arXiv:2409.09423v2 [nucl-th] 17 Apr 2025

Effect of Magnetic Fields on Urca Rates in Neutron Star Mergers

Pranjal Tambe ,^{1, ∗} Debarati Chatterjee ,^{1, †} Mark Alford ,^2 and Alexander Haber^{2, ‡} 1Inter University Centre for Astronomy and Astrophysics, Ganeshkind, Pune 411007, India 2Physics Department, Washington University, St. Louis, MO 63130, USA (Dated: April 24, 2025)

Isospin-equilibrating weak processes, called “Urca” processes, are of fundamental importance in astrophysical environments like (proto-)neutron stars, neutron star mergers, and supernovae. In these environments, matter can reach high temperatures of tens of MeVs and be subject to large magnetic fields. We thus investigate Urca rates at different temperatures and field strengths by performing the full temperature and magnetic-field dependent rate integrals for different equations of state. We find that the magnetic fields play an important role at temperatures of a few MeV, especially close to or below the direct Urca threshold, which is softened by the magnetic field. At higher temperatures, the effect of the magnetic fields can be overshadowed by the thermal effects. We observe that the magnetic field more strongly influences the neutron decay rates than the electron capture rates, leading to a shift in the flavor equilibrium.

I. INTRODUCTION

Our knowledge of the behaviour of dense matter is limited to terrestrial laboratory physics, such as in nuclear laboratories and heavy-ion experiments in particle accelerators. Neutron Stars (NS), compact astrophysical objects containing the densest form of matter in the universe, may however allow us to probe matter in extreme environments, at densities beyond nuclear saturation density (n_0) in the highly isospin asymmetric regime. The rich pool of available multi-messenger astrophysical data makes NSs unique laboratories to constrain theories of nuclear physics for ultradense, cold and highly neutron-rich matter [1–3].

For comparison with astrophysical data, the global structure of NSs can be obtained by solving the Tolman- Oppenheimer-Volkoff (TOV) equations, i.e. a set of coupled general relativistic hydrostatic equations, supplemented with a relation between pressure and energy density for the neutron star matter, the equation of state (EoS) [4, 5]. The EoS depends on the nature of interactions between matter constituents, and can be modeled in various ways. One approach is to perform ab-initio calculations of realistic nucleon-nucleon interactions treating many-body problems using Brueckner-Hartree-Fock (BHF) or Dirac-BHF calculations [4, 6–8]. Another approach uses phenomenological models with an effective interaction whose coupling constants are fit to the properties of finite nuclei, the saturation properties of infinite nuclear matter, hypernuclear experimental data, or additionally to neutron matter calculations from chiral effective field theory [9–13].

In recent years, there have been many observations of NS masses and radii that impose constraints on the EoS parameters, such as from pulse profile modeling of pulsars

∗ pranjal.tambe@iucaa.in † debarati@iucaa.in ‡ ahaber@physics.wustl.edu

as well as from gravitational wave (GW) observations and their electromagnetic (EM) counterparts [14–21]. These studies provide improved estimates of the highest possible mass of a neutron star, M_{max} > 2.072^{+0.067}_{−0.066} M_⊙ [22], or on the radius of a 1.4 M_⊙ neutron star R_{1.4} = 11.98^{+0.35}_{−0.40} km [23–30], which have important implications on dense matter theories.

Most neutron stars are observed to be cold compared to the Fermi energies of their constituent particles, allowing us to often employ the zero temperature approximation. However, there are certain scenarios involving neutron stars where the temperature can be much higher and may play a non-negligible role in the dynamics. After their formation in core-collapse supernova, newly born neutron stars can have temperatures as high as 50 MeV but quickly cool below temperatures of 1 MeV [31–34]. Recent binary neutron star (BNS) merger simulations have shown that matter in mergers can reach temperatures as high as 80 MeV [35–38], the matter near the core of neutron stars reaching temperatures up to several tens of MeV. In such scenarios, thermal effects on the EoS cannot be ignored [39, 40].

Urca processes play an important role in flavor equilibration and controlling neutron star dynamics, such as cooling, or producing bulk viscosity that could result in damping of density oscillations in binary neutron star mergers or unstable r-modes that are potential sources of continuous GW [41–46]. In cold neutron stars, NS matter is assumed to be in flavor equilibrium. However, in scenarios such as newly born hot neutron stars (i.e. proto-neutron stars or PNS) or the binary neutron star (BNS) merger remnant, matter can be driven out of flavor equilibrium via density oscillations on the millisecond timescale [47, 48], and flavor equilibrium is reestablished by Urca processes. This relaxation process can give rise to bulk viscous dissipation of density oscillations. If the timescale of viscous damping processes is comparable to the timescale of BNS mergers then it can have a significant impact on the merger dynamics [48–52].

At temperatures up to about 5 MeV nuclear matter is neutrino-transparent: neutrinos escape freely because their mean free path is larger than the radius of the star. In this regime the processes that equilibrate the proton fraction are neutron decay n → p^−_e +ν̄_e (nd) and electron capture p + e^− → n + ν_e (ec). Flavor equilibrium is defined by equality of the forward and backward reaction rates, Γ_{nd} = Γ_{ec}. At low temperatures (less than 1 MeV) and magnetic fields the energy carried off by neutrinos is negligible, and in this approximation the equilibrium condition becomes

μ_n = μ_p + μ_e . (1)

However the forward and backward processes are not the time reverse of each other, so this is not an exact equilibrium condition. At the upper end of the neutrinotransparent regime (1 MeV ≲ T ≲ 5 MeV) the neutrino energy becomes non-negligible, resulting in significant corrections to (1) [53, 54].

This is significant because this temperature range is where dissipative effects arising from flavor equilibration processes are most important. The dependence of the bulk viscous dissipation time on density and temperature as well as its sensitivity to the EoS has been investigated systematically in several works for npe matter, as well as including muons and hyperons, for both matter in neutrino-transparent and neutrino-trapped regimes [55– 60]. It was demonstrated that at T ∼ 4 − 6 MeV the resonant maximum of the bulk viscosity occurs, while in the neutrino-trapped regime, i.e., temperatures well above 5 MeV, the bulk viscosity decreases ζ ∼ T^{−2} and drops sharply by several orders of magnitude compared to the value in the neutrino-transparent regime.

In this work we study how magnetic fields affect flavor equilibration (specifically, direct Urca) rates. Neutron stars typically have strong magnetic fields B ∼ 10^9 −10^{12} G. In a subclass of neutron stars called magnetars, ultra-strong magnetic fields as large as 10^{15} −10^{16} G has been observed at the surface, and could potentially be higher in their interior [61–64]. Neutron star simulations indicate that the remnants produced as a result of binary neutron star mergers can be strongly magnetized [65–69]. The presence of ultra-strong magnetic fields can influence the EoS and structure of neutron stars, see, e.g., Ref. [70] and the references therein. Urca processes in presence of magnetic fields have been previously studied in [71– 76]. These studies neglect the finite temperature effects on the Urca process rates and use the Fermi-surface approximation wherein particles only on the Fermi surface participate in the reactions.

In this work, we aim to incorporate the finite temperature effects in calculating the rates of direct Urca processes in presence of magnetic fields by relaxing the Fermi-surface approximation and integrating over the whole phase-space of interacting particles. We investigate possible magnetic field corrections to the flavor equilibrium condition by calculating the mismatch between Γ_{nd} and Γ_{ec} as a function of baryon density, temperature T (in the range 1−5 MeV), and magnetic field B. We always fix the proton fraction using (1), and check how big the magnetic field would have to be for it to make a significant contribution to the mismatch of rates. If its contribution is comparable to the thermal one then it plays an important role in determining what proton fraction corresponds to flavor equilibrium.

We will perform calculations in 4 regimes of temperature and magnetic field, three of which provide confirmation that our formalism agrees with previously published results. The fourth case, where temperature and magnetic field effects are both non-trivial, is the main result of this paper.

The structure of this paper is as follows. The formalism for the calculation of direct Urca rates at finite temperature and magnetic field is discussed in Sec. II. In Sec. III we discuss the limiting cases where our formalism reproduces known results. In Sec. IV we present our results for the regime of MeV-range temperature and non-negligible magnetic field. Finally in Sec. V, we discuss the implications of our findings.

We use natural units where ℏ = c = k_B = 1 throughout.

II. FORMALISM

For this study we use two finite-temperature relativistic mean field models, TMA [77] and QMC-RMF3 [9, 10], from the CompOSE repository [78]. For simplicity, we only consider nucleons and electrons, but muons or other baryons can be added in a straightforward manner. Both EoSs satisfy state-of-the-art NS observational constraints. The maximum mass predicted by TMA EoS is 2.02M_⊙ and by QMC-RMF3 EoS is 2.15M_⊙ consistent with observational constraints M_{max} > 2.072^{+0.067}_{−0.066}M_⊙ for PSR J0740+6620 obtained in [25]. The radius for 1.4M_⊙ star for QMC-RMF3 is R = 12.21 km and that for TMA is 12.1 km consistent with R_{1.4} = 11.98^{+0.35}_{−0.40} km obtained in [28]. The TMA EoS has a direct Urca threshold at n_B = 2.1n_0, while the QMC-RMF3 EoS has no threshold in the range of densities considered in our study. We choose these two EoSs to specifically observe the magnetic field effects on the direct Urca rates above and below the direct Urca threshold densities.

In Sec. II A below, we outline the formalism to calculate the general formula for direct Urca rates at finite temperature and magnetic fields. In Sec. II B, we then derive the simplified expression for the rates for the case when the magnetic fields are low corresponding to a large number of filled Landau levels.

A. Rates in the presence of finite temperature and magnetic field

To calculate the direct Urca rates at finite temperature in presence of non-zero magnetic fields, we apply the formalism of Baiko and Yakovlev (1998) [73], assuming the magnetic field along the z-axis with the vector potential as ⃗A = Byx̂. The neutron decay rate in the presence of magnetic field is given by:

Γ_{nd} = eB (2π)^7 ∑ ll^′ s_ps_n ∫ d^3k_nd^3k_ν dk_{pz} dk_{ez} |M|^2

f_n(1 − f_p)(1 − f_e)δ(E_n − E_p − E_e − E_ν ) (2) δ(k_{nz} − k_{pz} − k_{ez} − k_{νz}) , where, the particle distribution functions are given by the Fermi-Dirac distributions f_i = [1 + exp((E_i − μ_i)/T )]^{−1} and the matrix element is |M|^2 G^2 = 2g^2_A(δ_{sp,1}δ_{sn,−1}F^2_l′_{,l}(u) + δ_{sp,−1}δ_{sn,1}F^2_l′_{,l−1}(u)) + 1 2 δ_{sp,sn} [ (1 + g_As_p)^2F^2_l′_{,l}(u) ] (3) + 1 2 δ_{sp,sn} [ (1 − g_As_p)^2F^2_l′_{,l−1}(u) ] , u ≡ q^2 2eB , where ⃗q = ⃗k_{n⊥} − ⃗k_{ν⊥} . (4) Here G^2 = G^2_F cos^2(θ_c), G_F is the Fermi coupling constant and θ_c is the Cabibbo angle, with G^2 = 1.1 × 10^{−22} MeV^{−4}, g_A = 1.26 is the axial vector coupling constant and F_l′_{,l} is the normalized Laguerre function [79],

F_l′_{,l}(u) = √ l^′! l! u^{(l−l′ )/2}e^{−u/2}L^{l−l′}_l′ (u) = (−1)^{l′ −l}F_{l,l}′ (u). (5) The indices l, l^′ label the electron and proton Landau level numbers respectively, and L^{l−l′}_l′ (u) are Laguerre polynomials. We ignore the contributions of particle magnetic moments to their energies. The dispersion relations for the particles are :

E_e = √ m^2_e + k^2_{ez} + 2 eB l , (6)

E_p = √ m^{∗2}_p + k^2_{pz} + 2 eB l^′ + U_p , (7)

E_n = √ m^{∗2}_n + k^2_n + U_n . (8)

where m^∗_N is the effective nucleon mass and U_N is the vector self-energy for the nucleon [80].The sum ∑ s_p,s_n |M| 2 over spins can be performed if we neglect the contribution of magnetic moments of particles to their energies, ∑ s_n,s_p |M|^2 ≈ G^2(1 + 3g^2_A)(F^2_l′_{,l}(u) + F^{′2}_l′_{,l−1}(u)) . (9)

In the neutrino transparent regime, neutrinos only carry momentum of order T , which is small compared to the Fermi momenta of all other particles. Thus, we neglect the neutrino momentum in the delta-function and the definition of ⃗q. This leads to a simpler form for the rate and the auxiliary variable u,

Γ_{nd} =

G^2(1 + 3g^2_A)eB

32π^6 ∫ d^3k_n dk_{pz} dk_{ez} Θ(E_ν )E^2_ν δ(k_{nz} − k_{pz} − k_{ez} ) ∑ l,l^′ (F^2_l′_{,l}(u) + F^{′2}_l′_{,l−1}(u)) (10)

f_n(1 − f_p)(1 − f_e) , u = k^2_{nx} + k^2_{ny} 2eB = k^2_{n⊥} 2eB . (11)

The neutrino energy E_ν = E_n −E_p −E_e is fixed by energy conservation. Integrating over the neutron momentum orientation gives

Γ_{nd} =

G^2(1 + 3g^2_A)eB

16π^5 ∫ dk_n dk_{pz} dk_{ez} E^2_ν k_nΘ(E_ν ) Θ(k_n − |k_{pz} + k_{ez} |) ∑ l,l^′ (F^2_l′_{,l}(u) + F^{′2}_l′_{,l−1}(u))

f_n(1 − f_p)(1 − f_e) . (12)

We will evaluate this rate in four regimes of magnetic field and temperature.

1. T ≪ (E_{Fp} − U_p − m^∗_p), eB ≪ (E_{Fp} − U_p) T . The Fermi-surface approximation is valid (i.e. momentum integrals can be treated as sharply peaked near the Fermi surface) and magnetic field effects are negligible.

2. T ≪ (E_{Fp} − U_p − m^∗_p) and eB ≳ (E_{Fp} − U_p) T :

Fermi surface approximation is valid, magnetic field effects are non-negligible.

3. T ≳ (E_{Fp} − U_p − m^∗_p) and eB ≪ (E_{Fp} − U_p) T :

Fermi-surface approximation is not valid (momentum integrals must be performed without any approximations), magnetic field effects are negligible.

4. T ≳ (E_{Fp} − U_p − m^∗_p) and eB ≳ (E_{Fp} − U_p) T :

Fermi-surface approximation is not valid, magnetic field effects are non-negligible.

The first three of these have been previously studied in the literature, so our calculations will act as consistency checks on our formalism. The fourth case, where magnetic field effects and departures from the Fermi surface approximation are both significant, is the main result of this paper.

B. Low magnetic fields

When calculating rates in the presence of low magnetic fields wherein the discretization of the energy into Landau levels is small compared to the Fermi momenta and a large number of Landau levels are occupied, the double sum over large number of Landau levels in Eq. (12) makes numerically evaluating Eq. (12) computationally expensive. It is valuable to have a simplified expression for rates in this ”low-field” regime, which for the proton corresponds to requiring

eB ≪ (E_{F p} − U_p)^2 − m^∗_p^2 . (13)

At saturation density, this corresponds to eB ≪ 10^{18} G When this criterion is met, the sum over Landau levels in Eq. (12) can be replaced by the double integral:

2eB ∑ l l^′ F^2_l′_l −→ ∫ dk^2_{e⊥}dk^2_{p⊥} F^2_l′_{,l}(u) 2eB . (14)

As we will see in Sec. IV, these fields are still large enough to affect Urca rates. The rates are dominated by thermally activated degrees of freedom around the Fermi surface. When the rate is unsuppressed by kinematic constraints, magnetic field effects will be important when the discretization of the energy into Landau levels is comparable to the thermal blurring of the Fermi surface. From Eq. (6) and (7) we see that for the proton, which sets the limit because it is the particle with the smallest Fermi energy, this corresponds to eB ≳ (E_{F p} − U_p) T . (15) At T = 1 MeV near saturation density this corresponds to eB ≳ 10^{17} G. However, as the results presented in Sec. IV show, at densities where direct Urca processes would be kinematically forbidden at B = T = 0 the field does not need to be this large in order to cause significant enhancement of the rate.

In the low-field regime we can write dk_{pz} dk^2_{p⊥} = d^3k_p/π = 2 E^∗_p k_p dE_p sinθ_pdθ_p and dk_{ez} dk^2_{e⊥} = d^3k_e/π = 2 E_e dE_e k_e sinθ_edθ_e. Thus the rate equation becomes

Γ_{nd} =

G^2(1 + 3g^2_A)

4π^5 ∫ dk_n dk_p dk_e dθ_p dθ_e Θ(E_ν ) E^2_ν k_n k^2_p k^2_e f_n(1 − f_p)(1 − f_e)sinθ_p sinθ_e (16)

F(u) × Θ(k_n − |k_pcosθ_p + k_ecosθ_e|) .

Here F(u) is the low-field limit of F^2_l′_{,l}(u)/2eB which we now estimate.

From the approach described in Refs. [79, 81], the range of u can be divided into the following regimes: u ≪ u_1, u close to u_1, u_1 < u < u_2, u close to u_2, u ≫ u_2, where

u_{1,2} =

(k_{p⊥} ∓ k_{e⊥})^2 2eB , Δ = u_2 − u_1 , k_{p⊥} = √ 2eBl^′ , k_{e⊥} = √ 2eBl . (17)

We now describe how F(u) is estimated in each of these regions. When u is far below u_1 or far above u_2 we have

FIG. 1: Neutron decay rate at low temperature T = 0.1 MeV in the presence of finite magnetic field for the TMA EoS. The dots show the rate in the Fermi-surface approximation in the presence of low magnetic field using the formalism from [73] and shown in Eqs. (28), (30) and (32). The solid lines are rate calculations with the complete phase space integral in the presence of low magnetic fields shown in Eq. (16). The rate calculations match with the Fermi-surface approximation in the presence of a low magnetic field.

[79, 81]

u_1 − u ≫ (u^2_1/Δ)^{1/3} : F(u) = e^{2u} √_{|f (u)|−2Φ} 8πeB u √ |f(u)| , (18)

u − u_2 ≫ (u^2/Δ)^{1/3} : F(u) = e^{−2u} √_{|f (u)|−2Φ} 8πeB u √ |f(u)| , (19)

where

Φ = √ u_1u_2 2 ln (√ u_1 |u_2−u| + √ u_2 |u_1−u| )_2 uΔ

+ u_1 + u_2 4 ln (√ |u_2−u| − √ |u_1−u| )_2 Δ , (20)

f(u) = 1 4u^2

(u − u_1)(u − u_2) . (21)

When u is close to u_1, |u − u_1| ≪ min(u_1, Δ),

F = ( 4 u_1Δ )_{1/3} (Ai(ξ_1))^2 2eB , (22)

ξ_1 = (u_1 − u) ( Δ 4u^2_1 )_{1/3} , (23)

where Ai(x) is the Airy function of the first kind. When u is near u_2, |u − u_2| ≪ Δ, F = ( 4 u_2Δ )_{1/3} (Ai(ξ_2))^2 2eB , (24)

ξ_2 = (u − u_2) ( Δ 4u^2 )_{1/3} . (25)

When u is in the range u_1 < u < u_2, F is oscillatory. F averaged over oscillations is given by ⟨F⟩ = 1 2πeB √ u − u_1 √ u_2 − u

. (26)

Using these expressions in (16) we can obtain the neutron decay rate in low magnetic fields. The expression for electron capture is the same as Eqs. (12), (16), but with phase space factors f_n(1 − f_p)(1 − f_e) replaced by (1 − f_n)f_p f_e and E_ν = E_p + E_e − E_n.

III. CONSISTENCY CHECKS

To check the consistency of our formalism with previously published results, we now present results for the first 3 cases in the enumeration given at the end of Sec. II A.

A. Case 1 : Low temperature and negligible magnetic field

We compare our full phase space (no Fermi-surface approximation) rate calculation at B → 0 from Sec. II B in the low temperature limit with the analytic expression for the rates in the Fermi-surface approximation at low temperatures in absence of magnetic field, taken from Eq. (9) in Ref. [53],

Γ_{nd} = A_{dU} G^2(1+3g^2_A)E^∗_{Fn} E^∗_{Fp} μ_e T^5Θ(k_{Fp} +k_{Fe} −k_{Fn} ) , (27) where A_{dU} = 0.0170 and E^∗_{FN} = E_{FN} − U_N . The rate calculations were found to agree within 2% for TMA EoS at temperature T = 0.1 MeV and magnetic field B = 10^{12} G over the density range n_B = 1 − 6 n_0.

B. Case 2 : Low temperatures and non-negligible magnetic field

We now compare our full phase space (no Fermi-surface approximation) rate calculation in the low temperature limit for non-negligible magnetic field from Sec. II A, II B with the analytic expression for the rates in the Fermisurface approximation at low temperatures and low magnetic field, taken from [73], summarised below.

Replacing particle momenta, k_i, with their Fermi momentum k_{Fi} and particle energies, E_i with Fermi energies E_{Fi} in all the smooth functions in Eq. (16) we have,

Γ_{nd} = Γ_0R^{qc}_B , (28)

(a) Rates at T = 3 MeV.

(b) Rates at T = 5 MeV.

FIG. 2: Rates at finite temperatures in the presence of negligible finite magnetic fields for the TMA EoS. The dashed lines are rates calculated with the full phase-space integral as in [53] in the absence of magnetic fields. The solid lines are rate calculations with the complete phase space integral in the presence of low magnetic fields following Eq. (16).

where,

Γ_0 =

G^2(1 + 3g^2_A)

4π^5 E^∗_{Fn} E^∗_{Fp} μ_e ∫ dE_ν E^2_ν dE_n dE_p dE_e f_n(1 − f_p)(1 − f_e)δ(E_n − E_p − E_e − E_ν ) , (29)

which gives

Γ_0 = A_{dU} × G^2(1 + 3g^2_A)E^∗_{Fn} E^∗_{Fp} μ_e T^5 , (30)

where A_{dU} = 0.0170 as in Eq. (27) and, R^{qc}_B = ∫_1 −1 d cosθ_n d cosθ_p d cosθ_e k_{Fn} k_{Fp} k_{Fe}

F^2_l′_{,l}(u) 2eB δ(k_{nz} − k_{pz} − k_{ez} ) . (31)

(a) Rates at T = 0.5 MeV (b) Rates at T = 1 MeV (c) Rates at T = 3 MeV

FIG. 3: Direct Urca neutron decay rates for the TMA EoS. The vertical dashed line is the direct Urca threshold, given by n_B = 2.1n_0 for this EoS. We observe an enhacement of the rate below the threshold, and only a minor dependence of the rate on the magnetic fields above the threshold. At the largest magnetic field plotted here, oscillations due to the De Haas–Van Alphen effect become visible. We plot the modified Urca rates at B = 0 for comparison. At densities below threshold, we observe an enhancement of the rate above the modified Urca rate, highlighting the importance of our calculation in this regime.

(a) Rates at T = 0.5 MeV (b) Rates at T = 1 MeV (c) Rates at T = 3 MeV

FIG. 4: Direct Urca electron capture rates for the TMA EoS. The vertical dashed line is the direct Urca threshold, given by n_B = 2.1n_0 for this EoS.

By integrating over the polar angle of the neutron momentum we obtain R^{qc}_B = ∫_1 −1 d cosθ_p d cosθ_e k_{Fp} k_{Fe}

F^2_l′_{,l}(u) 2eB Θ(k_{Fn} − |k_{Fp} cosθ_p + k_{Fe} cosθ_e|) .

(32)

Following [73] only the low-field asymptotic form of F given in Eq. (24) is used in Eq. (32) to calculate rates in this regime where the temperature effects are negligible and only particles with energies close to their Fermi energies participate in the reactions, F = F^2_l′_{,l} 2eB = (k_psinθ_pk_esinθ_e)^{−1/3} (2eB)^{1/3}(k_psinθ_p + k_esinθ_e)^{2/3}

Ai^2(ξ) ,

(33) ξ = 1 (2eB)^{2/3}(k_psinθ_p + k_esinθ_e)^{4/3} × (k^2_n − k^2_p − k^2_e − 2k_pk_ecos(θ_p − θ_e))×

(k_pk_esinθ_psinθ_e)^{1/3} ,

(34) where we replace k_i by k_{Fi} .

Comparing Eqs. (28) and (30) with Eq. (27) and noting that R^{qc}_B is non-zero even below the threshold where k_{Fn} − k_{Fp} − k_{Fe} > 0, we see that the direct Urca rates in the presence of magnetic fields are not suppressed strongly directly below the direct Urca threshold. Thus in the presence of magnetic fields, we see that direct Urca processes are allowed below the threshold density. In [73] the sum over Landau levels is replaced by an integral, as in Eq. (14) as the fields are assumed to be small enough such that the particles occupy a large number of Landau levels. This formalism is thus valid only for low magnetic fields, B ≤ 10^{17} G such that N_{Fp} = N_{Fe} > 10, where N_{Fi} = k^2_{Fi} /2eB.

From Fig. 1 we see that our rate calculations agree well with the rates in the Fermi-surface approximation for low magnetic fields (dotted lines). In the presence of magnetic fields, Urca rates start becoming significant even below the direct Urca threshold. This effect becomes more pronounced for the larger fields.

FIG. 5: The ratio of electron capture rates to neutron decay rates as a function of the magnetic field for the TMA EoS at the sub-threshold density n_B = 1.8n_0.

C. Case 3: High temperature and negligible magnetic field

Here, we calculate rates for the full phase space at finite temperature for negligible magnetic fields using Eq. (16) from Sec.II B. We set T = 3, 5 MeV as the rates deviate significantly from the Fermi-surface approximation at these temperatures as seen in [53, 54]. We choose B = 10^{12} G as this magnetic field strength will have no effect on the Urca rates. As we consider finite temperatures here with negligible magnetic field, we can compare our rate calculations with those calculated in [53] using the full phase space integral in the absence of an external magnetic field. Fig. 2 shows the rates calculated at temperatures T = 3, 5 MeV and low magnetic field B = 10^{12} G. The dashed lines show the rates in the absence of magnetic field calculated as in [53]. Our calculation of the rates at small magnetic fields agree with the rates calculated in the complete absence of magnetic fields.

IV. RESULTS

We now show the results for case 4 in the enumeration given at the end of Sec. II A, the regime where magnetic field effects are non-negligible and the Fermi-surface approximation is not valid. As mentioned in Sec II, we perform this study for two different EoS: TMA and QMC- RMF3.

A. TMA

We plot the direct Urca neutron decay (Fig. 3) and electron capture (Fig. 4) rates for the TMA EoS at finite temperatures and magnetic fields. This EoS has a direct Urca threshold at density n_B = 2.1n_0. We plot the rates at temperatures T =0.5, 1, 3 MeV and at magnetic fields B=10^{16}, 5 × 10^{16}, 10^{17}, and 5 × 10^{17} G. We use the cold flavor equilibrium condition for matter where μ_n = μ_p + μ_e.

For both neutron decay and electron capture we see that the magnetic field is only important below the direct Urca threshold density, where both nonzero temperature and nonzero magnetic field help to enhance the rate, blurring the dUrca threshold. At T =0.5 MeV a magnetic field B=10^{16} G is already more important than thermal blurring, and the enhancement increases as the field grows. At T =3 MeV it takes a magnetic field of 5 × 10^{17} G to produce further enhancement beyond the thermal blurring. For reference we have also plotted the standard (zero magnetic field) calculation of the modified Urca rate [53, 54], so one can see that the enhancement will still be noticeable even when modified Urca processes are included. At large magnetic fields, distinct De Haas–Van Alphen oscillations due to the increasing number of filled Landau levels become visible.

The equilibrium proton fraction is determined by the balance between neutron decay and electron capture rates. In neutrino transparent matter at T ≳ 1 MeV it must be determined by explicitly calculating these rates and varying x_p to find the value at which they balance [53]. In Fig. 5 we plot the ratio of electron capture rates to neutron decay rates as a function of increasing magnetic field at a density n_B = 1.8n_0 and proton fraction x_p = 0.1, which is below the direct-Urca threshold density for the TMA EoS. We observe that increasing the magnetic field reduces the difference between electron capture and neutron decay rates. This is because the neutron decay rates are more strongly enhanced by the magnetic field compared to the electron capture rates. Thus magnetic fields are changing the chemical potentials at which the rates will balance each other and will therefore affect the equilibrium proton fraction.

B. QMC-RMF3

We also studied Urca rates for the QMC-RMF3 EoS, which does not have a direct Urca threshold in the density range of interest. We again impose the cold flavor equilibrium condition on matter, μ_n = μ_p + μ_e. The results are shown in Figs. (6) and (7). We see that the Urca rates are always enhanced by the magnetic field as well as the temperature, with even greater sensitivity to the magnetic field than was seen for the TMA EoS. A magnetic field B=5×10^{17} G is easily enough to push the dUrca rate above the (zero field) mUrca rate, and at some densities and temperatures. e.g. for electron capture at T = 1 MeV, even much smaller fields of order 10^{16} G can accomplish this. This may have important consequences for physical processes where Urca rates are essential, such as neutron star cooling [82, 83], transport in neutron stars and neutron star mergers [43, 84–87] and for the thermal states of compact stars in low-mass X-ray

(a) Rates at T = 0.5 MeV (b) Rates at T = 1 MeV (c) Rates at T = 3 MeV

FIG. 6: Direct Urca neutron decay rates for the QMC-RMF3 EoS.

(a) Rates at T = 0.5 MeV (b) Rates at T = 1 MeV (c) Rates at T = 3 MeV

FIG. 7: Direct Urca electron capture rates for the QMC-RMF3 EoS.

binaries [44, 88, 89].

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we investigated the effect of magnetic fields on the direct Urca rates in dense nuclear matter at temperatures relevant to neutron star mergers and proto-neutron stars. We performed calculations for matter described by two EoSs, TMA (which has a direct Urca threshold) andd QMC-RMF3 (which does not).

We find that the effect of the magnetic fields is significant at relatively low temperatures and can be washed out by large temperatures. For temperatures around T =1 to 3 MeV the neutron decay rate below the direct Urca threshold is enhanced enough to be comparable to modified Urca for fields of order 10^{16}-10^{17} G. The electron capture rate is more strongly affected by nonzero temperatures, see e.g. Ref. [54], so for that process the effects of magnetic fields of order 10^{16}-10^{17} G are less obvious at T =3 MeV, but become noticeable at T = 0.5 MeV.

We see that with increasing magnetic field the difference between direct Urca neutron decay and electron capture rates is reduced (Fig. 5). This can reduce the isospin chemical potential required for the correct criterion of flavor equilibrium at finite temperatures shown in [53, 54, 90].

We performed the study for two different EoSs and found that the magnetic field counteracts the suppression of Urca rates at densities where Urca is kinematically forbidden at T = B = 0, e.g. at densities below the direct Urca threshold. The magnetic field effects were most significant for the QMC-RMF3 EoS, for which direct Urca is forbidden at all densities relevant to neutron stars, and for the TMA EoS at densities below its dUrca threshold.

The scheme applied in this work for the calculation of dUrca rates is valid for moderate magnetic fields, B < 10^{18} G, for which a large number of Landau levels are occupied (see Sec. II B). This is not applicable to the case when the magnetic fields are very large B > 10^{18} G, in which case only the lowest Landau level may be occupied. However, it is expected that such large magnetic fields will not arise in neutron star mergers and proto-neutron stars, the upper limit being around B ∼ 10^{17} G [71, 91– 93].

The results of this study may have important implications for astrophysical scenarios where magnetic fields in the 10^{16}-10^{17} G range are present and Urca processes play an important role, e.g. in flavor equilibration of the proton fraction, neutrino opacity, bulk viscosity, neutron star cooling, etc.

The formalism used in this work could be combined with the recently developed nucleon width approximation (NWA) [94] to calculate magnetic field and finite temperature corrections to in-medium effects (corresponding to modified Urca contributions to the rate). Furthermore, it would be interesting to investigate the effect of magnetic fields on the Urca rates in neutron star mergers, as has been done in the zero magnetic field case in Refs. [51, 95]. Our calculations also allow us to study the cooling behavior of (proto-) neutron stars, where a “softening” of the direct Urca threshold could lead to faster cooling.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

P.T. thanks Suprovo Ghosh and Nilaksha Barman for helpful discussions on the topic. D.C. acknowledges Lami Suleiman and Arus Harutyunyan for insightful discussions. D.C. is thankful for the warm hospitality of Prof. Mark Alford, Alexander Haber and their research group at the Washington University in St. Louis. P.T. and D.C. acknowledge the usage of IUCAA HPC computing facility. MGA and AH are partly supported by the U.S. Department of Energy, Office of Science, Office of Nuclear Physics, under Award No. #DE-FG02-05ER41375.

[1] S. L. Shapiro and S. A. Teukolsky, Black holes, white dwarfs, and neutron stars: The physics of compact objects (Wiley and Sons, New York, 1983).

[2] N. K. Glendenning, Compact Stars: Nuclear Physics, Particle Physics, and General Relativity (Springer New York, NY, 1997).

[3] J. Schaffner-Bielich, Neutron stars, in Compact Star Physics (Cambridge University Press, 2020) p. 147–208.

[4] G. F. Burgio, H. J. Schulze, I. Vidana, and J. B. Wei, Neutron stars and the nuclear equation of state, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 120, 103879 (2021), arXiv:2105.03747 [nucl-th].

[5] J. M. Lattimer, Neutron Stars and the Nuclear Matter Equation of State, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 71, 433 (2021).

[6] M. Baldo, I. Bombaci, L. S. Ferreira, G. Giansiracusa, and U. Lombardo, Nuclear matter within the continuous choice, Phys. Rev. C 43, 2605 (1991).

[7] N. Van Giai, B. V. Carlson, Z. Ma, and H. Wolter, Dirac- Brueckner Hartree-Fock Approach: From Infinite Matter to Effective Lagrangians for Finite Systems, J. Phys. G 37, 064043 (2010), arXiv:1003.5524 [nucl-th].

[8] F. Sammarruca and R. Millerson, Nuclear Forces in the Medium: Insight From the Equation of State, Front. in Phys. 7, 213 (2019).

[9] M. G. Alford, L. Brodie, A. Haber, and I. Tews, Relativistic mean-field theories for neutron-star physics based on chiral effective field theory, Phys. Rev. C 106, 055804 (2022), arXiv:2205.10283 [nucl-th].

[10] M. G. Alford, L. Brodie, A. Haber, and I. Tews, Tabulated equations of state from models informed by chiral effective field theory, Phys. Scripta 98, 125302 (2023), arXiv:2304.07836 [nucl-th].

[11] M. Salinas and J. Piekarewicz, Bayesian refinement of covariant energy density functionals, Phys. Rev. C 107, 045802 (2023), arXiv:2301.09692 [nucl-th].

[12] C. Drischler, J. W. Holt, and C. Wellenhofer, Chiral Effective Field Theory and the High-Density Nuclear Equation of State, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 71, 403 (2021), arXiv:2101.01709 [nucl-th].

[13] C. Drischler, P. G. Giuliani, S. Bezoui, J. Piekarewicz, and F. Viens, A Bayesian mixture model approach to quantifying the empirical nuclear saturation point (2024), arXiv:2405.02748 [nucl-th].

[14] A. Lyne, F. Graham-Smith, and B. Stappers, Pulsar Astronomy, 5th ed., Cambridge Astrophysics (Cambridge University Press, 2022).

[15] B. P. Abbott et al. (LIGO Scientific, Virgo), GW170817:

Observation of Gravitational Waves from a Binary Neutron Star Inspiral, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 161101 (2017), arXiv:1710.05832 [gr-qc].

[16] B. P. Abbott et al. (LIGO Scientific, Virgo), GW170817:

Measurements of neutron star radii and equation of state, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 161101 (2018), arXiv:1805.11581 [gr-qc].

[17] B. P. Abbott et al. (LIGO Scientific, Virgo), Properties of the binary neutron star merger GW170817, Phys. Rev. X 9, 011001 (2019), arXiv:1805.11579 [gr-qc].

[18] B. P. Abbott et al. (LIGO Scientific, Virgo), GW190425:

Observation of a Compact Binary Coalescence with Total Mass ∼ 3.4M⊙, Astrophys. J. Lett. 892, L3 (2020), arXiv:2001.01761 [astro-ph.HE].

[19] R. Abbott et al. (LIGO Scientific, KAGRA, VIRGO), Observation of Gravitational Waves from Two Neutron Star–Black Hole Coalescences, Astrophys. J. Lett. 915, L5 (2021), arXiv:2106.15163 [astro-ph.HE].

[20] P. T. H. Pang, I. Tews, M. W. Coughlin, M. Bulla, C. Van Den Broeck, and T. Dietrich, Nuclear Physics Multimessenger Astrophysics Constraints on the Neutron Star Equation of State: Adding NICER’s PSR J0740+6620 Measurement, Astrophys. J. 922, 14 (2021), arXiv:2105.08688 [astro-ph.HE].

[21] S. Ascenzi, V. Graber, and N. Rea, Neutron-star measurements in the multi-messenger Era, Astropart. Phys. 158, 102935 (2024), arXiv:2401.14930 [astro-ph.HE].

[22] H. T. Cromartie et al. (NANOGrav), Relativistic Shapiro delay measurements of an extremely massive millisecond pulsar, Nature Astron. 4, 72 (2019), arXiv:1904.06759 [astro-ph.HE].

[23] T. E. Riley et al., A NICER View of PSR J0030+0451:

Millisecond Pulsar Parameter Estimation, Astrophys. J. Lett. 887, L21 (2019), arXiv:1912.05702 [astro-ph.HE].

[24] M. C. Miller et al., PSR J0030+0451 Mass and Radius from NICER Data and Implications for the Properties of Neutron Star Matter, Astrophys. J. Lett. 887, L24 (2019), arXiv:1912.05705 [astro-ph.HE].

[25] T. E. Riley et al., A NICER View of the Massive Pulsar PSR J0740+6620 Informed by Radio Timing and XMM-Newton Spectroscopy, Astrophys. J. Lett. 918, L27 (2021), arXiv:2105.06980 [astro-ph.HE].

[26] M. C. Miller et al., The Radius of PSR J0740+6620 from NICER and XMM-Newton Data, Astrophys. J. Lett. 918, L28 (2021), arXiv:2105.06979 [astro-ph.HE].

[27] T. Salmi et al., The Radius of PSR J0740+6620 from NICER with NICER Background Estimates, Astrophys. J. 941, 150 (2022), arXiv:2209.12840 [astro-ph.HE].

[28] P. T. H. Pang et al., An updated nuclear-physics and multi-messenger astrophysics framework for binary neutron star mergers, Nature Commun. 14, 8352 (2023), arXiv:2205.08513 [astro-ph.HE].

[29] D. Choudhury et al., A NICER View of the Nearest and Brightest Millisecond Pulsar: PSR J0437–4715, Astrophys. J. Lett. 971, L20 (2024), arXiv:2407.06789 [astro-ph.HE].

[30] S. Vinciguerra et al., An Updated Mass–Radius Analysis of the 2017–2018 NICER Data Set of PSR J0030+0451, Astrophys. J. 961, 62 (2024), arXiv:2308.09469 [astro-ph.HE].

[31] J. A. Pons, S. Reddy, M. Prakash, J. M. Lattimer, and J. A. Miralles, Evolution of protoneutron stars, Astrophys. J. 513, 780 (1999), arXiv:astro-ph/9807040.

[32] E. J. Lentz, S. W. Bruenn, W. R. Hix, A. Mezzacappa, O. E. B. Messer, E. Endeve, J. M. Blondin, J. A. Harris, P. Marronetti, and K. N. Yakunin, Threedimensional Core-collapse Supernova Simulated Using a 15 M⊙ Progenitor, Astrophys. J. Lett. 807, L31 (2015), arXiv:1505.05110 [astro-ph.SR].

[33] A. Burrows and D. Vartanyan, Core-Collapse Supernova Explosion Theory, Nature 589, 29 (2021), arXiv:2009.14157 [astro-ph.SR].

[34] H.-T. Janka, K. Langanke, A. Marek, G. Martinez- Pinedo, and B. Mueller, Theory of Core-

Collapse Supernovae, Phys. Rept. 442, 38 (2007), arXiv:astro-ph/0612072.

[35] M. Hanauske, J. Steinheimer, A. Motornenko, V. Vovchenko, L. Bovard, E. R. Most, L. J. Papenfort, S. Schramm, and H. Stöcker, Neutron Star Mergers: Probing the EoS of Hot, Dense Matter by Gravitational Waves, Particles 2, 44 (2019).

[36] E. R. Most, A. Motornenko, J. Steinheimer, V. Dexheimer, M. Hanauske, L. Rezzolla, and H. Stoecker, Probing neutron-star matter in the lab: Similarities and differences between binary mergers and heavy-ion collisions, Phys. Rev. D 107, 043034 (2023), arXiv:2201.13150 [nucl-th].

[37] A. Perego, S. Bernuzzi, and D. Radice, Thermodynamics conditions of matter in neutron star mergers, Eur. Phys. J. A 55, 124 (2019), arXiv:1903.07898 [gr-qc].

[38] C. A. Raithel, P. Espino, and V. Paschalidis, Finitetemperature effects in dynamical spacetime binary neutron star merger simulations: validation of the parametric approach, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 516, 4792 (2022), arXiv:2206.14838 [astro-ph.HE].

[39] C. A. Raithel, F. Ozel, and D. Psaltis, Finite-temperature extension for cold neutron star equations of state, Astrophys. J. 875, 12 (2019), arXiv:1902.10735 [astro-ph.HE].

[40] C. A. Raithel, V. Paschalidis, and F. Özel, Realistic finite-temperature effects in neutron star merger simulations, Phys. Rev. D 104, 063016 (2021), arXiv:2104.07226 [astro-ph.HE].

[41] J. M. Lattimer, C. J. Pethick, M. Prakash, and P. Haensel, Direct urca process in neutron stars, Phys. Rev. Lett. 66, 2701 (1991).

[42] P. Haensel, K. P. Levenfish, and D. G. Yakovlev, Bulk viscosity in superfluid neutron star cores. I. direct Urca processes in npe mu matter, Astron. Astrophys. 357, 1157 (2000), arXiv:astro-ph/0004183.

[43] D. G. Yakovlev, A. D. Kaminker, O. Y. Gnedin, and P. Haensel, Neutrino emission from neutron stars, Phys. Rept. 354, 1 (2001), arXiv:astro-ph/0012122.

[44] P. S. Shternin, M. Baldo, and P. Haensel, In-medium enhancement of the modified Urca neutrino reaction rates, Phys. Lett. B 786, 28 (2018), arXiv:1807.06569 [astro-ph.HE].

[45] A. Schmitt and P. Shternin, Reaction rates and transport in neutron stars, Astrophys. Space Sci. Libr. 457, 455 (2018), arXiv:1711.06520 [astro-ph.HE].

[46] B. Haskell, R-modes in neutron stars: Theory and observations, Int. J. Mod. Phys. E 24, 1541007 (2015), arXiv:1509.04370 [astro-ph.HE].

[47] L. Baiotti and L. Rezzolla, Binary neutron star mergers: a review of Einstein’s richest laboratory, Rept. Prog. Phys. 80, 096901 (2017), arXiv:1607.03540 [gr-qc].

[48] M. G. Alford, L. Bovard, M. Hanauske, L. Rezzolla, and K. Schwenzer, Viscous Dissipation and Heat Conduction in Binary Neutron-Star Mergers, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120, 041101 (2018), arXiv:1707.09475 [gr-qc].

[49] M. G. Alford and S. P. Harris, Damping of density oscillations in neutrino-transparent nuclear matter, Phys. Rev. C 100, 035803 (2019), arXiv:1907.03795 [nucl-th].

[50] E. R. Most, S. P. Harris, C. Plumberg, M. G. Alford, J. Noronha, J. Noronha-Hostler, F. Pretorius, H. Witek, and N. Yunes, Projecting the likely importance of weakinteraction-driven bulk viscosity in neutron star mergers, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 509, 1096 (2021), arXiv:2107.05094 [astro-ph.HE].

[51] E. R. Most, A. Haber, S. P. Harris, Z. Zhang, M. G. Alford, and J. Noronha, Emergence of Microphysical Bulk Viscosity in Binary Neutron Star Postmerger Dynamics, Astrophys. J. Lett. 967, L14 (2024), arXiv:2207.00442 [astro-ph.HE].

[52] M. Alford, A. Harutyunyan, A. Sedrakian, and S. Tsiopelas, Bulk viscosity of 2SC quark matter in neutron star mergers (2024), arXiv:2407.12493 [nucl-th].

[53] M. G. Alford and S. P. Harris, Beta equilibrium in neutron star mergers, Phys. Rev. C 98, 065806 (2018), arXiv:1803.00662 [nucl-th].

[54] M. G. Alford, A. Haber, S. P. Harris, and Z. Zhang, Beta Equilibrium Under Neutron Star Merger Conditions, Universe 7, 399 (2021), arXiv:2108.03324 [nucl-th].

[55] M. Alford, A. Harutyunyan, and A. Sedrakian, Bulk viscosity of baryonic matter with trapped neutrinos, Phys. Rev. D 100, 103021 (2019), arXiv:1907.04192 [astro-ph.HE].

[56] M. Alford, A. Harutyunyan, and A. Sedrakian, Bulk Viscous Damping of Density Oscillations in Neutron Star Mergers, Particles 3, 500 (2020), arXiv:2006.07975 [nucl-th].

[57] M. Alford, A. Harutyunyan, and A. Sedrakian, Bulk viscosity from Urca processes: npeμ matter in the neutrinotrapped regime, Phys. Rev. D 104, 103027 (2021), arXiv:2108.07523 [astro-ph.HE].

[58] M. G. Alford and A. Haber, Strangeness-changing Rates and Hyperonic Bulk Viscosity in Neutron Star Mergers, Phys. Rev. C 103, 045810 (2021), arXiv:2009.05181 [nucl-th].

[59] M. Alford, A. Harutyunyan, and A. Sedrakian, Bulk Viscosity of Relativistic npeμ Matter in Neutron-Star Mergers, Particles 5, 361 (2022), arXiv:2209.04717 [astro-ph.HE].

[60] M. Alford, A. Harutyunyan, and A. Sedrakian, Bulk viscosity from Urca processes: npeμ matter in the neutrinotransparent regime, Phys. Rev. D 108, 083019 (2023), arXiv:2306.13591 [nucl-th].

[61] S. Mereghetti, J. Pons, and A. Melatos, Magnetars:

Properties, Origin and Evolution, Space Sci. Rev. 191, 315 (2015), arXiv:1503.06313 [astro-ph.HE].

[62] V. M. Kaspi and A. Beloborodov, Magnetars, Ann. Rev.

Astron. Astrophys. 55, 261 (2017), arXiv:1703.00068 [astro-ph.HE].

[63] P. Esposito, N. Rea, and G. L. Israel, Magnetars: a short review and some sparse considerations, Astrophys. Space Sci. Libr. 461, 97 (2020), arXiv:1803.05716 [astro-ph.HE].

[64] S. Konar, Magnetic Fields of Neutron Stars, J. Astrophys. Astron. 38, 47 (2017), arXiv:1709.07106 [astro-ph.HE].

[65] A. K. Harding and D. Lai, Physics of Strongly Magnetized Neutron Stars, Rept. Prog. Phys. 69, 2631 (2006), arXiv:astro-ph/0606674.

[66] D. R. Lorimer, Binary and Millisecond Pulsars, Living Rev. Rel. 11, 8 (2008), arXiv:0811.0762 [astro-ph].

[67] K. Kiuchi, P. Cerdá-Durán, K. Kyutoku, Y. Sekiguchi, and M. Shibata, Efficient magnetic-field amplification due to the Kelvin-Helmholtz instability in binary neutron star mergers, Phys. Rev. D 92, 124034 (2015), arXiv:1509.09205 [astro-ph.HE].

[68] R. Ciolfi, W. Kastaun, B. Giacomazzo, A. Endrizzi, D. M. Siegel, and R. Perna, General relativistic magnetohydrodynamic simulations of binary neutron star mergers forming a long-lived neutron star, Phys. Rev. D 95, 063016 (2017), arXiv:1701.08738 [astro-ph.HE].

[69] R. Ciolfi, The key role of magnetic fields in binary neutron star mergers, Gen. Rel. Grav. 52, 59 (2020), arXiv:2003.07572 [astro-ph.HE].

[70] D. Chatterjee, J. Novak, and M. Oertel, Structure of ultra-magnetised neutron stars, Eur. Phys. J. A 57, 249 (2021), arXiv:2108.13733 [nucl-th].

[71] D. Lai and S. L. Shapiro, Cold Equation of State in a Strong Magnetic Field: Effects of Inverse beta -Decay, Astrophysical Journal 383, 745 (1991).

[72] L. B. Leinson and A. Perez, Direct Urca process in neutron stars with strong magnetic fields, JHEP 1998 (09), 020.

[73] D. A. Baiko and D. G. Yakovlev, Direct Urca process in strong magnetic fields and neutron star cooling, Astron. Astrophys. 342, 192 (1999), arXiv:astro-ph/9812071.

[74] T. Maruyama, A. B. Balantekin, M.-K. Cheoun, T. Kajino, M. Kusakabe, and G. J. Mathews, A relativistic quantum approach to neutrino and antineutrino emission via the direct Urca process in strongly magnetized neutron-star matter, Phys. Lett. B 824, 136813 (2022), arXiv:2103.01703 [nucl-th].

[75] J. D. Anand, V. K. Gupta, A. Goyal, S. Singh, and K. Goswami, Bulk viscosity of magnetized neutron star matter, J. Phys. G 27, 921 (2001), arXiv:astro-ph/0007182.

[76] M. Sinha and D. Bandyopadhyay, Hyperon bulk viscosity in strong magnetic fields, Phys. Rev. D 79, 123001 (2009), arXiv:0809.3337 [astro-ph].

[77] H. Toki, D. Hirata, Y. Sugahara, K. Sumiyoshi, and I. Tanihata, Relativistic many body approach for unstable nuclei and supernova, Nucl. Phys. A 588, c357 (1995).

[78] S. Typel, M. Oertel, and T. Klähn, CompOSE Comp- Star online supernova equations of state harmonising the concert of nuclear physics and astrophysics compose.obspm.fr, Phys. Part. Nucl. 46, 633 (2015), arXiv:1307.5715 [astro-ph.SR].

[79] A. D. Kaminker and D. G. Yakovlev, Description of a relativistic electron in a quantizing magnetic field. transverse transport coefficients of an electron gas, Theoretical and Mathematical Physics 49, 1012 (1981).

[80] M. Hempel, Nucleon self-energies for supernova equations of state, Phys. Rev. C 91, 055807 (2015), arXiv:1410.6337 [nucl-th].

[81] M. Riquelme, A. Reisenegger, O. Espinosa, and C. O.

Dib, Neutrino emission rates in highly magnetized neutron stars revisited, Astrophys. J. 439, 427 (2005), arXiv:astro-ph/0505238.

[82] D. Page, J. M. Lattimer, M. Prakash, and A. W.

Steiner, Minimal cooling of neutron stars: A New paradigm, Astrophys. J. Suppl. 155, 623 (2004), arXiv:astro-ph/0403657.

[83] D. Page, J. M. Lattimer, M. Prakash, and A. W. Steiner,

Neutrino Emission from Cooper Pairs and Minimal Cooling of Neutron Stars, Astrophys. J. 707, 1131 (2009), arXiv:0906.1621 [astro-ph.SR].

[84] L. Gavassino, M. Antonelli, and B. Haskell, Bulk viscosity in relativistic fluids: from thermodynamics to hydrodynamics, Class. Quant. Grav. 38, 075001 (2021), arXiv:2003.04609 [gr-qc].

[85] D. Radice, S. Bernuzzi, A. Perego, and R. Haas, A new moment-based general-relativistic neutrinoradiation transport code: Methods and first applications to neutron star mergers, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 512, 1499 (2022), arXiv:2111.14858 [astro-ph.HE].

[86] F. Foucart, Neutrino transport in general relativistic neutron star merger simulations, Liv. Rev. Comput. Astrophys. 9, 1 (2023), arXiv:2209.02538 [astro-ph.HE].

[87] L. Gavassino and J. Noronha, Relativistic bulk rheology:

From neutron star mergers to viscous cosmology, Phys. Rev. D 109, 096040 (2024), arXiv:2305.04119 [gr-qc].

[88] D. G. Yakovlev and C. J. Pethick, Neutron star cooling, Ann. Rev. Astron. Astrophys. 42, 169 (2004), arXiv:astro-ph/0402143.

[89] M. Fortin, G. Taranto, G. F. Burgio, P. Haensel, H. J.

Schulze, and J. L. Zdunik, Thermal states of neutron stars with a consistent model of interior, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 475, 5010 (2018), arXiv:1709.04855 [astro-ph.HE].

[90] M. G. Alford, A. Haber, and Z. Zhang, Isospin equilibration in neutron star mergers, Phys. Rev. C 109, 055803 (2024), arXiv:2306.06180 [nucl-th].

[91] K. Kiuchi, K. Kyutoku, Y. Sekiguchi, and M. Shibata, Global simulations of strongly magnetized remnant massive neutron stars formed in binary neutron star mergers, Phys. Rev. D 97, 124039 (2018), arXiv:1710.01311 [astro-ph.HE].

[92] C. Palenzuela, R. Aguilera-Miret, F. Carrasco, R. Ciolfi, J. V. Kalinani, W. Kastaun, B. Miñano, and D. Viganò, Turbulent magnetic field amplification in binary neutron star mergers, Phys. Rev. D 106, 023013 (2022), arXiv:2112.08413 [gr-qc].

[93] K. Kiuchi, A. Reboul-Salze, M. Shibata, and Y. Sekiguchi, A large-scale magnetic field produced by a solar-like dynamo in binary neutron star mergers, Nature Astron. 8, 298 (2024), arXiv:2306.15721 [astro-ph.HE].

[94] M. G. Alford, A. Haber, and Z. Zhang, Beyond modified Urca: The nucleon width approximation for flavorchanging processes in dense matter, Phys. Rev. C 110, L052801 (2024), arXiv:2406.13717 [nucl-th].

[95] P. L. Espino, P. Hammond, D. Radice, S. Bernuzzi, R. Gamba, F. Zappa, L. F. L. Micchi, and A. Perego, Neutrino trapping and out-of-equilibrium effects in binary neutron-star merger remnants, Phys. Rev. Lett. 132, 211001 (2024), arXiv:2311.00031 [astro-ph.HE].