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The First Binary Neutron Star Merger



LIGO Gravitational Wave Detector



1905: 

VIRGO Detector (Pisa)



Member of the Executive Council of the   
Virgo-Ego Scientific Forum (VESF)

VIRGO Detector (Pisa)



The First Binary Neutron Star Merger
GW170817



90΄s Nakamura, Oohara, Kojima / Shibata, Nakamura / Baumgarte, Shapiro
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Spacetime Evolution



2000:

First Stable Simulation in 3D



Open Source code for 3D simulations in General Relativity 
 C/C++/Fortran90 with MPI+OpenMP

einsteintoolkit.org

20+ years of 
development 

(started as private version)



Gallery of Examples



RNSID: Initial Data for  
Rotating Neutron Stars 

(developed at AUTH)

Gallery of Examples



Adaptive Mesh Refinement



Running on ARIS
2016  (pr002022)  900.000 CPU hours 

2017  (pr004019)  900.000 CPU hours 



Visualization of HDF5 Output with VisIt



Post-Merger Gravitational Waves

 Several peaks stand above the aLIGO/VIRGO or ET sensitivity                                   
      curves and are potentially detectable. Are these oscillations of the     
      merger remnant?

inspiral

 The GW signal can be divided into three distinct phases:        
 inspiral, merger and post-merger ringdown.        
                                                                                                        @40Mpc 



First Radius Constraints From GW’s



Constraints From Future Detections

No collapse with  
M=2.9Msun

Collapse with  
M=3.1Msun



Spiral Deformation

                                Bauswein 
                                & NS  
                                (2015)  



linear + quasi-linear + nonlinear
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TABLE I: Equation of state models with references and resulting stellar properties. Mmax denotes the maximum mass of
nonrotating NSs with the cirumferential radius Rmax corresponding this maximum-mass configuration. emax and ρmax are the
central energy density and the central rest-mass density of the maximum-mass configuration. R1.6 refers to the circumferential
radius of a nonrotating 1.6 M⊙ NS. Mthres is the highest total binary mass which leads to differentially rotating NS merger
remnant for the given EoS. The dominant GW frequency of this postmerger remnant is f thres

peak . Hatted quantities are the
estimates for these merger properties and stellar parameters based on the extrapolation procedure described in the main text
(Sect. IV).

Mmax M̂max R1.6 R̂1.6 Mthres M̂thres f thres
peak f̂ thres

peak Rmax R̂max ec,max êc,max ρc,max ρ̂c,max

EoS (M⊙) (M⊙) (km) (km) (M⊙) (M⊙) (kHz) (kHz) (km) (km) (g/cm3) (g/cm3) (g/cm3) (g/cm3)

NL3 [70, 71] 2.79 2.68 14.81 14.72 3.8 3.73 2.77 2.87 13.40 12.78 1.52×1015 1.68 ×1015 1.09×1015 1.25×1015

LS375 [73] 2.71 2.69 13.76 13.86 3.6 3.57 3.04 2.93 12.32 12.62 1.78×1015 1.74 ×1015 1.25×1015 1.29×1015

DD2 [71, 74] 2.42 2.40 13.26 13.18 3.3 3.33 3.08 3.00 11.90 12.38 1.95×1015 1.83 ×1015 1.41×1015 1.35×1015

TM1 [68, 69] 2.21 2.28 14.36 14.34 3.4 3.45 2.93 2.96 12.57 12.49 1.80×1015 1.79 ×1015 1.36×1015 1.32×1015

SFHX [75] 2.13 2.19 11.98 12.07 3.0 3.05 3.52 3.43 10.77 11.06 2.39×1015 2.33 ×1015 1.74×1015 1.71×1015

GS2 [76] 2.09 2.07 13.38 13.35 3.2 3.17 3.22 3.24 11.81 11.64 2.05×1015 2.11 ×1015 1.56×1015 1.55×1015

SFHO [75] 2.06 1.97 11.77 11.76 2.9 2.88 3.71 3.68 10.31 10.29 2.67×1015 2.63 ×1015 1.91×1015 1.92×1015

LS220 [73] 2.04 1.98 12.52 12.47 3.0 2.99 3.55 3.52 10.65 10.80 2.55×1015 2.43 ×1015 1.86×1015 1.78×1015

TMA [69, 77] 2.02 2.12 13.73 13.89 3.2 3.27 2.98 3.08 12.12 12.14 1.92×1015 1.92 ×1015 1.48×1015 1.42×1015

IUF [71, 78] 1.95 2.05 12.57 12.50 3.0 3.04 3.36 3.44 11.32 11.03 2.19×1015 2.34 ×1015 1.67×1015 1.72×1015
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FIG. 7: Same as Fig. 6 for two EoSs with similar stellar prop-
erties in the intermediate mass range around 1.6 M⊙ where
the two mass-radius relations cross. using the extrapolation
procedure described in the main text (Sect. IV) the two EoSs
can clearly be distinguished.

with the stability line also provides an estimate for the
GW oscillation frequency at Mthres. This peak frequency
f thres
peak scales well with the radius Rmax of the maximum-
mass configuration of cold, nonrotating NSs (see left
panel of Fig. 3 in [32] and Fig. 8). (The relation can
be understood by noting that f thres

peak should scale approx-

imately with
√

Mthres/R3
max, where the variation in R3

max
dominates over the relatively small change in Mthres.) In
Fig. 8 we display the extrapolated fpeak (circles) and the

actual frequency obtained in the simulations (crosses) as
a function of Rmax for different EoSs. Using the linear
fit to the simulation data

Rmax = −3.065 · f thres
peak + 21.57 (±0.7), (4)

the extrapolated frequency determines the radius of the
maximum-mass configuration with an accuracy of typ-
ically 4% or better. Only for the NL3 EoS the esti-
mated Rmax deviates by 5%. The somewhat larger dif-
ference is understandable, considering that for NL3 the
extrapolation is performed over the largest distance be-
tween data measured at 2.7 M⊙ and at the intersection
at Mthres ≈ 3.8 M⊙). The results of the extrapolation
procedure are listed in Table I, together with the actual
values of Rmax. The estimated and actual radii of the
maximum-mass configuration are also shown in Fig. 5.
The shifts denoted in parentheses in Eq. (4) define curves
which lead to upper and lower limits for Rmax, when used
in the extrapolation procedure.

C. Estimating the maximum central density

For maximum-mass TOV solutions it is empirically
known and intuitive that the stiffness of an EoS, quan-
tified by the ratio ⟨e⟩max/ec,max between the mean den-
sity and the central density, roughly scales linearly with
the compactness Cmax = GMmax

c2Rmax
[12, 79] (see also Fig. 2

in [32]). Here, e refers to the energy density, which, how-
ever, is related to the rest-mass density through the EoS
and therefore, the following analysis yields analogous re-
sults when applied to the rest-mass density (see Table I).
Adopting ⟨e⟩max = 3

4π
Mmax

R3
max

implies that the central

density should scale roughly as 1/R2
max. Consequently,

Breaking the EOS Degeneracy



• Gravitational-wave asteroseismology is a viable method for  
constraining the equation of state of neutron stars 

• Accurate 3D simulations of the expected waveforms require at least 
hundreds of CPU cores and hundreds of GB of memory 

• The Einstein Toolkit is a highly scalable, MPI/OpenMP hybrid parallel, 
open source code (with AUTH participation in the development) 

• The two ARIS allocations of 1.8m CPU hours have enabled us to set a 
strong constraint on the minimum size of neutron stars, based on the 
first gravitational-wave observation of a binary neutron star merger. 

Summary


