
Thermal conduction and thermopower of inner crusts of magnetized neutron stars

Henrik Danielyan,1, ∗ Arus Harutyunyan,2, 1, † and Armen Sedrakian3, 4, ‡

1Physics Institute, Yerevan State University, Yerevan 0025, Armenia
2Byurakan Astrophysical Observatory, Byurakan 0213, Armenia

3Frankfurt Institute for Advanced Studies, D-60438 Frankfurt am Main, Germany
4Institute of Theoretical Physics, University of Wroc law, 50-204 Wroc law, Poland

We compute the thermal conductivity and thermoelectric power (thermopower) of the inner crust
of compact stars across a broad temperature–density domain relevant for proto–neutron stars, bi-
nary neutron-star mergers, and accreting neutron stars. The analysis covers the transition from
a semi-degenerate to a highly degenerate electron gas and assumes temperatures above the melt-
ing threshold of the nuclear lattice, such that nuclei form a liquid. The transport coefficients are
obtained by solving the Boltzmann kinetic equation in the relaxation-time approximation, fully in-
corporating the anisotropies generated by non-quantizing magnetic fields. Electron scattering rates
include (i) dynamical screening of the electron–ion interaction in the hard-thermal-loop approxima-
tion of QED, (ii) ion–ion correlations within a one-component plasma, and (iii) finite nuclear-size
effects. As an additional refinement, we evaluate electron–neutron scattering induced by the cou-
pling of electrons to the anomalous magnetic moment of free neutrons; this contribution is found
to be subdominant throughout the parameter range explored. To assess the sensitivity of transport
coefficients to the underlying microphysics, we perform calculations for several inner-crust compo-
sitions obtained from different nuclear interactions and many-body methods. Across most of the
crust, variations in relaxation times and in the components of the anisotropic thermal-conductivity
and thermopower tensors reach up to factors 3÷ 4 and 1.5÷ 2, respectively, with the exception of
the region where pasta phases are expected. These results provide updated, composition-dependent
microphysical inputs for dissipative magneto-hydrodynamic simulations of warm neutron stars and
post-merger remnants, where anisotropic heat and charge transport are of critical importance.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

Transport coefficients of cold and dense plasma in neu-
tron stars, both in the liquid and solid phases have
been extensively studied for many decades [1–13] (see
Refs. [14, 15] for reviews). More recently, the transport
in high-temperature regime, where transition from cold,
degenerate matter to semi-degenerate or non-degenerate
plasma might occur, has become of great interest. The
dense nuclear matter in a heated plasma state is relevant
mainly to binary neutron star mergers, proto-neutron
stars, and neutron stars accreting matter from a com-
panion. In this process, matter is expected to be heated
to temperatures of the order of 100 MeV, likely featur-
ing large thermal and compositional gradients and strong
electromagnetic fields.

The primary focus of our work is the transport prop-
erties of the inner crust of neutron stars, where ultra-
relativistic electrons, heavy nuclei, and a Fermi gas of
unbound neutrons coexist. In this region, electrons dom-
inate both charge and heat transport, as the contribution
of normal (non-superfluid) neutrons to the thermal con-
ductivity is known to be negligible [16]. A detailed cal-
culation of the electrical conductivity in this inner-crust
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regime was recently carried out in Ref. [17]. Complemen-
tary studies of outer-crust matter – including the electri-
cal and thermal conductivities of hot, dense, fully ionized
plasmas – were performed in Refs. [18, 19]. The electrical
conductivity results of Ref. [18] were subsequently used
to quantify the roles of Ohmic dissipation and the Hall ef-
fect in binary neutron-star mergers [20], and to delineate
the parameter space in which a magnetohydrodynamic
treatment remains valid. These outer-crust studies pro-
vide a useful reference, while the more recent extension
to the inner crust [17] addresses the additional micro-
physics introduced by the presence of free neutrons and
heavier nuclear clusters.

The dominant scattering channel, which determines
the electron transport in the inner crust, is the Coulomb
scattering off the ions. However, electron-neutron in-
teraction via the coupling of the electron to the neu-
tron’s anomalous magnetic moment has also been stud-
ied. Refs. [1, 21] considered the low-temperature regime
where the neutron star matter is in a solid state in the
crust or forms a Fermi-liquid in the core. It was found
that the effect of electron-neutron scattering on the ther-
mal conductivity is small in the inner crust [1], but can
become important in the core [21]. Ref. [22] studied the
induced electron-neutron interaction due to ions (in the
inner crust) or protons (in the core), and found that the
contribution of this interaction to transport coefficients
is always negligible in the inner crust.

In the presence of magnetic fields, the conduction in
the crust becomes anisotropic, and the transport in the
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direction transverse to the magnetic field becomes sup-
pressed. Additionally, the simultaneous presence of elec-
tromagnetic fields and thermal gradients mixes various
transport channels, leading to coupled non-trivial dy-
namics in the evolution of temperature and magnetic field
profiles. In particular, a generation mechanism of strong
magnetic fields via the dynamo effect (i.e., magnetic field
amplification) driven by strong thermal gradients was
proposed earlier in Refs. [23–27]. Thermoelectric and
thermomagnetic effects have also been considered in the
context of thermal evolution of neutron stars [28–31].

In this work, we will compute the thermal conductiv-
ity and the thermoelectric power (thermopower) in the
inner crust of a moderately warm neutron star, including
the anisotropies of the transport induced by strong mag-
netic fields below the quantization limit B ≤ 1014 G. We
will extend the formalism developed previously for as-
sessment of electrical and thermal conductivities in the
outer crust [18, 19] to the inner crust, adopting five com-
position models for spherical nuclei [32–35], which were
employed recently to compute the electrical conductivity
of the same system in Ref. [17].

In the regime relevant to this work, the ions consti-
tute a classical liquid, and ion–ion correlations are incor-
porated through the structure factor of a classical one-
component plasma. In addition to electron–ion scatter-
ing, we also include the full finite-temperature scattering
rate of electrons off neutrons via the neutron’s anomalous
magnetic moment. Although earlier studies concluded
that electron–neutron scattering is negligible [1], those
calculations were performed assuming exchange of longi-
tudinally screened plasmons with Debye screening. As
we show below, the dominant contribution instead arises
from the exchange of transversely screened phasmons.
The longitudinal and transverse components of the pho-
ton polarization tensor are evaluated within the hard-
thermal-loop (HTL) effective field theory [18, 36, 37].
Finally, we provide an order-of-magnitude estimates for
the evolution timescales of crustal magnetic fields and
identify the conditions under which thermoelectric effects
may play a significant role in their dynamics.

This work is organized as follows. Section II discusses
briefly the physical conditions in the inner crust of a neu-
tron star for five different compositions employed in this
work. Section III provides the derivation of the ten-
sors of electrical and thermal conductivities and ther-
mopower in magnetic fields from the Boltzmann equa-
tion. Section IV presents the numerical results for the
thermal conductivity, thermopower, and magnetic field
evolution timescales in the density, temperature, and B-
field regimes of interest. Our results are summarized
in Section V. Appendix A derives the electron-neutron
scattering matrix element in a thermal medium, and Ap-
pendix B computes the resulting electron relaxation time.
Appendix C collects the low-temperature formulae for
the thermoelectric coefficients. We use the natural units
with ℏ = c = kB = ke = 1, and the metric signature
(1,−1,−1,−1).

II. PHYSICAL CONDITIONS IN INNER CRUST

The inner crust of a neutron star consists of relativistic
electrons, fully ionized nuclei, and a gas of unbound neu-
trons that emerges once the density exceeds the neutron-
drip threshold. The total baryon density in the inner
crust is then given by

nB = Ani + (1− VNni)nn, (1)

where ni and nn are the number densities of ions and
unbound neutrons, respectively, VN is the volume of the
nucleus, and VNni is the excluded volume correction [38].
The state of ions in the crust is characterized by the
plasma parameter

Γ =
e2Z2

TRWS
, (2)

where e is the elementary charge, Z is the ion charge
number, T is the temperature, RWS = (4πni/3)

−1/3 is
the radius of the spherical volume per ion, i.e., that of
the Wigner-Seitz cell. Ions form a weakly coupled Boltz-
mann gas for Γ ≪ 1, a strongly coupled liquid for 1 ≤ Γ ≤
Γm ≃ 160, and a solid for Γ > Γm. The melting temper-
ature of the crust is defined as Tm = (e2Z2)/(ΓmRWS).
The current study applies to the intermediate tempera-
tures where the plasma is in a liquid state.
For numerical computations, we will adopt five dif-

ferent density-dependent compositions of crustal mat-
ter, which we label as NV [32], D1M and D1M* [33],
Bsk24 [34], and Sly9 [35]. Although these compositions
were computed at T = 0, we will assume in this work
that they depend weakly on the temperature and remain
valid up to the temperature T = 10 MeV, postponing the
investigation of temperature-dependent compositions to
future work. The key properties of these compositions,
such as the nuclear charge Z, mass number A, and the
fraction of unbound neutrons Yn = nn/n, where nn and
n are the neutron and total number densities, were an-
alyzed and compared extensively in Ref. [17]. For com-
pleteness, we summarize the main features here.
The primary distinctions among the five compositions

stem from differences in the predicted mass number
A at high densities, specifically in the range 13.5 ≤
log10 ρ [g cm

−3] ≤ 14, where ρ denotes the matter mass
density. The D1M and D1M* models yield comparatively
large nuclei, with 300 ≤ A ≤ 2000, accompanied by a low
free–neutron fraction 0.7 ≥ Yn ≥ 0.2 in this density in-
terval. In contrast, the Bsk24 and Sly9 models predict
much smaller nuclei with A ∼ 200 and a correspondingly
higher neutron fraction Yn ∼ 0.8. The NV composition
shows an intermediate behavior between these two classes
for log10 ρ [g cm−3] ≥ 13.5.
Figure 1 shows the ratio of the radius rc of the nu-

cleus in the ground state to that of the Wigner-Seitz
cell, as well as the free-volume fraction for neutrons,
(1 − VNni), as a functions of density. At high densi-
ties the D1M and D1M* models predict extremely large
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FIG. 1: (a) The ratio of the nucleus radius rc to that of
the Wigner-Seitz cell and (b) the volume fraction (1− VNni)
occupied by neutron gas as functions of density for five com-
positions of stellar matter.

nuclei that occupy a substantial fraction of the cell vol-
ume. Consequently, these models leave significantly less
available volume for the free–neutron component com-
pared with the other compositions. In the regime of in-
terest, electrons form a degenerate or semi-degenerate
ultrarelativistic Fermi gas, with the Fermi energy given
by ϵF = (p2F + m2

e)
1/2 ≥ 25 MeV, pF = (3π2ne)

1/3,
where ne = Zni is the electron density, pF – the Fermi
momentum, and me – the electron (vacuum) mass.

III. THERMOELECTRIC TRANSPORT FROM
THE BOLTZMANN EQUATION

A. Solving the Boltzmann equation

In this work, we mainly follow Refs. [18, 19] to present
the Boltzmann framework for thermoelectric transport in
the presence of magnetic fields. The electron dynamics
is governed by the Boltzmann equation for the electron
distribution function

∂f

∂t
+ v

∂f

∂r
− e(E + v ×B)

∂f

∂p
= I, (3)

where E and B are the electric and magnetic fields,
v = ∂ϵ/∂p is the electron velocity with ϵ =

√
p2 +m2

e, e
is the unit charge, and I = Iei + Ien is the collision inte-
gral which includes the electron-ion and electron-neutron

scattering processes. These integrals are given by

Iei = −(2π)4
∑
234

|Mei
12→34|2δ(4)(p1 + p2 − p3 − p4)

×
[
f1(1− f3)g2 − f3(1− f1)g4

]
, (4)

Ien = −(2π)4
∑
234

|Men
12→34|2δ(4)(p1 + p2 − p3 − p4)

×
[
f1(1− f3)f

′
2(1− f ′4)− f3(1− f1)f

′
4(1− f ′2)

]
,

(5)

where (using short-hand notation) f1,3 ≡ f(p1,3) and
f ′2,4 ≡ f ′(p2,4) are the distribution functions of elec-
trons and neutrons, g2,4 ≡ g(p2,4) is the distribution
function of ions, Mei

12→34 and Men
12→34 are the electron-

ion and electron-neutron scattering matrix elements, re-
spectively, and

∑
i

≡
∫
dpi/(2π)

3. We will neglect the

electron-electron collision in this work as their rate is
suppressed by a factor of Z−1 as compared to the rate of
electron-ion scattering. As ions form a classical fluid in
equilibrium, the function g(p) is given by the Maxwell-
Boltzmann distribution

g(p) = ni

(
2π

MT

)3/2

exp

(
− p2

2MT

)
. (6)

Additionally, we assume that the neutrons remain in
thermal equilibrium and are therefore described by the
Fermi–Dirac distribution

f(ϵ) =
1

eβ(ϵ−µn) + 1
, ϵ =

p2

2m∗
n

, (7)

where m∗
n and µn are the effective neutron mass and

chemical potential, respectively. In principle, the neu-
tron effective mass should be computed self-consistently
within the microscopic model that determines the com-
position of matter. However, its value is expected to
deviate only weakly from the vacuum mass, and in what
follows we therefore take m∗

n ≃ mn.
To linearize the kinetic equation (3), the electron dis-

tribution is written as

f = f0 + δf, δf = −ϕ∂f
0

∂ϵ
, (8)

where f0(ϵ) is the equilibrium Fermi-Dirac distribution
function of electons and δf ≪ f0 is a small perturbation.
To derive the thermal conductivity under stationary con-
ditions, we assume that the temperature T = β−1 and
the electron chemical potential µ vary slowly in space,
i.e., T = T (r), µ = µ(r) and are independent of time.
The leading-order non-vanishing derivatives appearing in
the Boltzmann equation (3) then can be written as

∂f0

∂r
=

∂f0

∂T

∂T

∂r
+
∂f0

∂µ

∂µ

∂r

=
∂f0

∂ϵ

(
µ− ϵ

T
∇T −∇µ

)
, (9)

∂f0

∂p
= v

∂f0

∂ϵ
,

∂f0

∂ϵ
= −βf0(1− f0). (10)
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Note that in all terms involving spatial derivatives or the
electric field, one may substitute f → f0. However, in the
magnetic term, the perturbation must be retained, since
in equilibrium the magnetic-field contribution vanishes
due to [v ×B](∂f0/∂p) ∝ [v ×B]v = 0. Therefore, for
the third term in Eq. (3) we obtain [using Eqs. (8) and
(10)]

e(E + v ×B)
∂f

∂p
= ev ·E ∂f0

∂ϵ
− e[v ×B]

∂f0

∂ϵ

∂ϕ

∂p
. (11)

Substituting Eqs. (9)–(11) in Eq. (3), at linear order in
macroscopic gradients, we find

∂f0

∂ϵ

(
ev · F − e[v ×B]

∂ϕ

∂p

)
= −I[ϕ], (12)

where we defined

F = E′ +
ϵ− µ

eT
∇T, eE′ = eE +∇µ. (13)

Linearized collision integrals are given by

Iei[ϕ] = −(2π)4β
∑
234

|Mei
12→34|2δ(4)(p1 + p2 − p3 − p4)

f01 (1− f03 )g2(ϕ1 − ϕ3), (14)

Ien[ϕ] = −(2π)4β
∑
234

|Men
12→34|2δ(4)(p1 + p2 − p3 − p4)

f01 (1− f03 )f
′
2(1− f ′4)(ϕ1 − ϕ3), (15)

where, as usual, we used the fact that the collision in-
tegral vanishes in equilibrium, since the corresponding
combinations of distribution functions vanish. We search
the solution of Eq. (12) in the form

ϕ = p ·A(ϵ), (16)

where the vector A depends only on the absolute value
of p. From Eqs. (12)–(16) we have

ev
∂f0

∂ϵ
(F + [A×B]) = −Iei − Ien, (17)

with

Iei = −(2π)4β
∑
234

|Mei
12→34|2δ(4)(p1 + p2 − p3 − p4)

× f01 (1− f03 )g2(p1 ·A1 − p3 ·A3), (18)

Ien = −(2π)4β
∑
234

|Men
12→34|2δ(4)(p1 + p2 − p3 − p4)

× f01 (1− f03 )f
′
2(1− f ′4)(p1 ·A1 − p3 ·A3). (19)

Since the energy transfer in collisions with both nuclei
and neutrons is small, we approximate A1 ≈ A3 in
Eqs. (18) and (19), allowing A1 to be taken outside the

collision integrals (p1 ≡ p)

Iei = −(2π)4β
∑
234

|Mei
12→34|2δ(4)(p1 + p2 − p3 − p4)

×f01 (1− f03 )g2[A · (p1 − p3)] =
∂f0

∂ϵ
(A · p) τ−1

ei (ϵ), (20)

Ien = −(2π)4β
∑
234

|Men
12→34|2δ(4)(p1 + p2 − p3 − p4)

×f01 (1− f03 )f
′
2(1− f ′4)[A · (p1 − p3)] =

∂f0

∂ϵ
(A · p) τ−1

en (ϵ),

(21)

where q = p1 − p3 = p4 − p2 is the transferred momen-
tum, and we defined electron-ion and electron-neutron
collision rates, i.e., inverse relaxation times by (ϵ ≡ ϵ1)

τ−1
ei (ϵ) = (2π)−5

∫
dq

∫
dp2 |Mei

12→34|2
q · p
p2

δ(ϵ+ ϵ2 − ϵ3 − ϵ4)
1− f03
1− f01

g2, (22)

τ−1
en (ϵ) = (2π)−5

∫
dq

∫
dp2 |Men

12→34|2
q · p
p2

δ(ϵ+ ϵ2 − ϵ3 − ϵ4)
1− f03
1− f01

f ′2(1− f ′4). (23)

Substituting the collision integrals given by Eqs. (20) and
(21) into Eq. (17) we obtain

eτϵ−1F + ωcτ [A× b] +A = 0, (24)

where

τ−1 = τ−1
en + τ−1

ei (25)

is the effective electron relaxation rate, ωc = eBϵ−1 is
the cyclotron frequency, and b = B/B is the unit vec-
tor along the magnetic field. We search the vector A in
the form A = αf + β(f · b)b + γ[f × b], with unit vec-
tor f = F /F and energy-dependent coefficients α, β, γ.
Substituting this expression into Eq. (24) and equating
the coefficients of the three independent vectors f , b and
[f × b], we obtain

ϕ = − eτ

1 + (ωcτ)2
vi
[
δij − ωcτεijkbk + (ωcτ)

2bibj
]
Fj .

(26)

The electron–ion and electron–neutron scattering matrix
elements can be evaluated using standard QED tech-
niques for thermal media. The electron–ion scattering
amplitude incorporates ion–ion correlations through the
structure factor S(q) of a one-component plasma, as well
as Debye screening via the low-frequency limit of the
HTL polarization tensor of a QED plasma (see Sec. IV
of Ref. [18] for details). Since nuclei in the inner crust
have relatively large radii, finite-size effects must also
be included through the nuclear form factor F (q), given
by [39]

F (q) = −3
qrc cos(qrc)− sin(qrc)

(qrc)3
. (27)
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The final expression for the electron-ion relaxation is
given by [18]

τ−1
ei (ϵ) =

πZ2α2ni
ϵ p3

∫ 2p

0

dq q3S(q)F 2(q)
4ϵ2 − q2

|q2 + q2D|2
, (28)

where α = 1/137 is the fine-structure constant, and the
Debye wave-number qD is defined as

q2D = −4α

π

∫ ∞

0

dp p2
∂f0

∂ϵ
. (29)

For numerical computations, we will use the structure
factor of one-component plasma [5, 40, 41], previously
employed in Refs. [17–19].

The scattering matrix for the electron scattering off
the anomalous magnetic moment of neutrons at finite
temperatures is computed in Appendix A, which is fol-
lowed by the computation of the corresponding collision
rate in Appendx B. We find that in the regime of inter-
est τen ≫ τei, indicating that electron–neutron scattering
has a negligible effect on electron transport in the liquid
phase in the inner crust across the temperatures consid-
ered. The minor role of electron–neutron scattering in
the inner crust was also noted earlier in Ref. [1], which
focused on low-temperature crystallized matter, a conclu-
sion that is also valid if the induced interaction between
electrons and neutrons is taken into account [22].

B. Thermoelectric currents and transport
coefficients

Now we are in a position to calculate the electrical
and thermal currents using the solution (8), (26) and the
expression (13) for F

jk = −
∫

2dp

(2π)3
evkδf = σkjE

′
j − αkj∂jT, (30)

qk =

∫
2dp

(2π)3
(ϵ− µ)vkδf = α̃kjE

′
j − κ̃kj∂jT, (31)

where the transport coefficient tensors are defined as

σkj = −
∫

2dp

(2π)3
∂f0

∂ϵ

e2τ

1 + (ωcτ)2
vkvi

×
[
δij − ωcτϵijmbm + (ωcτ)

2bibj
]
, (32)

αkj =

∫
2dp

(2π)3
∂f0

∂ϵ

e(ϵ− µ)τ

1 + (ωcτ)2
vkvi

×
[
δij − ωcτϵijmbm + (ωcτ)

2bibj
]
T−1, (33)

α̃kj =

∫
2dp

(2π)3
∂f0

∂ϵ

e(ϵ− µ)τ

1 + (ωcτ)2
vkvi

×
[
δij − ωcτϵijmbm + (ωcτ)

2bibj
]
, (34)

κ̃kj = −
∫

2dp

(2π)3
∂f0

∂ϵ

(ϵ− µ)2τ

1 + (ωcτ)2
vkvi

×
[
δij − ωcτϵijmbm + (ωcτ)

2bibj
]
T−1. (35)

Equations (30) and (31) can equivalently be written as

E′ = ϱ̂j − Q̂∇T, q = −κ̂∇T − TQ̂j, (36)

where σ̂ and ϱ̂ = σ̂−1 are the conductivity and resistivity
tensors, respectively; Q̂ = −ϱ̂α̂ is the thermopower and
κ̂ = ˆ̃κ + T α̂Q̂ is the thermal conductivity. The tensors
σ̂, α̂, ˆ̃α and ˆ̃κ are given by

σ̂ = e2L̂0, ˆ̃α = T α̂ = −eT L̂1, ˆ̃κ = T L̂2, (37)

with

Ln
kj = δkjLn

0 − εkjmbmLn
1 + bkbjLn

2 , (38)

Ln
l = − 1

3π2

∫ ∞

me

dϵ
∂f0

∂ϵ

(
ϵ− µ

T

)n

Fl(ϵ),

Fl(ϵ) =
p3

ϵ

τ(ωcτ)
l

1 + (ωcτ)2
, l = 0, 1, 2. (39)

In the absence of a magnetic field L̂n tensors become
diagonal Ln

kj = δkjLn with

Ln = − 1

3π2

∫ ∞

me

dϵ
p3

ϵ

∂f0

∂ϵ

(
ϵ− µ

T

)n

τ = Ln
0 + Ln

2 . (40)

With the magnetic field along z axis, we have

L̂n =

Ln
0 −Ln

1 0
Ln
1 Ln

0 0
0 0 Ln

 , (41)

where Ln, Ln
0 and Ln

1 are, respectively, the longitudinal,
transverse, and Hall components of this tensor. A similar
tensor structure applies to all transport coefficients de-
fined above. Using Eqs. (37)–(41), it is straightforward
to obtain the components of thermopower

Q = −α
σ
, Q0 = −α0σ0 + α1σ1

σ2
0 + σ2

1

, Q1 = −α1σ0 − α0σ1
σ2
0 + σ2

1

,

(42)

and thermal conductivity

κ = κ̃+ TαQ = κ̃− T
α2

σ
, (43)

κ0 = κ̃0 + T
(
α0Q0 − α1Q1

)
, (44)

κ1 = κ̃1 + T
(
α0Q1 + α1Q0

)
. (45)

Thus, the components of conductivities and thermopower
are fully determined if the relaxation time τ is known.
The low-temperature expressions of the transport coeffi-
cients are derived in Appendix C.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

Numerically, the thermal conductivity and ther-
mopower are evaluated using the relaxation time given
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by Eq. (28) and the formulas (37), (42)–(45). We recall
that for large magnetic fields (ωcτ ≳ 1) the full tensor
structure of these coefficients must be taken into account,
while for weak magnetic fields (ωcτ ≪ 0) only the longi-
tudinal components κ and Q are relevant. Below, we will
study the dependence of these transport coefficients on
density, temperature, and magnetic field strength for the
selected compositions. The numerical results will be pre-
sented in c.g.s. units, which are common in astrophysical
applications.

A. Relaxation time and Hall parameter
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1
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τ
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10 
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12

 = 100

FIG. 2: (a) The relaxation time τ and (b) the Hall parameter
ωcτ as functions of density for five compositions as labeled in
Fig. 1. The temperature is fixed at T = 5 MeV, and the
magnetic field is fixed at B12 = 100.

The behavior of the relaxation time, τ , and the Hall
parameter, ωcτ , was discussed in detail in Ref. [17] in the
context of electrical conductivity; here, we summarize
the most important features. Figure 2 shows the density
dependence of the relaxation time and the Hall parame-
ter at the Fermi energy for five different compositions at
T = 5 MeV. The variations in τ and ωcτ among the com-
positions are primarily due to differences in nuclear size,
which affect the nuclear form factor, F (q), particularly
at high densities, log10 ρ [g cm−3] > 13.
The finite nuclear size leads to an increase in the re-

laxation time with density, due to the suppression of
electron–ion scattering rates compared to scattering off a
point-like nucleus. This effect is particularly significant
for the D1M and D1M* models, which have larger nuclei
in the high-density regime, as seen in Fig. 1. Figure 3

12 13 14

log
10 

ρ [g cm
-3

]

-20

-19

lo
g

1
0

τ
 [

s]

D1M*
Bsk24

T = 5 MeV

FIG. 3: Density-dependence of the relaxation time for two
models evaluated with full nuclear formfactor F (q) (filled
symbols) and with F (q) = 1 (empty symbols). The tem-
perature is fixed at T = 5 MeV.

shows the relaxation time for the D1M* and Bsk24 mod-
els, which predict very similar values of Z and RWS, but
rather different values of A and rc. Consequently, the
effect of the nuclear form factor is markedly different for
these two models. Indeed, as seen in the figure, the re-
laxation times for both models would be nearly identical
if the effect of F (q) were neglected, i.e., F (q) → 0 (empty
symbols).

Panel (b) of Fig. 2 shows the Hall parameter for a
magnetic field B12 ≡ B/(1012 G) = 100. At this field
strength, ωcτ is of order unity throughout the inner
crust. Consequently, the inner crust becomes anisotropic
at such field strengths, although the effect is already neg-
ligible for B13 ≲ 13. We also note that the anisotropy
is more pronounced at higher densities for models with
larger nuclei, where the nuclear form factor plays a dom-
inant role.

B. Longitudinal thermal conductivity

We start with the results concerning the density de-
pendence of the scalar thermal conductivity, κ, at a fixed
temperature. Figure 4 shows κ as a function of density
for T = 5 MeV. Despite the non-monotonic behavior of
the relaxation time with density, the increasing density
of states near the Fermi surface leads to a growth of the
thermal conductivity with matter density, as also sug-
gested by the low-temperature formula (C9) for κ. Since
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FIG. 4: Dependence of the scalar conductivity on density for
five compositions. The temperature is fixed at T = 5 MeV.
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FIG. 5: The temperature dependence of the scalar conduc-
tivity for various values of the density for composition D1M*.

Z varies little across the inner crust, remaining fixed at
a (semi)magic number—the density dependence of κ is
governed primarily by the variation of A, which influ-
ences the thermal conductivity through the nuclear form
factor. As shown in Fig. 4, the discrepancies among dif-
ferent compositions grow with increasing density, reach-
ing factors 3-4 of log10 ρ ≥ 13.
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FIG. 6: The same as in Fig. 4 but for κ0 and for two magnetic
fields B12 = 10 and B12 = 11.
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FIG. 7: The same as in Fig. 4 but for κ1 and for two magnetic
fields B12 = 10 and B12 = 11.

The temperature dependence of the thermal conduc-
tivity for the D1M* model at fixed densities is shown
in Fig. 5. In the range 0 ≤ T ≤ 10 MeV, the thermal
conductivity increases with temperature, consistent with
the low-T asymptotic formula (C9). At low densities,
where the relaxation time depends weakly on temper-
ature, κ increases almost linearly with T . In the high-
density regime, where the effect of the form factor is more
pronounced, we find approximate scaling κ ∝ T 0.5. We
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FIG. 8: Temperature dependence of κ0 and κ1 at fixed mag-
netic field value B12 = 100. Curves correspond to several
fixed densities, distinguished in the plot by the logarithm of
their values, for the D1M* composition.

note that the asymptotic formula (C9) is not exact at
T ≃ 10 MeV and moderate densities log10 ρ ≤ 13, where
electrons are semi-degenerate. In this case, κ grows faster
than linearly due to the additional increase in electron
energy, which expands the phase space for thermal con-
duction.

C. Transverse and Hall conductivities

Now we consider strong magnetic fields, where the
transverse and Hall components of the thermal conduc-
tivity become relevant. Figure 6 shows the density de-
pendence of the κ0 component for two values of the mag-
netic field (B12 = 10, 100) for selected compositions at
T = 5 MeV. Figure 7 presents the same for the κ1 com-
ponent.

For B12 = 10, we have ωcτ ≪ 1, corresponding to
essentially isotropic conduction. In this case, κ0 is al-
most identical to the scalar conductivity κ, as seen by
comparing Figs. 4 and 6, while κ1 remains much smaller.
For B12 = 100, anisotropy is already significant, as also
indicated by Fig. 2. Here, the transverse and Hall con-
ductivities, κ0 and κ1, are of comparable magnitude.
The temperature dependence of κ0 and κ1 for the

D1M* model is shown in Fig. 8, with B12 = 100 – a
value of the B–field for which ωcτ ∼ 1. Both compo-
nents grow nearly linearly with temperature, as implied
by Eq. (C9), since the numerators and denominators in
the fractions containing τ effectively cancel.

Figure 9 shows the magnetic field dependence of these

20
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cg
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12 12.5 13 13.5 14
log
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19

20

21

lo
g

1
0

 κ
1
 [

cg
s]

14

T = 5 MeV

13
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12

FIG. 9: Magnetic field dependence of κ0 and κ1 at fixed
temperature T = 5 MeV. Curves correspond to several fixed
densities, distinguished in the plot by the logarithm of their
values, for the D1M* composition.

components at fixed temperature and density. According
to Eq. (C17), in the low-field regime κ1 is proportional
to the magnetic field, whereas κ0 is essentially indepen-
dent of it; these trends are visible in Fig. 9. Anisotropy
becomes important for B12 ≳ 30, where κ0 begins to de-
crease, and κ1 approaches its maximum. Overall, the
effect of the magnetic field on thermal conductivity in
the inner crust up to B12 ≃ 100 is less pronounced than
in the outer crust, which becomes fully anisotropic for
B12 ≳ 10 [18, 19].

D. Thermopower

The dependence of the longitudinal thermopower, Q,
on density and temperature is shown in Figs. 10 and 11,
respectively. In essence, Q is a thermodynamic quantity
and is practically independent of the microscopic relax-
ation time. Indeed, the τ -dependence in Q arises from
both α and σ, which almost entirely cancel each other,
as seen from Eq. (42). Consequently, the behavior of Q
differs quantitatively from that of the conductivities. In
contrast to the thermal conductivity, the thermopower
decreases with density. This reversed density depen-
dence is evident from the low-temperature formula (C14),

which implies the scaling Q ∝ Tn
−1/3
i . This scaling also

explains the weak composition dependence of Q up to the
highest densities in the crust, clearly seen in Fig. 10. As a
function of temperature, thermopower exhibits an almost
linear scaling, consistent with the low-T asymptotics, as
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shown in Fig. 11.
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FIG. 10: Dependence of thermopower Q on density for five
compositions. The temperature is fixed at T = 5 MeV.
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FIG. 11: Dependence of thermopower Q on temperature for
various densities, as indicated in the plot, for the D1M* com-
position.

The transverse component, Q0, does not differ signif-
icantly from the longitudinal component Q, as implied
by the limiting formula (C14). Its density and temper-
ature dependence is nearly identical to that of Q, and
its magnetic field dependence is very weak throughout

the regime of interest (Figs. 12, 14, and 15). Specifically,
Eq. (C14) gives Q0 → Q for ωcτ ≪ 1, while the lowest
value, Q0 → 3Q/4, occurs for ωcτ ≫ 1.

The Hall component of thermopower, Q1, is shown as
a function of density in Fig. 13. As seen, Q1 differs sig-
nificantly among compositions: D1M and D1M* predict
higher values, Bsk24 and Sly9 predict smaller values, and
NV is intermediate. This scatter reflects the nontrivial
dependence of Q1 on the relaxation timescale, which does
not cancel in contrast to Q0, as seen from Eq. (C14).

The temperature dependence of Q1 at fixed densities
and magnetic field is shown in Fig. 14. Although Q1 in-
creases with temperature more rapidly than Q0, it re-
mains smaller in magnitude. Figure 15 presents the
magnetic-field dependence of Q1 for three representa-
tive densities at fixed temperature. The behavior of Q1

closely mirrors that of κ1: it grows with increasing field
strength up to B12 ≃ 30, where it reaches a maximum.

E. Magnetic field evolution timescales

We now provide simple estimates for the characteristic
timescales of magnetic field evolution using our numerical
results for thermopower and the electrical conductivity
results from Ref. [17]. The evolution of low-frequency
magnetic fields in neutron stars is governed by Maxwell’s
equations:

∇×E = −∂B
∂t

, ∇×B = 4πj, (46)
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FIG. 12: Dependence of the Q0 component of thermopower
on density for five compositions. The values of the tempera-
ture and the magnetic field are indicated in the plot.
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where we assume the magnetic permeability of matter is
unity and neglect the displacement current. Substituting
the electric field from Eq. (36), E = ϱ̂j−Q̂∇T−∇µ/e, we
obtain the induction equation including thermoelectric
effects:

∂B

∂t
= −∇×

(
ϱ̂j − Q̂∇T − 1

e
∇µ

)
= − 1

4π
∇× (ϱ̂∇×B) +∇× (Q̂∇T ), (47)

where we used ∇×∇µ = 0. For moderate fields, B12 ≤
10, Eq. (47) can be taken in the isotropic approximation:

∂B

∂t
= − 1

4π
∇×

(
∇×B

σ

)
+∇× (Q∇T ). (48)

Assuming that the characteristic length scale over which
the magnetic field varies, LB , is smaller than the scale of
variation of density and temperature, L, we can treat σ
as constant over LB . Using∇×(∇×B) = ∇(∇·B)−∆B
and ∇ ·B = 0, we obtain:

∂B

∂t
=

1

4πσ
∆B +∇Q×∇T. (49)

A simple estimate of the magnetic field evolution
timescale, τB , follows from approximating |∂B/∂t| ≃
B/τB , |∆B| ≃ B/L2

B , |∇Q| ≃ Q/L, and |∇T | ≃ T/L:

B

τB
=

∣∣∣∣ B

4πσL2
B

± QT

L2

∣∣∣∣. (50)
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FIG. 13: Dependence of the Hall thermopower Q1 on density
for five compositions. The values of the temperature and the
magnetic field are indicated in the plot.
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FIG. 14: Dependence of Q0 and Q1 components of ther-
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model D1M*.
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sity for D1M*.

Thus, the magnetic field decay timescale, which includes
thermoelectric effects is given by

τ−1
B =

∣∣τ−1
σ ± τ−1

Q

∣∣, τσ = 4πσL2
B , τQ =

BL2

QT
, (51)

where τσ corresponds to Ohmic dissipation and τQ is
a timescale associated with thermoelectric effects. The
evolution of the neutron star crustal field is governed by
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FIG. 16: Magnetic field decay time scales due to the Ohmic dissipation τσ [panels (a)] and thermoelectric effects τQ [panels
(b)] as functions of density for five compositions. The temperature is fixed at T = 1 MeV in the left figure and T = 5 MeV in
the right figure.

the smaller of these two. Figure 16 shows these timescales
as functions of density for B12 = 10 and temperatures
T = 1 MeV and T = 5 MeV, with L = 10 km and
LB = 1 km, relevant for post-merger matter [20].

The Ohmic timescale τσ is independent of B and nearly
independent of T , whereas τQ is proportional to B and
inversely proportional to T 2. We find that τQ is always at
least by an order of magnitude smaller across the studied
densities and temperatures, as long as isotropic conduc-
tion is a good approximation. For more homogeneous
magnetic fields, thermoelectric effects become even more
significant due to their dependence on L and LB .

We conclude that thermoelectric effects can play a sig-
nificant role in the magnetic-field evolution of a moder-
ately magnetized neutron star inner crust at sufficiently
high temperatures, T ≳ 1 MeV. For stronger magnetic
fields, such as those typical of magnetars, the temper-
ature range in which thermoelectricity influences the
crustal field evolution becomes correspondingly narrower
as the temperature increases.

V. SUMMARY

In this work, we calculated the thermal conductivity
and thermopower at densities corresponding to the in-
ner crusts of neutron stars, in the regime where ions are
in a liquid state. In this regime, electrons are the main
carriers of charge and heat, and the dominant channel
of dissipation is their scattering off correlated nuclei via
screened electromagnetic interactions. The Boltzmann
kinetic equation was solved in the relaxation time ap-

proximation in the simultaneous presence of electromag-
netic fields and thermal gradients. We analyzed the gen-
eral tensor structure of the transport coefficients, includ-
ing the effects of ion-ion correlations and finite nuclear
size. Additionally, we computed the exact rate of elec-
tron scattering on the anomalous magnetic moment of
free neutrons at finite temperatures and found that its
contribution to electron transport is strongly suppressed.

For numerical calculations, five different nuclear com-
positions of the inner crust were considered. The nu-
clear form factor was found to be the dominant factor
governing both the magnitude of the thermal conductiv-
ity and its scatter among different compositions at high
densities. Thermal conduction becomes anisotropic for
magnetic fields B12 ≳ 30, with the transverse and Hall
components suppressed relative to the longitudinal com-
ponent. In contrast, thermopower exhibits more univer-
sal behavior, being largely independent of the relaxation
time.

Using these results for conductivity and thermopower,
we estimated the magnetic field evolution timescales in
the neutron star inner crust, including thermoelectric
effects. Our analysis shows that thermoelectricity can
dominate the magnetic field evolution in a moderately
heated and magnetized inner crust. At lower temper-
atures and/or higher magnetic fields, the role of pure
thermal conductivity becomes increasingly important.
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Appendix A: Electron-neutron scattering matrix element

In this Appendix, we compute the leading-order matrix element for electron–neutron scattering via virtual plasmon
exchange, where the neutron couples to the plasmon only through its anomalous magnetic moment. The Lagrangian
of this interaction is given by

Lint = − eκn
4mn

ψ̄nσ
µνψnFµν , σµν =

i

2
(γµγν − γνγµ) , (A1)

where κn ≈ −1.91 is the neutron’s anomalous magnetic moment in nuclear magnetons, mn is the neutron mass, and
Fµν is the electromagnetic field tensor. The effective vertex for the electron-neutron scattering can be read off from
Eq. (A1)

Γµ = i
eκn
2mn

σµνqν , (A2)

where qν is the plasmon momentum entering the vertex, i.e., the momentum transfer in the scattering process. In a
thermal medium, this process is mediated by screened interaction corresponding to a plasmon exchange, as illustrated
in Fig. 17; (see Ref. [18] and references therein for more detailed discussion of HTL approximation.) We split the
matrix element corresponding to this process into longitudinal and transverse parts

Men
12→34 =

ie2κn
2mn

(ML −MT ), ML =
J0
eJ

0
n

q2 +ΠL
, MT =

J i
e⊥J

i
n⊥

q2 − ω2 +ΠT
, (A3)

where we defined the electron and neutron 4-currents as

Jµ
e = ūe(k

′)γµue(k), Jν
n = ūn(p

′)(σνλqλ)un(p). (A4)

Here k, k′ are the initial and final 4-momenta of the electron, p, p′ are the initial and final 4-momenta of the neutron,
q = (ω, q) = k − k′ = p′ − p, and Je⊥,J

′
n⊥ are the components of these currents transverse to q.

FIG. 17: Diagram describing the electron-neutron scattering via exchange of a virtual plasmon. The plasmon self-energy is
given by the polarization tensor Πµν(ω, q) shown by the closed loop.

The screening of the interaction is taken into account in terms of the longitudinal ΠL(ω, q) and transverse ΠT (ω, q)
components of the plasmon polarization tensor. We will employ here the results of the HTL effective field theory
calculations for ultrarelativistic electrons [18, 36, 37]

ΠL(ω, q) = q2D

[
1− x

2
log

x+ 1

x− 1

]
, (A5)

ΠT (ω, q) =
1

2
q2D

[
x2 +

(
1− x2

) x
2
log

x+ 1

x− 1

]
, (A6)
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where x = ω/|q|, and qD is given by Eq. (29). Squaring Eq. (A3) we obtain

|Men
12→34|2 =

e4κ2n
4m2

n

(
|ML|2 + |MT |2 − 2Re[MLM∗

T ]
)
, (A7)

with

|ML|2 =
J0
eJ

0∗
e J0

nJ
0∗
n

|q2 +ΠL|2
, |MT |2 =

J i
e⊥J

k∗
e⊥J

i
n⊥J

k∗
n⊥

|q2 − ω2 +ΠT |2
, (A8)

MLM∗
T =

J0
eJ

i∗
e⊥J

0
nJ

i∗
n⊥

(q2 +ΠL)(q2 − ω2 +Π∗
T )
. (A9)

After averaging over the spins, we find

|ML|2 =
1

4

∑
spins

|ML|2 =
(16ϵkϵk′ϵpϵp′)−1

4|q2 +ΠL|2
L00H00, (A10)

|MT |2 =
1

4

∑
spins

|MT |2 =
(16ϵkϵk′ϵpϵp′)−1

4|q2 − ω2 +ΠT |2
Lik
⊥H

ik
⊥ , (A11)

MLM∗
T =

1

4

∑
spins

MLM∗
T =

(16ϵkϵk′ϵpϵp′)−1

4(q2 +ΠL)(q2 − ω2 +Π∗
T )

∑
spins

L0i
⊥H

0i
⊥ , (A12)

with the leptonic and hadronic tensors given by

Lµν = 4ϵkϵk′

∑
spins

JeµJ
∗
eν = Tr

[(
/k
′
+me

)
γµ (/k +me) γν

]
, (A13)

Hµν = 4ϵpϵp′

∑
spins

Jµ
nJ

ν∗
n = Tr

[(
/p
′ +mn

)
σµρqρ

(
/p+mn

)
σνσqσ

]
. (A14)

Computing the traces using the standard trace algebra of Dirac matrices we find for the tensors (A13) and (A14)

Lµν = 4
[
kµk′ν + kνk′µ − gµν

(
k · k′ −m2

e

)]
, (A15)

Hµν = 4
[
(q · p)(qµp′ν + qνp′µ) + (q · p′)(qµpν + qνpµ)− q2(p′µpν + p′νpµ)

−2(q · p)(q · p′)gµν
]
+ 4

(
m2

n + p · p′
) (
q2gµν − qµqν

)
, (A16)

with components of the leptonic tensor given by

L00 = 4
(
ϵϵ′ + k · k′ +m2

e

)
, (A17)

L0i
⊥ = 4

(
ϵkk

′i
⊥ + ϵk′ki⊥

)
, (A18)

Lik
⊥ = 4

[
ki⊥k

′k
⊥ + kk⊥k

′i
⊥ + δik⊥

(
ϵkϵk′ − k · k′ −m2

e

)]
, (A19)

and components of the hadronic tensor given by

H00 = 8
[
ωϵp′(q · p) + ωϵp(q · p′)− q2ϵpϵp′ − (q · p)(q · p′)

]
+4

(
m2

n + p · p′
) (
q2 − ω2

)
, (A20)

H0i
⊥ = 4

[
ω(q · p)− q2ϵp

]
p′i⊥ + 4

[
ω(q · p′)− q2ϵp′

]
pi⊥, (A21)

Hik
⊥ = −4q2(p′i⊥p

k
⊥ + p′k⊥p

i
⊥) + 4

[
2(q · p)(q · p′)−

(
m2

n + p · p′
)
q2
]
δik⊥ , (A22)

where we defined δik⊥ = δik − qiqk/q2. The expressions (A20)–(A22) can be simplified by using the non-relativistic
limit mn ≫ |p|, |p′| ≃ |q| for neutrons. Approximating ϵp ≃ m∗

n + p2/2mn, and keeping only the leading order terms
in Eqs. (A20)–(A22) we obtain

H00 ≃ 2(p+ p′)2q2 − 8(q · p)(q · p′), (A23)

H0i
⊥ ≃ 4mnq

2(pi⊥ + p′i⊥), Hik
⊥ ≃ 8m2

nq
2δik⊥ . (A24)
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FIG. 18: The relative orientation of three vectors q, k and p with angles defined by Eq. (A28).

Finally, by taking the ultrarelativistic limit k, k′ ≫ me, so that the electron energies reduce to ϵk ≃ k and ϵk′ ≃ k′,
the matrix element is obtained from Eqs. (A17)–(A19) in combination with Eqs. (A23)–(A24)

L00H00 = 8 (kk′ + k · k′)
[
(p+ p′)2q2 − 4(q · p)(q · p′)

]
, (A25)

L0i
⊥H

0i
⊥ = 32q2mn(k + k′) (k⊥ · p⊥) , (A26)

Lik
⊥H

ik
⊥ = 64q2m2

n

(
k2
⊥ − k · k′ + kk′

)
, (A27)

where we used the relations k′i⊥ = ki⊥, p
′i
⊥ = pi⊥, and δ

ik
⊥ δ

ik
⊥ = 2.

To make further progress, we adopt the Cartesian system of coordinates with q fixed along the z-axis, as illustrated
in Fig. 18, with the angles between various vectors defined as

k · q = kq cosα, p · q = pq cos θ, k⊥ · p⊥ = k⊥p⊥ cosφ, (A28)

k⊥ = k sinα, p⊥ = p sin θ, (A29)

k · k′ = k2 − kq cosα, q · p′ = q2 + pq cos θ, (A30)

(p+ p′)2 = (2p+ q)2 = 4p2 + q2 + 4pq cos θ, (A31)

where we used that k′ = k − q, p′ = p+ q, k′ = k − ω. This allows us to evaluate Eqs. (A25)–(A27)

L00H00 = 8q2k (2k − ω − q cosα)
(
4p2 sin2 θ + q2

)
, (A32)

L0i
⊥H

0i
⊥ = 32mnkpq

2(2k − ω) sinα sin θ cosφ, (A33)

Lik
⊥H

ik
⊥ = 64q2m2

nk
(
k sin2 α+ q cosα− ω

)
, (A34)

where q2 ≡ |q|2. Substituting next Eqs. (A32)–(A34) and (A10)–(A12) in Eq. (A7) we obtain

|Men
12→34|2 =

e4κ2n
32m4

n(k − ω)

[
A(α, θ)

|q2 +ΠL|2
− Re

B(α, θ) cosφ

(q2 +ΠL)(q2 − ω2 +Π∗
T )

+
C(α)

|q2 − ω2 +ΠT |2

]
, (A35)

where the new functions in this expression are given

A(α, θ) = q2 (2k − ω − q cosα)
(
4p2 sin2 θ + q2

)
, (A36)

B(α, θ) = 8mnpq
2(2k − ω) sinα sin θ, (A37)

C(α) = 8q2m2
n

(
k sin2 α+ q cosα− ω

)
. (A38)
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Appendix B: Electron-neutron scattering rate

To evaluate the electron-neutron scattering rate, we start from Eq. (23) and upon introducing a dummy integration
over the transferred energy ω = ϵ1 − ϵ3 = ϵ4 − ϵ2, we find

τ−1
en (ϵ) = (2π)−5

∫ ∞

−∞
dω

∫
dq

∫
dp′ |Men

12→34|2
q · p
p2

δ(ϵ− ϵ3 − ω)δ(ϵ′ − ϵ4 + ω)
1− f03
1− f01

f ′2(1− f ′4). (B1)

Note that the energies ϵ3 and ϵ4 should be calculated for the momentum values p3 = p−q and p4 = p′+q, respectively,
where we redefined p1 = p, p2 = p′, ϵ1 = ϵ, ϵ2 = ϵ′. Substituting the matrix element squared from Eq. (A35) into
Eq. (B1) we obtain

τ−1
en =

mn

(2π)5p

∫ ∞

−∞
dω

∫
dq cosαδ(ϵ− ϵ3 − ω)

1− f03
1− f01

∫ ∞

0

dp′p′f ′2(1− f ′4)IΩ, (B2)

where the angular integral is given by

IΩ =
(2π)e4κ2n

32m4
n(p− ω)

[
Ã(α)

|q2 +ΠL|2
+

C(α)

|q2 − ω2 +ΠT |2

]
θ(1− |x0|), (B3)

with

Ã(α) = q2(2p− ω − q cosα)
[
q2 + 4p′2 − 4(p′x0)

2
]
. (B4)

Note that the term ∝ cosφ vanishes upon integration.
The θ-function in Eq. (B3) defines the minimum value for p′ as |p0|, with p0 = (2ωmn − q2)/2q, which implies also

x0p
′ = p0. Substituting Eqs. (B3) in Eq. (B2) we obtain

τ−1
en =

e4κ2n
32(2π)3m2

np
2

∫ ϵ

−∞
dω

ϵ− ω

p− ω

1− f0(ϵ− ω)

1− f0(ϵ)

∫ ∞

0

qdq y0θ(1− |y0|)

×
∫ ∞

ϵmin

dϵ′f ′(ϵ′)
[
1− f ′(ϵ′ + ω)

][ Ā

|q2 +ΠL|2
+

C̄

|q2 − ω2 +ΠT |2

]
, (B5)

where we used the relation p′dp′ = mndϵ
′ and defined ϵmin = p20/2mn. The functions Ā and C̄ are given by

Ā = q2 (2p− ω − qy0) (q
2 + 8mnϵ

′ − 4p20) ≃
2mn

ϵ

[
(2ϵ− ω)2 − q2

] (
2q2ϵ′ − ω2mn + ωq2

)
, (B6)

C̄ = 8q2m2
n

[
p(1− y20) + qy0 − ω

]
≃ 2m2

n

ϵ

[
q4 + 4q2ϵ(ϵ− ω)− ω2(2ϵ− ω)2

]
, (B7)

where we substituted p0 and y0 and approximated p ≃ ϵ in the second step.
The θ-function in Eq. (B5) specifies the limits of integration by q− ≤ q ≤ q+, where q± = |

√
(ϵ− ω)2 −m2 ±√

ϵ2 −m2|. To render q real, an additional condition is imposed ω ≤ ϵ−me. Implementing these limits, we obtain

τ−1
en (ϵ) =

α2κ2n
16πmnϵ4

∫ ϵ−m

−∞
dω

1− f0(ϵ− ω)

1− f0(ϵ)

∫ q+

q−
dq (q2 − ω2 + 2ϵω)

×
∫ ∞

ϵmin

dϵ′f ′(ϵ′) [1− f ′(ϵ′ + ω)]

[
NL

|q2 +ΠL|2
+

NT

|q2 − ω2 +ΠT |2

]
, (B8)

where e2 = 4πα and

NL =
[
(2ϵ− ω)2 − q2

] [
q2(2ϵ′ + ω)− ω2mn

]
, (B9)

NT = mn

[
q4 + 4q2ϵ(ϵ− ω)− ω2(2ϵ− ω)2

]
. (B10)

In order to evaluate the relaxation time (B8), we first find the chemical potential from the local density of neutrons
nn, continuing to assuming m∗

n ≃ mn, i.e., free Fermi gas. The resulting density dependence of the neutron chemical
potential at T = 5 MeV and T = 10 MeV is shown in Fig. 19. Neutrons remain non-degenerate (T = 10 MeV) or only
semi-degenerate (T = 5 MeV) up to densities of order ρ ≃ 1013.5 g cm−3, becoming fully degenerate only near the
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FIG. 19: The chemical potential µn of free neutron gas evaluated at temperature T = 5 MeV (left figure) and T = 10 MeV
(right figure) as a function of density for five compositions.
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FIG. 20: Left panel: The relaxation time τen as a function of density for various compositions evaluated at temperature T = 5
MeV. Right panel: Dependence of relaxation time τen on temperature for various values of density for model D1M*.

bottom of the inner crust. The case T = 1 MeV is similar to the case T = 5 MeV and is not shown. At low densities,
all models yield nearly identical values of µn. However, above densities ρ ≃ 1013.5 g cm−3 small differences begin to
appear, growing to about 10 MeV at densities around 1014 g cm−3. These deviations arise because, for compositions
with smaller nuclei, the number of free neutrons in the Wigner–Seitz cell increases more rapidly than the free-neutron
volume itself, resulting in larger nn and, consequently, larger µn.
Figure 20 (left panel) shows the density dependence of the electron–neutron scattering relaxation time at T = 5MeV.

The relaxation time decreases with increasing density, in contrast to the electron–ion case. This trend simply reflects
the growing free-neutron fraction at higher densities. Unlike electron–ion scattering, where the nuclear form factor
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becomes important at high densities, the electron–neutron scattering rate is unaffected by any finite-size effects of the
neutron. The weak dependence on the nuclear composition stems from the small variation in µn among the models:
compositions with larger neutron chemical potentials correspond to higher neutron densities and therefore to shorter
τen, as expected.
It is also worth mentioning that the main contribution to the electron-neutron scattering comes from the transverse

part of the matrix element, in contrast to the electron-ion scattering. This can be seen by simply comparing Eq. (B9)
and (B10), which imply NT ≫ NL. This fact is not surprising, given that electron-neutron scattering is due to
magnetic (i.e., transverse) interaction, whereas the electron-ion scattering is mainly due to Coulomb electrostatic
forces. Numerically, we find that the longitudinal part contributes only a few percent to the total electron-neutron
scattering rate.

The temperature dependence of electron-neutron scattering relaxation time is shown in Fig. 20, right panel, for
three different densities. The results are shown for the composition D1M*, but they are very similar also for the rest
of the models. We see that the relaxation time decreases as the temperature increases, with a more significant rate
of decrease at higher densities. This behavior arises mainly from the fact that an increase in temperature raises the
energy ω of the transferred plasmon, resulting in higher scattering rates and, consequently, shorter relaxation times.
Furthermore, at higher densities, the greater number of scattering centers for electrons leads to a more pronounced
decrease in relaxation time.

Comparing Fig. 2 with the left panel of Fig. 20, we find that τen ≫ τei throughout the entire inner crust, with
the smallest ratio τen/τei ∼ 102 occurring in the densest layers. Consequently, electron–neutron scattering has a
negligible impact on electron transport across the entire crust. An analogous conclusion was reached in Ref. [1] for
cold neutron-star matter in the solid phase.

Appendix C: Low-temperature limit of transport coefficients

To derive the low-temperature counterparts of the transport coefficients, we use the well-known expansion formula
for T ≪ TF Eq. (7.83)] ∫ ∞

m

dϵ
∂f0

∂ϵ
F (ϵ) = −F (µ)− π2T 2

6
F ′′(µ) +O(T 4), (C1)

where F (ϵ) is a well-behaved function around ϵ = µ and prime denotes derivative with respect to ϵ. For the tensor in
Eq. (37) with n = 0 it is sufficient to keep the first term with µ ≈ ϵF , whereas for the tensors with n = 1, 2 the first
term vanishes, and the leading order term is O(T 2). Thus one finds

L0
l =

1

3π2
Fl(ϵF ), L1

l =
T

9
F ′

l (ϵF ), L2
l =

1

9
Fl(ϵF ). (C2)

In order to evaluate the derivative F ′
l (ϵ) we use that p ≃ ϵ, τ ∝ ϵ2 [18], ωc ∝ ϵ−1, therefore τ ′ = 2τ/ϵ, (ωcτ)

′ = ωcτ/ϵ,
therefore,

F ′(ϵ) =
d

dϵ

(
p3

ϵ
τ

)
= 4pτ, (C3)

F ′
0(ϵ) =

d

dϵ

[
p3

ϵ

τ

1 + (ωcτ)2

]
= 2pτ

2 + (ωcτ)
2

[1 + (ωcτ)2]2
, (C4)

F ′
1(ϵ) =

d

dϵ

[
p3

ϵ

τ(ωcτ)

1 + (ωcτ)2

]
= pωcτ

2 5 + 3(ωcτ)
2

[1 + (ωcτ)2]2
. (C5)

Eqs. (37) and (C2) lead to the limiting forms of the components of the electrical conductivity tensor

σl =
e2

3π2
Fl(ϵF ) =

e2

3π2

p3F
ϵF
τF

(ωcF τF )
l

1 + (ωcF τF )2
=
nee

2τF
ϵF

(ωcF τF )
l

1 + (ωcF τF )2
, (C6)

σ =
nee

2τF
ϵF

, σ0 =
σ

1 + (ωcF τF )2
, σ1 =

ωcF τF
1 + (ωcF τF )2

σ, (C7)

where we used the relation p3F = 3π2ne and defined ωcF = ωc(ϵF ), τF = τ(ϵF ). The first expression in Eq. (C7) is the
well-known Drude formula. For κ̃l and αl we find from Eq. (37)

κ̃l =
T

9
Fl(ϵF ) =

π2

3e2
Tσl, αl = −eT

9
F ′

l (ϵF ), (C8)
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and, using Eqs. (C3)–(C5),

κ̃ =
π2neτF
3ϵF

T, κ̃0 =
κ̃

1 + (ωcF τF )2
, κ̃1 =

ωcF τF
1 + (ωcF τF )2

κ̃. (C9)

For αl we find

α = −eT
9
(3 + v2F )pF τF = −4eT

9
pF τF , (C10)

α0 = −eT
9
pF

τF
1 + (ωcF τF )2

[
2 +

2

1 + (ωcF τF )2

]
, (C11)

α1 = −eT
9
pF

τF (ωcF τF )

1 + (ωcF τF )2

[
3 +

2

1 + (ωcF τF )2

]
. (C12)

From Eqs. (C7) for the components of the conductivity we obtain the relation

σ2
0 + σ2

1 =

{
1

[1 + (ωcF τF )2]2
+

(ωcF τF )
2

[1 + (ωcF τF )2]2

}
σ2 =

σ2

1 + (ωcF τF )2
= σσ0, (C13)

whereas for the components of thermopower Q using Eqs. (42) and (C10)–(C12) we find

Q =
4π2T

3eϵF
, Q0 =

π2T

3eϵF

[
3 +

1

1 + (ωcF τF )2

]
, Q1 =

π2T

3eϵF

(ωcF τF )

1 + (ωcF τF )2
. (C14)

For small values of the Hall parameter ωcF τF ≪ 1 one then finds

Q0 ≃ Q, Q1 ≃ π2T

3eϵF
(ωcF τF ) =

π2τF
3ϵ2F

TB =
1

4
(ωcF τF )Q≪ Q, (C15)

whereas in the opposite limit ωcF τF ≫ 1

Q0 ≃ pF ϵF
3nee

T =
3Q

4
, Q1 ≃ π2T

3eϵF

1

ωcF τF
= − π2

3e2τF

T

B
=

1

4

Q

ωcF τF
≪ Q. (C16)

Using Eqs. (43)–(45) and (C9)–(C14), for the thermal conductivity in the low-T limit we find κ̂ ≃ ˆ̃κ. From Eq. (C8) we
recover the Wiedemann-Franz law for low-temperature (degenerate) materials: (3e2κ)/(π2σT ) → 1. For ωcF τF ≪ 1
one finds

κ0 ≃ κ, κ1 ≃ (ωcF τF )κ =
π2neeτ

2
F

3ϵ2F
TB ≃ 3eB

π2neT
κ2, (C17)

and for ωcF τF ≫ 1

κ0 ≃ κ

(ωcF τF )2
=
π2neϵF
3e2τF

T

B2
=

(
π2neT

3eB

)2

κ−1, κ1 ≃ κ

ωcF τF
=
π2neT

3eB
. (C18)
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