, obtained by
solving Eqs. (4), (5) and (7), at T = 5 MeV for the three
magnetic field strengths just mentioned and for the two
interactions considered, LNS (panels (a), (c) and (e)),
and BSk21 (panels (b), (d) and (f)). As it is seem in the
figure, a magnetic field of strength 1016 G induces only
a extremely low polarization of the spins of the different
components of neutron star matter at very low densities,
and fields of the order of at least 1017 G are needed to see
appreciable differences in the fractions of neutrons, pro-
tons and electrons with opposite spin projections. We
note also that whereas the fraction of protons with spin
up (i.e., oriented parallel to the magnetic field) is larger
than the fraction of protons with spin down the opposite
is observed in the case of neutrons and electrons. This is
simply a consequence of the fact that the proton g-factor
is positive while the neutron and electron ones are nega-
tive. Due to this, spin up (down) protons (neutrons and
electrons) have lower energy than spin down (up) protons
(neutrons and electrons) (see Eqs. (21), (22) and (25)).
Consequently, the configurations of the system with frac-
tions of spin up protons larger than spin down protons,

and fractions of spin down neutrons and electrons larger
than spin up neutrons and electrons, have less energy
and, therefore, are physically favorable. We observe that
although in the case of the BSk21 interaction, for each
particle species i, the difference in the fractions between
the spin up and spin down component decreases with in-
creasing density, in the case of the LNS an increase of
this difference is observed for neutrons and protons for
densities ρ & 0.3 fm−3. This is a consequence of the ap-
pearance of a ferromagnetic instability predicted by the
LNS model at high densities, instability that is corrected
in the case of the BSk21 force as we mentioned before.

To understand better the state of spin polarization of
the system, we show now the spin asymmetry, defined as
the ratio Wj/ρj = (ρj↑ − ρj↓)/ρj with ρj = ρj↑ + ρj↓
(j = n, p, e), of each particle species for the three tem-
peratures and the three magnetic fields considered in
this work. Results for the LNS and the BSk21 mod-
els are presented in Fig. 2 and Fig. 3, respectively. We
note first that the value Wj/ρj = 0 corresponds to
the case in which the species j is unpolarized, whereas
Wj/ρj = ±1 means that this species is totally polarized,
i.e., all its spins are aligned along the same direction,
parallel (Wj/ρj = 1) or antiparallel (Wj/ρj = −1) to
the one defined by the magnetic field. Partially polar-
ized configurations of a species j correspond to values of
Wj/ρj between −1 and 1. To begin with, we observe in
both figures that a magnetic field of 1016 G has almost
no effect on the spin asymmetry of the different parti-
cles, being the system essentially in a global unpolarized
state. Just for the lowest temperature T = 5 MeV and at
very low densities this field induces a very tiny polariza-
tion of the particle spins, especially on the electron ones.
Only magnetic fields with a strength B ≥ 1017 G are
able to change the spin polarization of the system from
the unpolarized state to a partially polarized one. As
the sign of the spin asymmetry of each particle indicates,
while protons have their majority of their spins oriented
parallel to the magnetic field (Wp/ρp > 0), neutron and
electron spins are mostly aligned in the opposite direc-
tion (Wn/ρn < 0, We/ρe < 0). This, as it was discussed
above, is because system configurations with larger frac-
tions of spin up protons and spin down neutrons and
electrons are energetically favored over those with larger
fractions of spin down protons and spin up neutrons and
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FIG. 1: (Color online) Particle fractions xi ≡ ρi/ρ (i = n↑, n↓, p↑, p↓, e↑, e↓) of β-stable matter at T = 5 MeV for the magnetic
field strengths, 1016, 1017 and 1018 G for the two interactions considered, LNS (panels (a), (c) and (e)) and BSk21 (panels (b),
(d) and (f)).

electrons. We note that although the spin asymmetry
of the protons (neutrons) decreases (increases) always
with density for the BSk21 interaction, indicating the
opposition of this nuclear interaction to the spin polar-
ization induced by the magnetic field, this is not the case
when the LNS one is used. In this case, we observe that
Wp/ρp (Wn/ρn) decreases (increases) of up to a den-
sity ρ ∼ 0.2 fm−3 for B = 1017 G (ρ ∼ 0.3 fm−3 for
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FIG. 2: (Color online) Spin asymmetry Wj/ρj of each particle
species for neutron star matter at several temperatures and
magnetic field strengths for the LNS interaction.

B = 1018 G) and then it increases (decreases). This be-
havior is again just a consequence of the ferromagnetic in-
stability predicted by the LNS force. Regarding the elec-
trons, we see that their spin asymmetry always increases
monotonously with density, reaching asymptotically their
unpolarized state (We/ρe = 0) at high densities. We ob-
serve also that protons and electrons are more polarized
than neutrons in all the range of densities explored, being
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FIG. 3: (Color online) Spin asymmetry Wj/ρj of each particle
species for neutron star matter at several temperatures and
magnetic field strengths for the BSk21 interaction.
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FIG. 4: (Color online) Neutron and proton effective masses predicted by the LNS (thick lines) and the BSk21 (thin lines)
interactions as function of the density for the three temperatures considered in this work.

the lower degree of polarization of the neutrons due to
its weak anomalous magnetic moment. Note finally, that
the spin asymmetry of the three species decreases (in ab-
solute value) when increasing the temperature. This is
expected since increasing temperature increases the en-
tropy of the system and, consequently, its disorder. The
number of spin up and spin down particles becomes more
and more similar and, therefore, the system and becomes
less polarized.

In Fig. 4 we show now the effect of the magnetic field
on the neutron and proton effective masses predicted
by the LNS (thick lines) and the BSk21 (thin lines) in-
teractions for the three temperatures considered in this
work. First, we observe that a magnetic field of 1016

G is too low to have any effect on the effective mass
of both neutrons and protons with different spin projec-
tions because, as shown in panels (a), (d) and (g) of Figs.
2 and 3, it has almost no effect on their spin asymme-
try and, consequently, their effective masses are essen-
tially spin independent for this field. Second, we note
that the increase of m∗

τσ/mτ above one seen in the case
of the BSk21 interaction is a consequence of the den-
sity dependence of the effective mass predicted by this
force which goes as (a+ bρ+ cρ1+β + dρ1+γ)−1 (see Eq.
(14)), whereas the LNS interaction, for which the coef-

ficients c0, · · ·, c3 are zero, predicts m∗
τσ ∼ (ã + b̃ρ)−1.

Finally, we notice for both interactions that the effec-
tive mass of neutrons and protons is in general larger for
the more abundant of their spin projection component,
respectively, spin down neutrons and spin up protons.
Note, however, that the BSk21 interaction in the case of

protons predicts m∗
p↓

> m∗
p↑

for densities below ∼ 0.1

fm−3. The splitting of the spin up and spin down nu-
cleon effective masses can be understood by looking at
the term sσ

4

∑

τ ′=n,p(b1 + c1 + (b3 + c3)Iτ Iτ ′)Wτ ′ of Eq.

(14). To facilitate the analysis of the role of this term
on the effective masses, in Fig. 5 we show its density de-
pendence for the two interactions considered for neutron
star matter at T = 5 MeV in the presence of a mag-
netic field of 1018 G. Let us consider first the case of the
LNS interaction. As it is seen in panel (a), for this model
this term is always positive for spin up neutrons and spin
down protons while it is negative for spin down neutrons
and spin up protons. Therefore, is it clear from the defi-
nition of the effective mass given in Eq. (14) that, for the
LNS interaction, the contribution of this term leads to
values of m∗

n↓
and m∗

p↑
always larger than those of m∗

n↑

and m∗
p↓

, respectively. For the BSk21 interaction (panel

(b)) we observe that also in this case this term is always
positive for spin up neutrons and negative for spin down
neutrons and, therefore, m∗

n↓
> m∗

n↑
in the whole range

of densities explored. On the other hand, for densities be-
low ∼ 0.1 fm−3, this term is positive (negative) for spin
up (down) protons and vice versa for densities above this
value. Therefore, as it is seen in Fig. 4, this interaction
predicts m∗

p↓
> m∗

p↑ for ρ < 0.1 fm−3 and m∗
p↑

> m∗
p↓

for

ρ > 0.1 fm−3. Similar conclusions can be drawn from the
analysis of results obtained for other temperatures and
magnetic fields.

Let us finish this section by analyzing the bulk thermo-
dynamical properties of the system. We show first in Fig.
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FIG. 5: (Color online) Density dependence of the term
sσ
4

∑

τ ′=n,p
(b1 + c1 + (b3 + c3)IτIτ ′)Wτ ′ of Eq. (14) for the

LNS (panel (a)) and BSk21 (panel (b)) interactions for neu-
tron star matter at T = 5 MeV in the presence of a magnetic
field of 1018 G.

6 the Helmhotz total free energy density as a function of
the density for the two interactions and the different tem-
peratures and magnetic fields considered in this work. As
it can be seen the effect of the magnetic field seems to be
almost negligible. The reason is mainly due to the low
value of the nuclear magneton which makes the interac-
tion of neutrons and protons with the magnetic field too
mild for the values of B considered. Consequently, the
contribution to the energy density from the interaction of
nucleons with the field (last term of Eq. (9)) is too small,
and that from the nuclear interaction Enuc (Eq. (10)) de-
pends also very little on it. In addition, also the electron
contribution Eelec (Eq. (24)) to the total energy density
depends very weakly on the field, increasing slightly when
increasing B. The reason, in this case, should not be at-
tributed to the value of the Bohr magneton, three orders
of magnitude larger than the nuclear one, but rather to
the fact that the total electron fraction is very low (see
Fig. 1). For illustration we show, for the two model in-
teractions considered, in Tabs. I (LNS) and II (BSk21)
all the contributions to the Helmholtz total free energy
density for three representative densities ρ = 0.08 fm−3,
ρ = 0.16 fm−3 and ρ = 0.32 fm−3, a temperature T of 5
MeV, and the magnetic fields B = 1016 G and B = 1018

G. Note that also the neutron, proton and electron con-
tributions to the total entropy density depend very little
on the magnetic field.

Finally, in Figs. 7 and 8 we show, respectively, the
pressure and the isothermal compressibility of the sys-
tem as a function of the density for the two interactions
and the different temperatures and magnetic fields con-
sidered in this work. The pressure, as it is required by
the stability conditions, increases monotonically with the
density and is larger for larger values of the tempera-
ture. Note that, as expected from our previous analy-
sis of the Helmhotz total free energy density, both the
pressure and the isothermal compressibility present also
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FIG. 6: (Color online) Helmhotz total free energy density
as a function of the density for the two interactions and the
different temperatures and magnetic fields considered in this
work.
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FIG. 7: (Color online) Pressure of the system as a function
of the density for the two interactions and the different tem-
peratures and magnetic fields considered in this work.

a very mild dependence on the magnetic field which is
almost imperceptible in the figures. As it is seen, the
isothermal compressibility decreases monotonously with
density from relatively high values at low densities, and
it becomes very small for ρ & 0.3 fm−3, showing that
from this density on (for these two particular interac-
tions) highly magnetized neutron star matter can be con-
sidered an almost incompressible system.
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B ρ Enucl Eelec µNB
(

2Lp + ρp −
gp

2
Wp +

gn
2
Wn

)

SpT SnT SeT F

0.08 0.625 0.088 0.014 0.042 0.253 0.008 0.424
1016 0.16 1.836 0.402 0.056 0.086 0.310 0.016 1.882

0.32 8.264 1.630 0.237 0.141 0.365 0.033 9.592
0.08 0.606 0.144 −0.064 0.043 0.251 0.004 0.388

1018 0.16 1.783 0.563 −0.084 0.079 0.310 0.018 1.855
0.32 8.259 1.939 −0.108 0.123 0.367 0.031 9.569

TABLE I: Separate contributions to the Helmhotz total free energy density for densities ρ = 0.08 fm−3, ρ = 0.16 fm−3 and
ρ = 0.32 fm−3, a temperature T = 5 MeV, and the magnetic fields B = 1016 G and B = 1018 G for the LNS interaction. The
Helmhotz total free energy density is shown in the last column. Units are given in MeV fm−3.

B ρ Enucl Eelec µNB
(

2Lp + ρp −
gp

2
Wp + gn

2
Wn

)

SpT SnT SeT F

0.08 0.612 0.104 0.017 0.046 0.272 0.008 0.407
1016 0.16 1.590 0.362 0.050 0.082 0.296 0.016 1.608

0.32 9.700 1.720 0.257 0.139 0.245 0.035 11.258
0.08 0.635 0.151 −0.100 0.046 0.271 0.004 0.365

1018 0.16 1.623 0.489 −0.140 0.079 0.297 0.019 1.577
0.32 9.880 1.964 −0.087 0.134 0.247 0.032 11.344

TABLE II: As Tab. I for the BSk21 interaction.
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FIG. 8: (Color online) Isothermal compressibility as a func-
tion of the density for the two interactions and the different
temperatures and magnetic fields considered in this work.

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In the present work we have studied the properties of
hot and dense neutron star matter under the presence
of strong magnetic fields using two Skyrme interactions,
namely the LNS interaction developed by Cao et al., [58]
and the interaction BSk21 [59] of the Brussels–Montreal
group. In particular, we have constructed the equation
of state of the system and analyze its composition for a
range of densities, temperatures and magnetic field in-
tensities of interest for the study of supernova and proto-

neutron star matter, with a particular interest on the
degree of spin-polarization of the different components.
Our results show that in order to see appreciable dif-
ferences in the fractions of neutrons, protons and elec-
trons with opposite spin projections the intensity of the
magnetic field should be at least of the order of 1017 G.
They also show that system configurations with larger
fractions of spin up protons and spin down neutrons and
electrons are energetically favored over those with larger
fractions of spin down protons and spin up neutrons and
electrons. We have also studied the effect of the magnetic
field on the neutron and proton effective masses finding
that, for the two interactions considered, that the effec-
tive mass of neutrons and protons is in general larger for
the more abundant of their spin projection component,
respectively, spin down neutrons and spin up protons.
Finally, we have determined the bulk thermodynamical
properties of the system, finding that the effect of the
magnetic field on the Helmhotz total free energy density,
pressure and isothermal compressibility of the system is
almost negligible due to the low value of the nuclear mag-
neton which makes the interaction of neutrons and pro-
tons with the magnetic field too mild for the values of B
considered.
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