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Abstract

After the first detection of gravitational waves (GW) originating from coalescing
black holes from LIGO in 2015, every doubt regarding their existence disappeared. In
2024, we count more than 90 unique detections of gravitational waves, most of them
from coalescing black hole binaries (BBH). Only 2 of those detections originated from
coalescing neutron star binaries (BNS), named GW190425 and GW180718, the latter
event was also captured by Fermi LAT (GRB170817). The GW signal combined with
the electromagnetic observations will play a vital role in the difficult task of unlocking
the secrets hidden inside these compact objects. Further understanding of neutron star
coalescences is required. The first goal of this work is to infer how the tidally induced
quadrupole moment will affect the gravitational wave phase. FExisting work on this
assumes circular orbits, thus the second and primary goal of this paper is to investigate
if elliptical orbits can appear during the inspiral, or if some exchange between the energy
of the tidally induced quadrupolar oscillations and the energy of the two companion’s
motion around their center of mass can lead to some kind of “oscillation” between
circular and elliptical orbits.

Keywords: Binary, Neutron Star, Orbits, Instabilities, Tidal Effects

IMepirndn

Metd v TedTn xoToryopt| BopuTIXGY XUUATWY oo SITAG GG TNUO UEAAVMY OTGY,
amd tov aviyveuth LIGO 1o 2015 , xdde appiBohio yior tnv Umopén toug avrxel théov 6o
Topehd6y, néco pdhhov dtav ohpata and tétol cuoThHEAT cLveyCouv Vo xatoypdpo-
vron amd toug aviyveutés poc (Virgo & LIGO). IIhéov petpdue méve and 90 Eeywplotéc
XOUTOYPAUPES POQUTIXGY XUUATOVY Ol TEPLOCOTEPES X TV omolwy elvor and cuyxAlvovta
OLTAG cuo TAYATA HEAAV®Y ontwy. MOAC dUo and autég TiC TapatneNoel; etval and dLmAd
cUCTNUO AOTEPWY VETPOVIWY TOU GUYXAIVEL, Ol YVwoTéc Ye o ovopota GW190425 xon
GW180718, n teleutaior ot plot EXTANXTIN cOUTTWON EYWVE ooVt T600 amd Toug
Boputixote oviyveutés 6oo xau and to Fermi LAT (GRB170817) . Tt ypdévia o emi-
o ThHoveS TEooTadolY VoL EEXAELBHCOLY Ta UG TIXA TIOU XEUBOUV OTO ECKTERPLXO TOUG Ol
actépeg vetpovimy. Tao Boputind wOpate 68 GUVBLUCUS UE NAEXTEOUAY VITIXEC TOQOTY-
PNOELS YENOWOTOLOUVTOL Yot TNV ETUTEVEN TOU GTOYOL AUTOV. LUVETAC, Elvol OMUAVTIXT
N XoTavéNnoY| Tou (Blou Tou QovouEvou TN cUYXAIONEC BU0 Ao TEPWY VETEOVIKY Xl TIC
EMOPAOELS TWV DLoPOEWY YUPAUXTNELO TIXWY TOUC OTO G TV Baputxcdy xupdtwy . H
TpoVoo EpYACTA EXEL WG TEWTO GTOYO TNV XATAVONGT TG dlopoporonang nou Yo tpoxa-
Aoel o1 pdor Tou BopuTinod xOUUTog 1) OTaEE N TETPATOAXAC POTIG TWY AC TEPWY 1) oTola
Yo Sieyeplel and tnv enlbpaon tou naAippoixod Tediou Tou cuvodol touc. H undpyovoa
Yewdpnon elvar 6Tl oL aoTEPES VETPOVIDY EXTEAODY XUXAXES XWVACELS XaTd TNy aOYXAoN
TOUG, YLot qUTE 0 BEVTEPOC XAl XVELOTEROS OTOYOC £lvol 1) BIEREUVNOT] TOU oV EIVOL EQLXTY
1 EUPAVIOT ENAELTTIXAY TEOYLOV XATE TNV GOYXALOY), 1} axdUa oy UTEpYEL xdmolou eldoug
«TOAGVTOONY TNG Blag NG %xivnong amd xuxAr| o€ EANELTTIXY YE avTOARaYT) EVERYELNG
HETOED WBIOTUAGYTWONS TWV Ao TépwY ol TN xvnong toug yYUpw omd To xEvTpo udlac
TOouC.

AéZeic Khedid: Aumhé Xootnpa, Actépeg Netpoviwy, Teoyiée, Aotdldeieg, Hahippoind Pouvoueva

iii



Contents

1

2

Introduction

Requirements
2.1 Gravitational Quadrupole Moment . . . . . . . . ... ... L.
2.2 Gravitational Waves . . . . . . ...
2.3 Detecting Gravitational Waves . . . . . .. ... ..o
2.4 Geometrized Unit System . . . . . . . .. L L
2.5 Tidal deformability . . . . . . . . . L
2.6 Neutron Star Equation Of State Models . . . . . . .. ... .. .. ... ......
2.7 Additional tools and theoretical background . . . . . . .. ... ..o o000
2.7.1 Virial Theorem . . . . . . . .. ...
2.7.2 Harmonic Oscillators . . . . . . . .. ..
2.7.3 Solving systems of linear homogeneous differential equations with constant
coefficients . . . . .. L
2.7.4 Adding perturbations/corrections and linearization of equations . . . . . . .
2.7.5 Hamilton’s Principle . . . . . . . . ... o
2.8 Neutron Star Binaries . . . . . . . . . .. e

Extracting the effective tidal deformability

3.1 From the Equation of Motion to the NS Quadrupoles . . . . . . ... .. ... ...

3.2 Deriving the equations for radius, energy and its time derivative in relation to the
angular velocity . . . . . . . Lo
3.2.1 Calculating the radius . . . . . . .. .. ... L o
3.2.2  Calculating the Energy . . . . . .. . ... L o
3.2.3 Calculating the energy loss due to gravitational wave emission . . ... ..

3.3 Finding the change in the gravitational wave phase . . . . . .. ... .. ... ...

Assumptions and their accuracy

Lifting the lock in the radius and the angle of the bulge

5.1 Adding the perturbations and important "prep” work . . . . ... ... ... ...
5.2 The perturbed equations of motion . . . . . . . .. .. ... ... ...
5.3 Solving the system of differential equations . . . . . ... .. .. ... ...
5.4 Comparing the w(r) relations . . . . . ... ... Lo Lo o

Results

6.1 Resultsfora BNS . . . . . . .
6.2 Results for a Neutron Star-Point Mass binary . . . . ... ... ... ... .....
6.3 Combining everything: The case of Model D . . . . . . ... .. ... .. ......

Conclusion

A The love numbers for different polytropic NS models

The codes
B.1 Themain code . . . . . . . . . .
B.2 The function Det.m . . . . . . . ..

iv

[

0~ O ULOU b wW

10
11

13
13

14
15
16
17
18

21

23
23
24
26
28

31
32
35
44

45

48



1 Introduction

A binary system, is a dynamical system consisting of two bodies orbiting each other. When these
bodies are compact celestial objects like Black Holes (BH), Neutron Stars (NS) or White Dwarfs
(WD). they are simply called compact binaries. In these binaries, the main acting force is gravity
pulling the objects towards each other and locking them in an orbital motion. One of the main
features of these binaries, that separate them from other celestial binaries like star binaries is the
emission of strong gravitational waves, namely perturbations of spacetime propagating outwards
in every direction . Gravitational waves carry a portion of the binary’s energy causing a gradual
decrease of it’s total energy and as a result, a decrease in the distance between the objects that
comprise it. This decrease in the distance between them is linked with the increase of the frequency
at which the binary rotates, and thus the frequency of the signal emitted. As the two companion
bodies rotate faster , more energy is emitted as gravitational waves causing them to close in on
each other even more rapidly. The system keeps going faster and faster until the two objects finally
merge.

This is the general evolution of a compact binary. However, the exact evolution and the final
merger product differs for binaries of different composition. For example, a Binary Black Hole
(BBH), which consists of two Black Holes, and a Binary Neutron Star (BNS), which consists of
two neutron stars, show significant differences in both evolution and signal. The same goes for
a binary consisting of two White Dwarfs and all the other possible combinations (BH-NS,BH-
WD,NS-WD). This work is focused on Binary Neutron Stars (BNSs) and in the tidal effects that
mark their evolution and are embedded in the emitted gravitational wave signal. Work on this
already exists and a first correction to the phase of the gravitational wave due to these tidal effects
has been calculated analytically[13]. This calculation however is based on the hypothesis that
BNSs rotate in quasi-circular orbits (i.e. circular orbits that decrease in radius much slower than
the two companion stars rotate around their common center), a hypothesis that is backed up by
several papers[5][16][24]. We plan to put this hypothesis to yet another test, to see if the tidally
excited oscillations of the two companion stars can give rise to instabilities and perhaps disrupt
that quasi-circular motion.






2 Requirements

In this segment we will introduce all the different tools, relations and information necessary for
the upcoming calculations.

2.1 Gravitational Quadrupole Moment

In order to understand how and under which circumstances does a body or a system emit gravita-
tional waves, we first need to understand Gravitational Quadrupole Moment (Q;;). This physical
quantity is usually a 3x3 tensor that describes the deformation of a distribution of mass. This
tensor is all zeros when an object is spherically symmetric[23], such an object is what we call an
undeformed object. If such an object becomes stretched along an axis by an outside force, then it
is no longer spherically symmetric and it’s quadrupole moment is no longer zero, thus, it is now
deformed. Rigid bodies are not the only mass distributions that have a quadrupole moment , a
system consisting of two point masses orbiting a common center (i.e. a binary) can also be con-
sidered as such. A binary system is far from spherically symmetric and as a result it’s quadrupole
moment is not zero as well. To calculate the quadrupole moment of a distribution of n masses we
use the expression

Qlj = Zmn (xn,ixn,j - |T7L|267,]/3) (1)

where m,, is the point mass, =, ; are the components of the position vector of that point mass,
ryn is the distance of the mass from the center of the system and d;; is the Kronecker delta. If
that distribution of masses is a continuous system with density p, we swap the sum with a volume
integral[13]:

Qij = /P (ziz; — |r[*6:;/3) d*x 2)

Lastly, for a two-body system consisting of two masses m1, mo rotating around their center of mass,
with the origin system in that center of mass, the quadrupole moment can be simplified greatly.

Figure 1: A binary’s rotation around the center of mass.
For an origin system at the center of mass miry; + more = 0 and r = ry; — ro. Because r1,ry are
collinear we can write r = r1 4+ r9 and m17r; = mory. Using that last relation:

motT1 + Mmir1 = Mory + Mors =

Mry = mor =

mar ..
r1 = —— and similarly,
M
mir
T9g = —/——
M

The quadrupole of two point masses mq, mo with position vectors ry,rg is given by:

Qij = ma (w13m15 — |r11705/3) + ma (w2,m2,5 — |r2|?0i5/3)

Using the above relations:
mimo Mo
Qij = 3 (@iws —r70i5/3) +

mimo m
LT (g, 180,/




And finally,
Qi = pu (wij — r*61;/3) (3)

mim2_ . is the relative position vector of the two bodies and r is the distance between

m1+ma

where p =
them.

We will calculate the exact quadrupole for a simplified binary system consisting of two point
masses orbiting a common center in circular orbits with a Keplerian angular velocity wy = 4/ 5.
For such a system, the point vectors components are simply x1 = rcos(wit) , 2 = rsin(wit) and
assuming the binary rotates in a plane z3 = z = 0. The components of the quadrupole are:

Q11 = pxx — ,urzém/ii = Q1 = urchSQ(wkt) — ,ur2/3
Q12 = pr? cos(wyt) sin(wyt)
Q21 = pr? cos(wyt) sin(wyt)
Qa0 = pr? sin®(wyt) — pr?/3
Qs = —pur’/3
Qi3 = Q23 = Q31 =32 =0

Written as a matrix:

cos? (wit) — 1/3  cos (wxt)sin (wgt) 0
Qij = pr® | cos (wit)sin (wxt)  sin® (wt) —1/3 0

0 0 -1/3
Which can also be written as:
cos (2wit)/2+1/6 sin(2wit)/2 0
Qij = pr? sin (2wyt)/2 —cos (2wgt)/2+1/6 0 (4)
0 0 -2/6

2.2 Gravitational Waves

In order for gravitational waves to be emitted, a system must have a time-varying quadrupole. In
other words, having a non zero quadrupole moment is not sufficient for waves to emerge, non zero
time derivatives of that quadrupole moment are also required. Specifically, the power radiated as
gravitational waves depends on the 3rd time derivative of the system’s quadrupole and is given by
the formula[13]:

B = —2(GiG) o)

This relation is known as the Quadrupole Formula and was first obtained by Einstein in 1918[12].
This version is written in geometrized units (see 2.4). Because gravitational waves are a direct
product of quadrupoles, for a simple time varying binary quadrupole like the one in 4, we have
shown in a simple way, that the gravitational wave has double the frequency of the rotational
motion (fegw = 2f). We can also see that the faster the objects rotate around their common
center, the stronger the gravitational radiation emitted. Of course, more massive objects also
emit more powerful waves. As a result, the strongest gravitational waves are emitted by binaries
comprised of massive objects that can at the same time get close enough to each other, so that their
orbital frequency can be relatively large. Compact binaries meet these criteria. Despite them being
one of the strongest gravitational wave emitters, gravity itself is a relatively weak force, at the same
time, similarly to electromagnetic radiation, the signal’s amplitude drops as an inverse-square law,
making it difficult to detect and almost indistinguishable from the noise.

2.3 Detecting Gravitational Waves

Due to a relatively small Signal to Noise ratio (S/N) detecting gravitational waves had been an
ongoing challenge for more than 50 years. The first gravitational wave detectors (Weber bars) were
developed and built back in the 1960s by Joseph Weber[26], but no gravitational signal was ever
detected. Modern gravitational wave detectors, were first built and began operation early in the



2000s. The LIGO laser interferometers (Livingston & Hanford) were the first to be constructed in
2002, and Virgo, a laser interferometer located in Santo Stefano a Macerata, near the city of Pisa
joined the effort one year later in 2003. Many years went by with no detection, and the interfer-
ometers were shut down for major upgrades. The advanced LIGO interferometers began operation
in 2015 and the first ever gravitational wave signal from a BBH was recorded in September of the
same year by both LIGO detectors [9].

The advanced Virgo was also completed and began observations in 2017[9] and 3 years later in
2020, the Japanese interferometer KAGRA joined the observation runs[9]. Most of the detected
signals originated from BBHs, only two of the total signals detected to date are thought to have
been emitted by a BNS. These two are GW170817 and GW190425 with the first of the two being
accompanied by an electromagnetic signal detected by Fermi-GBM around the same sky region
(GRB170817)[2]. Despite their size, advanced optics, strong lasers and noise reduction techniques
a gravitational wave signal is still very difficult to differentiate from the noise. To give you a
perspective on the noise that can affect the inteferometers, the teams running the interferometers
have to account for seismic noise from passing vehicles and noise from the microscopic movement
of atoms in the mirrors (thermal noise) among many other noise sources (Seismic, Quantum, Laser
etc.)[1]. Due to all these noise sources, and due to the relatively small amplitude of the gravita-
tional wave signal itself, the latter is buried in the background noise. A signal example can be seen
in Figure 2.

A waveform like the one in that figure is not visible when looking at the signal, thus to find
the hidden gravitational wave, we use a technique called Match Filtering, i.e. we apply model
waveforms to the signal until they match with the actual gravitational waveform[4]. These model
waveform templates are made using existing knowledge of compact binary mergers and rely on our
theoretical understanding and on analytical and numerical calculations around the phenomenon.
As a result, better understanding of the ”mechanics” of compact binaries and the parameters af-
fecting the generated gravitational wave is very important to this whole process.

o
=
o
=
=]
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=
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2
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Q
=1
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Time

Figure 2: An example of the gravitational wave signal (Red), buried in the background noise (Blue)
of the detector.This simulated signal corresponds to the merger of a binary system of two black
holes of 40 solar masses[29]

2.4 Geometrized Unit System

All the calculations in this work are done in geometrized units. The geometrized unit system is the
system emerging from setting G = ¢ = 1 where G is the gravitational constant and c is the speed
of light[20]. By setting these equal to unity, the length, mass and time units become equivalent
with each other. In other words, we can express every length in time units, or every time in length
units and every other combination. The conversions are derived from the relations G = 1 and
¢ =1 and they are summed up in the following table:

2.5 Tidal deformability

When a rigid body is placed on another object’s gravitational field, different parts of it will expe-
rience different forces depending on their relative distance from the other object. This is what we
call a tidal interaction, a difference in other words in force from one part of the rigid body to the
other. That difference in force, can cause a rigid body to start stretching and twisting, changing



Units || Time Length Mass
S 1 1/3-107° | 1/2-107°
km 3-10° 1 1.5
Mg 2-10° 2/3 1

Table 1: All the different unit conversions between length, mass and time units in the geometrized
unit system.

it’s original shape. In other words, it can deform it. The inner composition of the body determines
how easily it gets deformed when placed in a given gravitational field. The physical quantity that
describes how easy or hard it is to deform an object, is called tidal deformability (\) and it is
defined as[10]:

N = — Qij

=3 (6)

Where @;; is the body’s quadrupole and &;; is the gravitational tidal field. For a spherical rigid
body, we can use dimensional analysis to derive a more commonly used expression for the tidal
deformability[10]:

2
AngRS (7)

where R is the body’s radius and k is the tidal love number, which also depends on the body’s
internal structure. This tidal love number can be calculated independently from A. For this
calculation, we will use the fitting formula derived by Hinderer[15]:

3 0.56\ [/ M\ %0
ka“2<_m“+nmw><R> (8)

This formula has an accuracy of 6% for polytropic indices 0.5 < n < 1.0 and Mass to Radius ratios
0.1 < M/R < 0.24. Because some of the neutron star models (see 2.6) we are going to use have
n = 1.5, this relation can not be expected to have the same accuracy predicted by Hinderer, for
these models we will take into account errors much larger than 6% and set it to about 15% to see
how our results vary with such differences in love number values. Due to an erratum in [15] we are
not certain whether the fitting formula is still valid, so we will also try smaller love numbers from
the corrected table values (See Appendix A)

Having the tidal love number ks we can go back to 7 and extract the tidal deformability A. Of
course this tidal deformability is different for different radii,masses and polytropic indices, on other
words, for different neutron star equations of state models.

2.6 Neutron Star Equation Of State Models

The ultimate goal of understanding binary neutron star mergers is to gain valuable insights on
their internal composition and how matter behaves in the extreme conditions of their interiors.
In other words, we wish to find the equation of state that describes matter in these conditions.
Plethora of models have been created, predicting different masses,radii and other parameters[10].
Because these parameters affect the tidal deformability, they also affect the quadrupole moment
induced by the tidal field 6, which in turn affects the gravitational wave signal as discussed in 2.2.
As a result, we can take the reverse route, by using gravitational wave signals to put constraints
on these parameters, and limit the realistic equation of state models.

In this work we are going to use polytropic equations of state:

P — Kpl+l/77.

where P is the pressure, p is the density , K is a constant and n is the polytropic index. Specifically
we are going to use the following 5 models[25]:

All of these models have mass to radius ratios (M/R) within the acceptable limits set in equation
8’s accuracy. However, the polytropic indices of n = 1.5 are outside the 6% accuracy limit, so we
are going to assume that the accuracy is much lower, namely 15% which is more than the expected
continuation of the accuracy percentage from n = 0.5 (= 1 — 4% accuracy) and n = 0.7 (= 1 —2%
accuracy) to n = 1.0 (= 1 — 8% accuracy) and n = 1.2 (= 2 — 9% accuracy). These accuracy
percentages are derived by comparing the exact ko extracted analytically with the ones calculated
using the fitting formula[15] (See Appendix A for details).



M R
Model number »n  p, (g/cm’®) ay (Mg) (km) M/R
A 1.5 1.00X10% 13.552 0.945 14.07 0.099
B 1 6.584x10™ 9669 14 1500 0.138
C 1.5 1.260x10” 8205 14 15.00 0.138
D 1 2455%10% 4490 14 980 0.211
E 1.5 8.156x10% 2146 14  9.00 0.230

Figure 3: Parameter’s of Neutron Star (polytropic index n,central density p., central energy density
to central pressure ratio a, mass M , Radius R and their ratio) for different Equations of State[25].

2.7 Additional tools and theoretical background

We will now introduce some very important tools and specific theoretical background for our

calculations.

2.7.1 Virial Theorem

One of these tools is the well known Virial theorem. This relation is useful for a wide variety
of systems, with the important prerequisite that the point masses/objects that comprise these

systems have finite point vectors and velocities[14].

For a system consisting of i point masses with point vectors r; and moments pj, deriving the

theorem starts with the scalar:
G=> piri
i

By taking this scalar’s time derivative:

ZZPi l‘i+zpi ri
i i

The first and second term of the right hand side of this relation can be written as:

Zpi fi = Zmiuiz =2T

Zpi ri:ZFi

where T is the kinetic energy of the system and F; is the force felt by the particle 1.

derivative now becomes: e
E = 2T + zl: Fi ) &1

rj

We will now take the time average of this relation over a time interval 7 [14]:

L[rdG, dG—2T+ZF ri

T Jo dt

Here is where the assumption of finite point vectors and velocities comes in. Assuming this is the
By taking a large

case, the scalar GG is bound by an upper limit G4, and a lower limit Gin.

dGg

enough time interval 7 we can assume %Z is as close to zero as we need it to be. Thus, we get:

dt

QT—I—ZFi ri=20

i

If we assume a single point mass in a central force’s field and swap the force with it’s potential,

we get:

oT — Zr =0
8rr

Finally, for a potential of the form V = ar™, we get the final expression of the Virial theorem:

— n—
T=_-
2V



2.7.2 Harmonic Oscillators

Another important part of the needed theoretical background to understand the phenomenon is

harmonic oscillators. A harmonic oscillator is a system consisting of a body moving around an

equilibrium position under the influence of an external restoring force with a potential of the form
1

V= 5k12[18], where k is a constant and x is the displacement of the body relative to the equilib-

rium position.

If the only acting force is this restoring force, the harmonic oscillator is called simple and it’s
equation of motion is given by:
mt + kxr =0

Where m is the body’s mass. Because this is a linear differential equation we expect solutions
in the form of exponentials[18] z = eP*. By putting this back to the differential equation we can

calculate p:
.k .
p = Fi\/ — = Fiwp
m

T = Aeiwot+Be—iwot

Thus, the solution takes the form:

where A and B are complex numbers, that must be complex conjugates so that x is real[18]. By
also using Euler’s formula: e™°f = cos (wot) + isin (wot) we get the final solution:

x = C cos (wot) + D sin (wot)

where C and D are constants, dependent on the initial conditions.

We are particularly interested in the driven simple harmonic oscillator, where apart from the
restoring force there is also an exterior force acting on the body. Assuming this exterior force
is of a cosinusoidal form, for example F' = Fj cos (wit) , where Fj,w; constants, we get a new
differential equation:

mi + kx = Fy cos (wit)
Similarly to the simple harmonic oscillator, we will solve this by moving to complex space and
assume exponential solutions z = AeP[18]:

mi + kz = Fyetwi?)
Where the real part of z will be the the solution of the initial differential equation. The solution,
will be the sum of the complementary solution (i.e. the solution of the same equation with the

right hand side set to 0, in this case the simple harmonic oscillation solution) and the particular
solution which satisfies the above equation.

We have already derived the complementary solution thus we move to the particular by sub-
stituting z = AePt: 4
mp*AePt + kAePt = Fye™t

It is clear that p = iwq,thus we get:
—mwiA+kA=F =
A(k/m —w?) = Fy/m =

Iy
A= ———
m(wg — wi)
As a result,
” = F1 Twit
m(wf — w?)

The particular solution of the initial differential equation is the real part of z:

F:
= % COS (.dlt
m(wy — wi)

Finally by summing this with the complementary solution we get the full solution:

F
= Wl—w%) coswit + C cos (wot) + D sin (wpt) (10)

where once again C' and D are dependent on the initial conditions.



2.7.3 Solving systems of linear homogeneous differential equations with constant
coefficients

A system of first order, linear and homogeneous differential equations is of the general form:

! . A . / .
ap 1+ apt2 +-+ ap®, + ez + 0 aipwe o+ AT, = 0
/. 7 . /.
ap1T1  + a2+ Ag®n  + @211+ a@2w2 o+ a2z, = 0
/ . A . / .
Op1®1  +  Gpa®2 + A+ A Tn + amiT1 + ameT2 o+ apnzT, = O

A homogeneous system is equivalent to a matrix equation of the form:

AX +Ax=0

where A’ and A are two m X n matrices, X is a column vector with n entries, x’ is it’s first time
derivative, and 0 is the zero vector with m entries.

We can extend to second order linear equations by simply adding another matrix A” and the
second derivative of x, x” :

A" + A'x' + Ax =0

We can repeat for 3rd or greater order.Because of it’s linearity, we can expect solutions of the
form|8]:
x = Ce™M

where A is a constant and C is a column vector with no time dependence and n entries just like x.
By substituting this back to the differential equation:

~A"CN + A'CiA+AC=0=
(~A"X + AN+ A)C=0=
IIC =0

where IT = (—A”\? + A’i\ + A) is a m X n matrix just like A, A’, A”. However, if we assume we
have as many equations as the variables in them, then m = n and all these matrices are square
matrices. . In order for the system to have solutions other than the column vector of n zeros
(C = 0), the determinant Det(II) must be equal to zero[8]. If we rearrange the matrix so that A\
terms exist in the diagonal of I, we can then see that this A2 is an eigenvalue of IT and C = cu,
where u is the eigenvector for said eigenvalue and c is a constant obtainable with initial conditions.

Consequently, for a system of linear homogeneous differential equations with constant coefficients,
the solution is of the form[8]: ‘
x = cue™ (11)

where A and u are the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the matrix IT = (=A”)? + A’iA + A). An
important detail here is that if this A> becomes negative, A becomes imaginary and that’s what we
call an instability.

2.7.4 Adding perturbations/corrections and linearization of equations

Usually, when we want to check for instabilities in a system, we add small perturbations in it’s
variables, we linearize the equations and solve them[28]. The same principle is applied when we
want to add corrections in a solution due to a relatively small term in the equations.

To demonstrate this process, we will consider a simple harmonic oscillator, the solution of which
we already derived back in 2.7.2:
k
T+ —x=0
m

With a solution:
x = Acos (wot) + Bsin (wpt)



We will add a non-linear term az? with a relatively small coefficient a:

i+ —x=—ax?
m

To solve this equation we will consider the series x = x1 + x2 where 22 < 1 and w = wp + w1
where we can even set wy = 0 with a change in the origin system of time[19].

Solving for the first order, x = x4
1 = Acos(wot)

By substituting = 7 + z2 and keeping up to second order terms:

2

Ty + —T2 = —axy
m
Ty + —x9 = —aA? cos? (wot)
m
k 1 1
To + T2 = —iaA2 — §aA2 cos (2wot)

This is now a linear inhomogeneous equation which can be solved for x5 [19]:

aA?  aA?
+ — cos 2wpt

Ty = ——%5
2 2
2wy 6wy

With both x1, x5 we have the full solution of the original equation x = x1 + x».

2.7.5 Hamilton’s Principle

Another very important tool we are going to use is the derivation of the equations of motion using
Hamilton’s principle. Let’s consider a particle driven by a force F' described by a potential V', so
that:
F=-VV
We want to derive the particle’s equations of motion. The first way to do that, is to go straight
to Newton’s Laws. However, there is another way through Hamilton’s principle. According to
Hamilton’s principle, a particle that begins it’s motion from a point A at t4 and reaches another
point B at tp follows the route for which the action, i.e. the quantity
tp
S = Ldt

ta

becomes stationary [17].
The quantity £ is called Lagrangian and it is defined as the difference between the kinetic energy
(T) and the potential energy (V) of the particle £L =T — V. To extract the equations of motion

we use the Euler-Lagrange equations:
oL d [0L
_ = = 12

We are going to use these equations for the Lagrangian of a simple harmonic oscillator:

1 1
L= §m$2 — 5]471’2

With the Lagrangian, we calculate the terms of 12:

oL _oL _ .
dr; Ox

d (0L _d (0L _d .0
dt \ oz, ]  dt \ o9& ) dt M) =me

and derive the same equation of motion we solved in 2.7.2:

mi+kxr =0
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There is also another way to reach the same equation and that’s by differentiating the action
directly:

ts ts /q 1
S= Ldt = / <ma':2 — k:cQ) dt =
ta

. 2 2
1 o1
0§ = —2madt — -2kxdz | dt =
L \2 2
tp
8S = [m(idz) — midxr — kxdx) dt =
t
I:B tp
5S = [m(adx)] dt — / (mzdx + kxdx) dt =
ta ta

The first integral equals to zero as an exact differential. The second integral remains:

dr A M S Yo
s

For 5 = 0 the action becomes stationary, which leads to:

o ox
mm% + kxa =0=

and finally, we reach the same conclusion:

mi+kxr =20

2.8 Neutron Star Binaries

Having all the tools we will need, we now focus on the main subject of this work, which is Binary
Neutron Stars (BNSs). A BNS’s evolution is split in three main periods[27], with the first one
being the inspiral phase, during which the motion is dominated by Newtonian gravity while the
tidal interactions are considered as corrections, during this phase the binary evolution is adiabatic
(the orbital timescale is much smaller than the damping scale). The two gravitational wave signals
detected from BNSs (GW170817 & GW190425), originated from a system in the inspiral phase, i.e.
with frequencies up to f = 500Hz[2]. In the second intermediate phase, the system still evolves
in an adiabatic manner, but as the companion stars get closer to each other, the tidal interactions
become important and can no longer be considered as corrections. The final coalescing phase, is
the merger phase of the binary, with a rapid evolution which along with the intermediate phase
can not be solved analytically and must be treated numerically[27].

In greater separations, a BNS can be considered a binary of two point masses for which’s mo-
tion the resulting quadrupole was already computed in 2.1 and is given by 4. The same can be said
for a BBH, however even though the event horizon of a black hole can be deformed slightly [22]
[21], black holes are thought to have love numbers equal to zero[7][11], while Neutron Stars have
Love numbers typically in the range of ks = 0.2 — 0.3 [10]. This means, that even though BBHs
and BNSs can both be treated as point mass binaries for big enough separations, that begins to
change as tidal effects come into play. During the evolution of a BNS, the tidal interactions give
rise to oscillations of the stars themselves, for which we consider n different oscillating shells for
fundamental f-modes with [ = 2 .These oscillations change the shape of the rigid body and thus
create an additional quadrupole that adds upon the signal. This means, that the total quadrupole
of the system is the combination of both rotational quadrupole Q7¢* which is the one we calculated

J

in 4 and the sum of the n oscillating shells quadrupoles Q;; = >, Q7, or[13]:

T _ - rot
i = Qij + Qij

11



We will focus on the inspiral phase which has been already described analytically. The action
for the inspiral phase of a neutron star binary that describes the motion of the two bodies (m,m2),
plus the induced oscillation of one of them (assumed mq) by the gravitational field of the other
(mg) is given by[13]:

1oy 1 ..y Mul 1 1 o
Sz/dt [2m~2+2w~2q>2+r}_2/dtQij£ij+Z/dtwl[ LQL —w2QRQ| (13)

mim2

where p = s the reduced mass, r is the separation, ® is the phase of the motion, @;; is the
quadrupole of the neutron star, A; , is the tidal deformability of the nth neutron star’s oscillating
shell, wy, is the frequency at which that shell oscillates and Q7 is it’s quadrupole. Using this action,
just like we did in 2.7.5 we can extract the equations of motion for both the separation r and for
the quadrupoles Q7.

12



3 Extracting the effective tidal deformability

In this section we will present the calculations that lead to the effective tidal deformability and
the change in the phase of the gravitational wave signal derived by Flanagan & Hinderer[13]!.

3.1 From the Equation of Motion to the NS Quadrupoles

The equations of motion derived from the action 13, with the addition of the leading order gravi-
tational wave dissipation terms [13] (last term for each equation), are:

Mo ma 1 2 d°Qf
B4 gn' = ﬁijaiajak; bt dt5J (14)
5T
G+ W2Q% = mady w00, — 2N 2 470y 15
ij nij = M2A1LnWy,0; Iy 5 1,nWn A5t ( )

Where Qz; = Qij + pxizj; — pr?d;; /3 with Q;j = > Q7 and n' = z'/r. We are going to solve
equation 15 ignoring the GW dissipation terms, to derive the quadrupole of the NS.

The quadrupole of the rotation of the binary system, ignoring the wobble of the NS, is calculated

by fj‘)t = pT;T; — /1,7’2(5ij/3. Assuming circular orbits, 1 = x = rcos ®, x5 = y = rsin @, where

® = wt + &¢, and z = 0, the resulting quadrupole is given by 4:

cos (20)/2+4+1/6 sin(2®)/2 0
o= pr? sin (2®)/2 —cos(29)/2+1/6 0
0 0 —2/6

This matrix can be split into two matrices as follows:

cos (2®)  sin(2®) 0 1 0 0
Zr]{)t = pr? % sin (20) —cos(2®) 0 -|-% 01 0 = ur? [%B 4 %A]
0 0 0 00 —2

If we calculate the term D;; = &»8]% we find that it can also be expressed as a linear combination
of the same matrices A, B:

1 3
_92- _ 2
Dzz—az;—ﬁ(cos ¢_1/3)
D,y =% =2 (sin® —1/3
wy =0y~ = 3 (sin® @ —1/3)
1 3 .
Dy =Dy = away; = —gcos (®) sin (D)
Dzw:DIz:Dyz:DzyZO

Dzz - % (71/3)

And finally:
3 (1 1
= — | = z 1
DJ r3 |:2B+ 6A:| ( 6)
Due to all terms except (7; being a linear combination of A, B the expected solution of 15 must

also be a linear combination of the same matrices (similarly to the forced oscillator in 2.2):

ij

As a result the total quadrupole and the quadrupole of the wobble can be written as:

IThese calculations are our own attempt of extracting those relations as Flanagan & Hinderer’s calculations are
not presented analytically in their aforementioned paper.
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:Q’A+QB
Qz]—(Q - ﬂ’r )A+(Q_1,UT )B

We will now put this back in 15 to calculate Q, Q’:

1, 0B 1 1 23
(Q = 5m®) 5z +wn |(Q = cpr®) A+ (Q = 5ur®)B| = may ey [ B+ GA}
The parameters of the two matrices must match in each side of the equation, thus the latter splits
in two equations, one to calculate Q' and one to calculate Q). For the parameters of matrix A:

31
WTZL(Q/ - *Wz) = m2/\1,nw721*36
1 maA
! - 2 2 1,’!‘L
@ =t s

In these calculations we assumed only one oscillating shell, we can simply include all of them by
summing them:

1 2 mg)\lm
= gm" —i—zn: o3 (17)
We repeat the process for matrix B:
0°B 1 31
(Q 7/”“ ) o2 Wi(Q - §MT )B maA nwn732B
1 ) ) 1 ,31
(Q = 5ur®)(—4w"B) + wi(Q — 5/”“ B = modi w5 5B
31
(1—422)(Q — 5W %) = maAin 35
1, 3 1
= — )\ —_—_—
Q L +ma Ln3 2(1 —4z2)
Where x,, = w/wy,. Adding the sum we get:
3maAi
Q= fur + Z T 42)8 (18)
Thus, the tidally induced quadrupole can be written as:
maAin 3mali n
@i ; < 2r3 + 2(1 — 422)r3 ) (19)

and the total quadrupole:
m2/\1 n 3m2)\1 n
_< K +Z 2r3 ) ( r +Z (1 —4a2 r3>B (20)

Having calculated the total quadrupole we are now ready to go back to the action of the system.

3.2 Deriving the equations for radius, energy and its time derivative in
relation to the angular velocity

We rewrite the action of the system written in equation 13:

1 . 1 . yn AN
S:/dt |:2/1,7‘2+2Mr2(1)2+:| _f/dthjg”-i-Z/dtll)\ ij _w2 ;’; Z}

The action is split strategically in three parts, the first integral contains the kinetic energy and
gravitational potential of the rotating binary, the last integral contains the kinetic energy (first
term) and potential (second term) of the tidally induced oscillation. The integral in the middle
contains the tidal term of the gravitational potential which acts as the exchange of energy between
the two sub-systems. This will prove really important when we calculate the total energy of the
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system. In order to calculate the action, we will need to calculate the following matrix scalar

products:
1 0 0 1 0 0
A?=1(0 1 0 01 0]|=1+1+4=6

0 0 -2 0 0 -2
1 0 0 cos (2®) sin(2®) 0

A-B=[0 1 0 sin (2®) cos(2®) 0] =0
0 0 -2 0 0 0

B-A=0

cos (2®)  sin(2P) cos (2®)  sin(2P)

0 0
B2 = | sin(20) cos(2®) 0] - |sin(2®) cos(2B) 0| = 2cos (2®)* + 2sin (20)° =
0 0

0 0 0 0

Using these we can easily compute the matrix scalar products:
3 maA1 n 3mali
L E = — — Lhld & o
@isii 23 [Zn: 23 Zn: 2(1 — 4x2)r3

non —g m2)\1,n 2 +92 3m2>\1,n 2
i 273 2(1 — 4a2)r3
“n o An 8w 3m2/\1’n 2

ijig 2(1 — 4a2)r3

As a result the action can be written:

1 My 1 3 M2l n 3mali n
S=[dt 292 4 — f/dt = : ’
/ { wi* + Pl r } * 2 23 zn: 2r3 + zn: 2(1 — 4a2)r3

1 9 3maAin 2 9 madin )’ 3maAin 2
— = ) — ) g [ 2MM2ALn
* zn:/dtﬁlh,nw% {Sw (2(1 - 4w%)r3> w0\ T ) T2\ o - aaz)

3.2.1 Calculating the radius

We will now differentiate the action in terms of r. §S in terms of dr:

. . Mup 1 3maAy 6 9maAy 6
2 , :
0S8 = /dt {ur&—&—u&"rw — 2 67‘] — §/dtm2 [En o7 or + En 201 —4.%‘%)7"76T

9m A M2\ .,6 Im32\
_ 2 2 1n _ 21\1,n - 2\1,n
Z/dt { T2yt T T T A a2

Assuming circular orbits, 77 = 0. For a stationary action in terms of r:

|
Gm}

08
2 2 [ "
st = By My s e s el s
Because we can combine the terms,
sz 9m2/\1 n 9m2)\1 n 9m2)\1 n
"1 —422)%T 4(1 — 4a2) 27 4(1 — 422)r7
we get:
pre’ = =5 - Z 3m§j71’n3 - Z 2(?132;5;7 + zn: 4(917?2;5;7 + 3; m%ﬁ?ng =0
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and finally,

9I9m3\ 27m2\

3, .2 21\1,n 2/M\1n

purew” — My — — =0 21
r ; 475 ; 4(]_ 4%121)7"5 ( )

The first two terms are the dominant ones in the inspiral phase, the last two terms become impor-
tant when the two bodies are close to merging. As a result we can assume that the radius can be
written as r = ry + 0r, a dominant r, and a fluctuation of that 7 (as we did in 2.7.4). In a first
order of magnitude, we ignore the two last terms as small and we get the expression of the Kepler
radius 7, = M/3w=2/3 which is to be expected. In a second order of magnitude:

9m3A 2Tm3 AL
Burfwtor = Y St gy SR,
n n

41y (1 —4a2)rp
3m3\ 9Ima\
2, 2¢ . 2 1 n 2\1,n
T 57”7; 4(1 — 4a2)ry
3 momiw 2 momy )\1.77. 3
or= - =11
"7 prd Zn: 7y - (1—4a23)
Because % (M1/3w=2/3)3 = 3, we can write:
or=r §Z (zn) (22)
- k4 . Xng1(Tn
where ¢g1(z) =1+ (=T 412) and x, = %51)‘1" Finally, we have the full expression of r(w), which
k
matches with the one derived in [13]:
r(w)=r 1—|—§Z (xn) (23)
=Tk 4 - Xndi(Tn

3.2.2 Calculating the Energy

To calculate the energy of the system we will need to think of the system as the combination of
two systems, as we did in the action 13, the first system will only have the Newtonian gravitational
potential, expressing the rotating motion of the binary, and the second system will contain the
kinetic energy and potential of the tidally induced oscillations. The tidal potential will not be
included in the calculation because it serves as the exchange in energy between the two systems.
Working in the two systems separately we have:

Vg:—T

Because the bodies have finite point vectors and velocities, we can use the Virial theorem for
n = —1 (see 2.7.1). The total energy of the rotation is given by:

M
Erot = _L
2r

For the oscillation’s potential we have:

2 n

Vosc:2m<iwn i Z)

31 9 91 m3Al,n
Vo=~ 5 i n - 15 5

816 T (1 —4x2)2
Again, using Virial theorem for n = —6, we get the total energy of the oscillation:
61 91 miil,n
Eosc = T35 6 2)‘1; ) —2
+8r62n:m2 "I a2y
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Adding these up we get the total energy:

uhl 61 m2 91 m3Al,n
E=-E— 2)1, L L
2 | 816 M -l
uM 61 91 miAl,n
E=—"—+_-— 2\, —_—
" > T8 an s 2(1—4:10,21)2
On the first order of magnitude:
M
T’kEk = —'UT
Where E} is the Kepler energy.
M
By = _ng - _’;(Mw)w3 (24)
On the second order of magnitude:
61 91 mail,n
E E=-— N, n+ o=y 2l
Or By + 110 8r,5€2n:m2 ,n+4r22(1_4x2)
uM 3 3 61 ) 91 m2A1,n
s (1 — §E = - — Ayn+o—Y 222
o 12 T o 2" g 2 dg
uM 3 3 6 uM 9 M 1
B ENT L (1 —2— ) 4R =22 SN e
a2 (1 gy ) = g S 1 ;m e
/JM 9 2
oF = n
e (1+ o * 1)
The three terms in the parenthesis:
1 2 3 — 422
1 =1 n = gy
Taom s T gz~ el
So the final expression for the change in energy 0 F is:
uM 9
OF = +EZ ZX”gQ(xn) (25)
and the total energy E(w) of the system also matches the one in [13]:
1% 2/3 9
Bw) = 5 (MW |1 73 xugalen) (26)
n

3.2.3 Calculating the energy loss due to gravitational wave emission

To calculate the energy loss due to gravitational wave emission, we will have to use the quadrupole
formula (5):

. 1 o o
B = —£(QQ5) (27)
We have already calculated QT back in 20 and we will now calculate it’s 3rd time derivative:
T sin (20) —cos(2®) 0
Qij =QB =Qu%8 [ —cos(2®) —sin(2®) 0
0 0 0
With this we calculate the energy loss:
128

B= QW

. 128 1 3 mg)\l
B _206 2,242 _MaAin
5 (4’” +4“Z(1—4x3)r

n

E 128 4(1, 3 Mot n
AT <4“ +4u;(1—4x%)7“5>
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In a first order of magnitude we ignore the sum term and we get:

. 2
Ek — 7%]\4’4/3#20‘)10/3 (28)

In the second order of magnitude:

6E  AE.ér 128 43 M1
T Y

. . 1 3 M
OF = Ei6 nlz
K02 X (2 -4 T ma —4x%))

0E = Ex6Y  xn (% +2—222)/(1 — 422)

The change in energy loss due to the oscillation is given by:
OF = E6 Z Xng3(zn) (29)
n

where g3(x) = (mMZ +2—22%)/(1 — 422). The total energy loss of the system is given by:

. 32
E(w) — —€M4/3,U2w10/3

1+6 Z Xng3 (xn)‘| (30)

n

, which also matches with Flanagan-Hinderer’s formula [13].

3.3 Finding the change in the gravitational wave phase

We want to calculate the change in the phase of the gravitational wave signal from the additional
tidally induced Quadrupole. We already know the phase ®(t) = wt + @ of the rotating binary
but in general that angular frequency is time dependent, it slowly increases the closer the two
companion stars are. A more accurate description of the gravitational wave’s waveform would be
written as follows[3]:

t
h(t) = A(t)e "*® where ¢(t) = / Wauw (t)dt'
to

It is clear that:
w —@and dwgw_d27¢
I At dt  di2
But we also know that wg,, = 2w. As a result:

dw  d2¢

dt — dt?
We want to calculate the phase of the gravitational wave signal, using all the knowledge we acquired
in the previous section. To do that, we use the chain rule.
dE dEdw 1dE d%¢

At dw dt 2 dw dt?

Thus, we can calculate the phase of the gravitational wave signal, or at least it’s second time
derivative using the formula:
d?¢ _ dE/dt
dt?2  TdE/dw

To calculate that we simply have to replace the energy loss and energy derivative over w. But we
do not have the expressions for the energy and energy loss in the time domain, we have calculated
them in the frequency domain. So we will need to use the frequency domain counterpart of 31 [3]:

(31)

> dE/dw
- =9 2
dw? dE/dt (32)
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Where U = U(f) is the phase of the waveform in the frequency domain. We will have to use
Fourier transform to find the waveform in the frequency domain and the relation between the two
phases.

t t
h(f) = / h(t)e®™ftdt = | A(t)e!Cmt=¢®) gt
to tO

In this integral ¢(t) and 27 ft change rapidly in relation to A(t) thus, we can use the stationary
phase approximation:

d2nft — o(t o

(fd—t(b())h:t* =0=2nf=¢(t")
We expand the phase around t*:

o(t) = o(t") + )0 - ) + 6L

We put this back into the waveform

t . *
h(f) = A(t) / O e S

to

t . *
h(~f) ~ A(t*)ei(zrrft*—qb(t*))/ G-t )Q)dt
to

The integral:

t .. B
to ¢(t*)

Which leads to the final expression of the waveform[3]:

h(Nf) ~ A(t*)\/Eei(%ft*—w*)—w/@ (33

Where the terms in the exponential are the phase in the frequency domain:
U(f) =2nft" — o(t") —m/4 (34)

We now use 31: 26 dE/d p 1E/d 0o
t w t
a2~ “dEjdw  dt  dEjdw ~ M ar T

Using these two we can calculate:

do  dt dw VU dE/dt
we 4B /dw'
_ _ 20" /
o) = 0= [ 2w (3)

Where ¢. and w, represent the phase and the angular frequency at an early stage of the system.
This relation is key to calculate ¥(f), but we will also need to repeat the same process for time(t):

do _do dt _, dE/dw

dt  dBJdw
do _ dEjdL
we dBJdo |
tftcf/w e (36)

Using 35 and 36 in 33 we get the final expression:

We d d/
W(f) = 2mfte— b= n/d— [ 2w - P

w

(37)

The term in the integral contains the second order of magnitude terms we need to calculate §¢).
We write E = E, +0F and E = E;, +0F.

AB/dw _ dBy/ds' +dSE/de’ _ (dE,  doEY (B, -6k
dEJdl Ey +0E o\ dw! Ey
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Which can be written as follows:

dE/dw'  dE}, B+ dSE/dw'  SE(dEy/dw)
dE/dt — dw' " Ey B

The first terms in this expression along with the first three terms of 37 are related to the first order
of U(f) the last two terms are related to the second order correction to the phase. After careful
and meticulous calculations:

dSE/dw' JE(dEy/dw) 15 mé 2M 22 — 11722 + 348z% — 35228
- - -2 =76 2v5 Y MZ)‘l n ot 23
E; E} 16 p2M o(1 —422) (1 —4a2)

Here we changed from w to v where v = (7 M f )1/ 3 to better match the post Newtonian analysis.
Finally, by putting this back in 37:

15 m3
oU = ~ 16 2Ar Z)\l n/ dv'v' (v — 0" ga(zy) (38)
where g4(z) = mQ(?MMz) + 22_117??1’3‘;%”)”; =3521°  Thig expression is simplified when we assume

w < wy, which translates into x,, < 1. This assumption instantly turns the integral into a simple
calculation because g4(x,) = 2M/ms + 22 which can also be written as:

M (M
gala) =25 ( + 117’”)

Putting this back into 38, and disregarding v; as small v; < v ,due to it referring to an early stage
of the binary where angular velocities are still small, we get:

30 1 M Mo 30°
- — =) (= Aln
16 uM* (m1+ ml)(lo); b

We remember that Ay = > Ay ,[13]:

9 ° M
U= 11— A
16 Mt ( * m1> !
But this is only for one oscillating body in the field of the second body, if we assume both com-

panions are oscillating and include the change in the phase from the second body oscillating in the
field of the first, we get the final expression for the total change in the phase[13]:

9 b M M mi
J=——— 11— ) A — 4+ 11— ] A 39
16 MM4 |:<m1 + m1> 1+ (’ITLQ + m2> 2:| ( )

The term in the brackets is often referred to as the ”Effective Tidal Deformability” (A) :

A= [(nj\i“ll) A+ (M+112) Ag} (40)

39 is a 5PN order term, and it is the first term containing information about the tidal deformabilities
of the two companion stars (A12). Terms containing these tidal deformabilities in a separate ,
discrete manner are of higher PN order[10] and thus are still way out of reach of our current
detector’s capabilities. This effective tidal deformability is still difficult to detect and measure, but
it’s a first look to the inner composition of Neutron Stars through gravitational wave signals.
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4 Assumptions and their accuracy

During this process, there is a number of assumptions being made. To have a better visualization
of these assumptions, they are listed below:

1. The first and most important assumption is that the binary rotates in a circular orbit(r =
const).

2. The second and well hidden assumption is that the bulge of the neutron stars always faces
the companion or has a small angle delay(®y = const).

3. The third assumption is that that the self-oscillation of the neutron stars is much faster than
the rotating motion of the binary,w < w, (this is the last assumption leading to the final
result 40).

4. We have ignored other corrections such as higher f-modes (! > 3),nonlinear hydrodynamic,spin,
Post 1-Newtonian and linearization corrections.

The last corrections are checked in (Flanagan & Hinderer) and found to result in errors smaller
than 10% for two identical stars with n = 1, m = 1.4M and R = 15km rotating with f = 400H z,
errors smaller than the current uncertainty in \ itself.

The third assumption’s accuracy is vital because it directly simplifies the result of the
analysis and can be easily calculated, for a binary system with the same characteristics, as follows:

We simplify the calculation by assuming all modes oscillate with the same w, = wy. Let
w = wp/k where k is a constant. We can then write w/wy = 1/k = = using this we can simplify
ga(z) = % + 22 + (% + 147)2%. As expected if we put this back in 38 the first order term is
none other than 39. The second order term is:

15 m3 8M 2
Ty = o) (EE f 14
Wy 16u2M5Z/\1n/ dv'v' (v® = )(m2 + 147z

We remember that z = w/w,, = v"®/(Mwg) and M = 2my which is then combined with the above
integral:

15 m
6, = 22\252)\171/ dv'v' (V3 — v"?)(163)0"0 / (Mw)?

Vi

This integral can be easily computed ignoring u; as much smaller than u as we did in the original
calculation of 39. The resulting second order correction to JW:
11

15 m3 08 v 1
Sy = —— 2 Ny (s - Y y163)———
27 716 p2M0 zn: Ll V" = 7163 70

6

(Mwp)?

15 m?2 3
SU, = — =2 5§)\n—163
*= g s 2 Mg (169)

15 m3
16 pu2M>

We will now compare this with the first order:

50y — — WA () (163)27

00, —BERCME)163)2 15 m &

= =2 88 143,2
oU — 16 (13)M 9 pM 13

Finally,

0w, 9

— =10.732 41

50 0.732x (41)
which for f <400Hz and fy > 1000H z,typical values of observed frequencies, is:

oWy

50 0.7322% = 0.183(f/ fo)* < 0.029

The first two assumptions are the primary goal of this work. In the same context of a neutron
star binary and the same focus on the phase shift due to tidal effects, is it possible to lift the first
two assumptions? Can the energy transfer between the two systems give rise to a non negligible
change in the radius? Is it possible to also ”unlock” the bulge from facing the companion and
perhaps let it oscillate with a small amplitude around that direction?
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5 Lifting the lock in the radius and the angle of the bulge

We will repeat the process as a whole but we will change the first two assumptions. Instead of
a constant radius (r) we will allow a small time dependent change to that radius (r + €(¢)), and
instead of a constant angle (®g) we will replace it with a time dependent (®¢(t)) which does not
deviate much from the constant value (®o(t) — Po ~ 0). We put these small changes back into the

equations of motion:

B = g Wn0i0i0k = S

. 1 2 QL

n 2 __ 2 2 1]
QU + an'L] - mzAannaiaj; - gAl,nwn A5t

Just as we did in the previous analysis the last two terms will be ignored:
M . mg 1
1 T _ . .0 —
B4 gn' = 2 ngaﬁjakr

. 1
n 2 n __ 2 . L
Qij +w, QY = MaA1 nwy, 0;0; "

(42)

(43)

These two equations contain the information needed to find those small time dependent changes(e(t), ®o(t))
but it also contains the information to calculate the change in the quadrupole (Q?J) which arises

from the time dependencies added in the radius and angle.

5.1 Adding the perturbations and important ”prep” work

Let’s tackle the first equation 42. In the previous analysis the radius was extracted directly from
the action 13 and this equation was not used at all. We will now do it with this equation to
make sure the result is the same. We will first need to calculate the term on the right hand of the

equation:

1 1
0000~ = 0,(9;01~)

we have already calculated the parenthesis earlier 8j8k% = % [%B + %A] so we only need to do

one extra step.

1 3|1 1
0,00~ = 0i(~5 | B+ A
0,01 aggb +6})

which for i = 1,2, 3 gives

@@mi_%“¢FB+14)

rd 2 6
1 9sind |1 1
0 ML e - SR |
8y8]8kr ré {2 +6 })
1
0,0;0,— =0
r

Now we are ready to put ' =7+ €(t) and ®'(t) = wt + Pp(t) into 42. This equation is written
in Cartesian coordinates so we will need to translate those small changes into the new z’, 3/

2’ =rcos(®) + ecos (®') and y' = rsin (®’) + esin (P')

!/ /

2= o sin (@) + % cos (@) — eaat sin (®")
v r / cos (@/) —+ % sin (q)/) + : Cos (q)/)
v =r ot ot
92! 09\ o2e e DV’ _ 2o
i = —r S sin (@) =1 ( o ) cos (&) + g cos (B) = 25 Z5sin (@) — e 5

- 2¢/ 9"\ ? 0%¢ 0e 0P’
A o AN L\ / . / ) /
V=50 cos (P') r( o ) 51n(¢’)+—at2 bln((b)—i—Z—at Y cos (D)
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After calculating the time derivatives of ®' and keeping only up to second order terms:

o =@t
99"\ 2
(m) =W+ 2wl
0%’
oz 0

We get the full expressions for all the derivatives of z and y:

2" = —r®ysin (') — rw? cos (B) — 2rwdg cos (') — 2éw sin (B') + € cos (') — ew? cos ()
Y = r®g cos (') — rw?sin (&) — 2rwdq sin (') + 2éw cos (®') + ésin (') + ew? sin ()

5.2 The perturbed equations of motion

We begin for i=1 in equation 42.

Mz mo 1
z/ + 2 = ?ijazajakf,
- 2M M P
x’—r—gecos(q)')—i—ﬁcos@— ijQCOS { B+6A})

Here Qi is expected to be a combination of A and B just like before although that’s not certain
since we will now change the equations and a new matrix may appear. The new matrix should only
contain second order terms so that when keeping the first order terms the results should match
the previous analysis. Still the combination will not be the same as before instead of the already
calculated Q'™, Q™ we assume that a correction will appear, due to the time dependent phase and
radius, and we write:

Keeping only first order terms:
M m —9cos (9')
2 2 m n
—rw? cos (®') + 3 cos (@) = oM Q™+ Q™ (r4 )

ma m n 9
E[Q +Q ](_r2>

Which gives the exact r(w) we found in the previous analysis straight from the action.
Keeping second order terms:

—wrd+ M =

. . 2M
— r® sin (®') — 2rwPg cos (P') — 2éwsin (V') + € cos (') — ew? cos () — —5-€cos @’
r

[Q/n + Qn] 36 cos (q) )6 [éan + 6@71] 9cos ((I) ) _—
(—T@O — 2¢éw) sin (@’ )+
(—2rwBq + & — ew? — i—]\jef %[Q’”+Q”]&+ﬂ 5Q"™ +5Q" - D cos (@) = 0

The only way for this equation to be true for all ®’ is for the parameters of cos (®'), sin (®’) to be
0 independently, thus we get 2 differential equations:

—r®dy — 2w =0 (45)

. . 2M mo 36¢ mo 9
2 n n n n _
— 2rwPg + € — ew _TTE_E[Q/ +Q]TT+E[5Q/ +5Q]74—0 (46)

If we repeat the process for i=2 the results stay the same, thus we move on to 43. When we add
the time dependent components in 43 a new matrix appears from differentiating B over time. We
name that matrix I':

—sin (2@) cos(2®) O
I'=|[ cos(2®) sin(2®) O (47)
0 0 0
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This matrix must be added to Q;;
=@M +6Q™M A+ (Q"+0Q") B+ (Q" +6Q")T (48)

Here T is expected to only have a second order term because as discussed earlier the first order
term should be equal to 0, so that we can get the same first order result with the previous analysis
where I didn’t appear. For now, we will keep the first order term of I" in order to see if it vanishes
on it’s own. However, does including this new matrix to the calculations in 42 change the result?

Due to the matrix scalar products TA = I'B = 0, including the new matrix to the calcula-
tions does not change the result (I" only appears in the term ijgc%;(q)) [%B + %A]) Thus, we
are ready for 43:

. 1
2 2
QY+ w, Q7 = mQAann&iaj; =

82Q/n a2Qn aQn oB naQB 82Q”n
gz AT g BT 9 a2 LT o
+wn (@™ +6Q™) A+ (Q" +6Q™) B + 5Q””F]

oQmor  _, 0°T
TG

3|1 1 9 1 1
o 2 - - _ 2 - -
= TrLg)\Lno./n—r3 {2B + GA] Mol Wy ¢ [QB + GA]

We calculate the following;:

9B _ 0¥

at ot 2

e =i (G) m
,

8571;:_288?3 )

e =)

Again, this equation is satisfied when each of the parameters of the matrices A;B and I' are
independently 0. Thus, we get 3 differential equations, one for each matrix.

For matrix A: 1 ) 5
€
Q™M 4+ w2 (Q™ +6Q™) = fm2x\1 w2 — ol §m2>‘17nwr2z774 (49)

For matrix B:

SQ™ + w? (Q™ +6Q™) — 4(w? + 2wB0) (Q™ + 6Q™) — 4(w + By)Q"™ — 284 (Q"™ +6Q"™)  (50)

3 19 €

2 2
= *m2/\1,nw Mol RCY
2 e 9 npd

For matrix I':
0Q" +w} (Q™ +3Q"™) —4(w? +2wP0) (Q"" + 6Q"™) +4(w+B0)dQ" +2%0 (Q" +5Q") =0 (51)

We will now take this three equations and split them in first and second order terms just as we
did for 45 and 46.
We start with 49, keeping only 1st order terms:

Which gives the same result as before:

The second order terms give:

JQITL + wi(SQ'n = _§m2A1,7zw2 ‘
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We move on to 50. The first order terms:

1
w2Q" — 40?Q™ = *mg)\l W2 3

Which again gives the same result as before:

3 mg)\l}n
2

MR IO AT

The second order:

OQ" 4 wW26Q™ — 4w0Q™ — 8wBEQ" — 4wdQ'M — 28,Q™ = —gm2>q w2 — = (53)
Finally for 51, the first order terms give:
W2Q" — 4*Q"™ =0
Which can only be true if Q"™ = 0. As expected the first order component of T' vanishes.
The second order terms:
5Q'M + w26Q"™ — 4w?6Q"™ + 4wsQn + 28,Q" = 0 (54)

The final result is a system of 5 differential (45,46,52,53,54) equations

and 5 variables (e(t), ®o(t),0Q™, 6Q™, Q™). The system can be simplified a bit as 45 is already
simple:

.. 2 . 2

@Oifﬂ:>¢0:*£+c

r r
Including this and Q"™ = 0 we write the remaining 4 equations again:
2M 36 9

€+ 3w? €= 3¢ —f[Q’"—FQ"]fe—i-f[(SQm—H;Q"} =0

gm2>\1,nwi% + 00" + w2sQ™ =0
gm2>\1 nw -+t 160> Q” +6Qn + w; 5Q” 4%6Q" — 4wd Q" = 0
- 4wa” + 4wBQ + 5G" + WQ"™ — 4w6Q" = 0
T
5.3 Solving the system of differential equations

This is a system of linear homogeneous differential equations with constant coefficients (adiabati-
cally), thus we will consider solutions of the form (see 2.7.4):

o)

e(t) = B
Do(t) = doe'™”
6Q/Tl(t) /n ZQt
50— e
5Q""(t) = ¢

We substitute these back into the equations:

2M  mo 36 9msy 9mesy
792 2 &« e an Qn I\ E Y2 m
( + 3w 73 24 [ + Q] 7D > 2urt q 2urt 210

3 Mo nw? "
(22;)E+<sﬁ+w9¢ —0

(3 madin (Bw2 + 4w2)>

e _Q2 2_42 no_ Y 'Ql/n:
5 1 —422) +( + w; — dw?)g wiflq 0

—4iwQQ™
#QE + 4iwQq"™ + (=% + w2 —4w?)¢"™ =0
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This is now a linear system of 4 equations and 4 variables. We will attempt to solve this system
with the matrix:

23w - magn Q3 gm omy 0
37"%"“ (=7 +wp) 0 0
2
%erA‘llmi (3(?}31_;1;)) 0 (= +w? — 4w?) —4wiQ)
e 0 Awi€) (0 +w? — du?)

(55)

If a non trivial solution for this system exists, then the determinant of this matrix must be equal
to zero. The given equation can be solved to give us the eigenvalue 2, the assumed common
frequency of all the perturbations. But first, the determinant of this matrix is:

63im2Aww  8lim2Aw?w  8iMw?w) 36im2 w3 81im2Aw?
Det = 4iwQ) [ — n _ n _ n 12-2 BQ
‘ " ( 8 r8(1—4a?)p 3 + st r8u + r8 (1 —4a?)p
2 2 Imw? 9mO2

SZMde X . . 3 (3wn +4dw ) ( 2rip . 2rip )

+T — 4zw,2lw93 — 126303 + 4sz5> + (wi — 4w? — QQ) 207 (1 = 42)
mA 3mA

2Tm2Aw? 18m(%+7r3 _zz) 2M

_ 7m8 w”+(wi—92) 2 52 i-4%) 430?02
4rdy o r3

Expanding this and rearranging the terms gives us a 8th degree polynomial of 2. This polyno-
mial is of the form:

Det = W, Q8 + W3Q® + WLt + W02 + W, (56)
where:
Wy=1
9m3 A 27Tm3\ 2M
W — 2 2 - _ 3 2 5 2 162 2
3 r8u +7'8(1—4:c%)u+ r3 Wn o+ oW 10T
W 81maow?2 135m3 w2 81m3iw? 6Mw? 43wl 27mow? 72m3Aw?
= —_— —_— —_— w p—
TS (1—422) p 4r8p r8(1—4a2)p r3 Tor8(1- 4$%) H 8
144i278n§)\w2 8216m§)\w2 324i*m3\w? 16Mw? n 3212 Mw? CTu20? — 162w20? — 8wt — 48i%1
r8u r8(1—4a2)p  r8(1—4a2)p r3 r3
81mawi 81m3\wi 81miwi 6Mw? 6 27Tmow? w? 198m3 w2 w?
Wi=57% 5, T 5, .8 5y, T 8 WnT 3 AU 8
2r8 (1 —4a2) 2r8u r8(1—4a2)u T r8(1—4a2)pu r8u
252i2m§)\w721w292 432m§)\w2 2 324 Im3wiw? 32M(,u2 2 322‘2Mw7%w2 4 2
- 8 S(1 — 422 8(1_ 422 3 3 Wt
8 r8(1—4a2)p  r8(1—422)p T T
108maow* 144m3 432m3 w? 32Mw? 9 4 2020
- 32w 481 —48
r8(1—4a2)p 8 + r8(1—4a2)p + r3 oS A8 o
W 81maw$ 63m3Aws 27m3 w8 2M w8 54mowiw? 126mZ win?  216m3lwiw?
07 T8 (1—4a2)u 4r8p r8 (1 —4x2)p r3 r8(1—4a2)u r8u r8 (1 —4x2)p
16 Mw?w? 108m2w2w4 252m2)\w2 4 432m2)\w2 4 32Mw2w4
n 3 6 2 2 2 n — 924 4 4 48 2 6
B (R T 7 T e v A R
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We want to find the roots of this polynomial. The exact solutions are not easily extracted,
thus we will plot it. But before that, we must consider realistic values for all the different
parameters(my, ma, R, n, wp,w,r).

1. For the neutron star properties, we consider the same combination Flanagan and Hinderer
used in their paper[13], two identical neutron stars with ml = m2 = m = 1.4Mg = 2.1km,
a radius R = 15km and a polytropic index n = 1.0.

2. With this parameters locked it is possible to calculate the approximate love number using
the formula[15] ky ~ 3 (—0.41+ 238) (M) ™" and the tidal deformability A = 2R%k.
The resulting A\; = 114.000km®, when transformed, this matches with the one in [13] (A =
1.7 -10% gem?s? for n = 1.0).

3. We know that the separation r and angular velocity w are dependent on each other, thus we
will use three different relations between them. The first one is the r(w) in equation 23, which
is the same one Flanagan and Hinderer derived in their paper[13]. T am naming this relation
wyp, for simplicity. The second relation is derived from solving equation 21 for w without
considering the tidal terms necessarily small. However, we still assume that all the shells
oscillate with the same frequency,w, = wg = 0.021km~! the equivalent of f, = 1000H z.
This equation is a simple quadratic polynomial with two solutions:

—16pr8wt + (4,u7"8w,21 + 16 M pr® + 36m§)\1) w? — (9m§/\1w721 + 4M prdw? + 27m§)\1w,21) =0

o o —4ur®w? —16Mur® — 36mi\; + VD

where:
D = (16p°r 0wy, + 256 M2 pr0 + 1296m3AT + 128M pi*r'Pw? + 288pm3 A\ jwir® + 1152M pum3 A r®)
— 64pur® (9m%)\1wi + 4M prPuw,, + 27m§)\1wi)

and the third one is Kepler’s w,% = M3 for comparison.

5.4 Comparing the w(r) relations

By drawing the three different w(r)’s we get a better picture of how these compare for different
phases of the binary motion. Starting with the inspiral phase with a frequency below f = 500H z
or w = 0.00525km = (or w? = 0.276 - 10~ *km=2).

. x10™ Plot of the different w?(r)
. S
7w§
1 w,%
2
—w?
0.8
ﬁ“
S
L 06
=
3
0.4+
0.2
0 1 1 1 1 1 |
50 60 70 80 90 100 110
r(km)
Figure 4: Plot of the different w?(r) for separations in the inspiral phase, where the black line is
the ”7-” solution of 57, the red is the "+” solution, Flanagan-Hinderer’s in blue and Kepler’s in
green.
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The 747 solution along with Flanagan-Hinderer’s and Kepler’s, do not have major differences
even when we remove the ”-” solution from the graph. This is a good sign, as all three relation
should behave similarly to Kepler’s for big enough separations.The ”-” solution has an irregular
behavior (w increasing with separation),but we will keep it in the future graphs for now to see her
full behavior.

We continue in the intermediate phase of the evolution, with frequencies higher than 500H z,
where the tidal terms become important and finally dominate as the two companions approach the
final merger. In this context, we can no longer expect the same accuracy from the ry, relation as it
was derived by assuming that the tidal terms are very small compared to the other terms back in
23. For the same reasons, Kepler’s relation is also lacking accuracy. In this phase of the evolution,
everything we’ve assumed begins to crumble, f = 500H z is already considered to be the frequency
at the innermost stable circular orbit (ISCO)[6][27] (we remind that the motion’s frequency is
half the gravitational wave’s frequency). From this point onwards, mass transfer begins and for
some neutron star models, this marks the end of the quasi-circular orbits, while for others, with
bigger polytropic indices there may still be circular orbits while mass transfer is happening[27].
Additionally, the calculations as a whole lack very important aspects, like general relativity and
damping effects which become more and more important as we close in on the merger. Even so,
we choose to move as close as possible and include every w(r) relation in the next plots to see their
differences:

i %1078 Plot of the different w?(r)
7w%
.
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c/‘\l_\
g
=
S
i
3 | | | | | | | |
36 38 40 42 44 46 48 50 52
r(km)
Figure 5: Plot of the different w?(r) for separations after the inspiral phase, where the black line
is the ”-” solution of 57, the red is the ”4” solution, Flanagan-Hinderer’s in blue and Kepler’s in
green.
The ”-” solution still shows an irregular behavior, while the other three show almost no differ-

ence in bigger separations. However a visible difference appears the closer we get to {=1000Hz (or
w? =11-107%km~2) where the terms (1 — 4z2) ~ 0, i.e. close to resonance .
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Plot of the different w?(r)
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Figure 6: Plot of the different w?(r) for separations close to resonance, where the black line is the
77 solution of 57, the red is the ”+” solution, Flanagan-Hinderer’s in blue and Kepler’s in green.

Even though the wy), uses a hypothesis that isn’t true in this phase of the binary motion, it
performs really well even this close to resonance. The ”+” solution (w;) being the exact version
of wyy, only differs considerably, as we approach resonance and the latter ultimately "fails” at
r = 36.5 — 37Tkm. The ”-” solution is invalid and disregarded for separations larger than roughly
36.25km. The next question is what happens in even smaller separations with an ultimate limit
of 30km (where the two R = 15km neutron stars’s surfaces touch) but all the solutions behavior
is odd, as D becomes negative. Thus, we will stop at the last separation in which D is positive
which is calculated to be around r = 36.2683km.
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6 Results

Having a better understanding of the w(r) relations and having locked every other parameter we
can now draw the polynomial in 56 and search for €2 and potential instabilities. We begin by
plotting for a separation much larger than 53.5km were the end of the inspiral phase is (equivalent
separation of f = 500Hz).

%1071 Plot of Det(Q2?)

14

12+ —

Det(Q?)
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02 /w?

Figure 7: A full plot of the polynomial 56 for r = 120km, were all 4 of it’s roots are visible for all
3 relations discussed.

In this plot for r = 120km all three relations behave incredibly similar, but that’s to be expected
as all relations behave like Kepler’s for large separations. We can clearly see all 4 roots, however
the latter three are not realistic, as for large separations the bulge should face the companion even
with a small angle[13], so we focus on the one near 0.
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Figure 8: A plot of the polynomial 56 for » = 120km, were only the first of it’s roots is visible for
all 3 relations discussed.
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The polynomial behaves like a straight line near 0, with a clear solution for w = € which
means that the oscillations share the same frequency with the motion which also matches with the
argument that the bulge faces the companion. For a big enough separation like this we can ignore
most of the terms and simplify the matrix.

—0% +30% - 2 0 0 0
0 (—0% + w?) 0 0 £g
0 0 (=02 + w2 — 4w?) —4wiQ (58)
0 0 4wif) (—Q% + w? — 4w?)

We can simplify even further using Kepler’s relation which is very accurate for big separations as

showcased in Figure 4.

0 0 0 0
[0 (—w?+w?) 0 0
= 0 0 (w2 — 5w?) —4w?i (59)
0 0 4w?i (w2 — 5w?)

We now see clearly why w = € is a solution, as it makes the first term of the matrix equal to zero.

6.1 Results for a BNS

We will additionally plot the polynomial focused around 0 so that we can observe the w = € root,
using all three of the relations discussed for different separations ranging from r = 53km close
to were the end of the inspiral phase is all the way to r = 37km close to the smallest achievable
separation in this setting.
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(b) For r = 43km
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(d) For r = 37km

Figure 9: Plots of the Polynomial 56 for different separations focused on it’s first root.

As the separation decreases the roots start to move to the left for all 3 relations. For r = 53km
the first root lies close to 1 and the straight line behavior begins to fade. The first root gradually
moves as we decrease the separation reaching 92 /w? = 0.2 for r = 37km. This shift in ) translates
into an unlocked oscillation, where the bulges don’t phase each other, and the radial oscillations
do not match the frequency of the motion. This particular set of parameters, does not seem to
contain any instabilities, even when we get this close to the merger ignoring the fact that the
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circular orbits have already stopped and ignoring relativistic and damping effects.
To check out if the other models also contain no instabilities, we will go back to the matrix and
express () as a fraction of w, ) = aw. Thus, the matrix becomes:

2,2 2 2M _ mo m nl] 36 9ma 9mo
a‘w® + 3w 3 ) [Q +Q ] 5 2ur?t 2urt 0

Mol pw
s (—o?w? +wp) 0 0

3 m2A1,n (Bwy +4w”) 202 2 42 A2

R ey 0 (—ofw? + wi — 4w?) diaw
CAi,2On .
—diow Q7 0 diow? (—a?w? + w? — 4w?)

(60)

We will test 5 different Equations of State Models in total, to see if this shifting behavior appears
in each of them . Each model’s name and parameters, including the frequency of oscillations we
expect to see in each, are the same ones we introduced in 2.6. The additional information for the
induced oscillations are given in the following table[25]:

Model

—

R, (km) v vy (Hz) vy (Hz)
A 4 31.8 0.255 567 2260
3 29.0 0.267 651 1953
2 26.0 0.282 767 1534
B 3 22.9 0.300 626 1879
2 21.0 0.313 711 1422
C 3 21.2 0.312 702 2105
2 18.9 0.331 835 1671
D 3 15.5 0.365 1119 3358
2 14.1 0.383 1296 2593
E 3 13.5 0.391 1379 4138

Figure 10: Excited stellar modes and their frequency for a neutron star-point mass binary (mode
l,separation of excitation Ry, velocity u, frequency of rotation vy, and oscillation frequency vy ) for
different Equations of State[25].

From the first table (in figure 3) we will extract the parameters (n,M,r) for two identical
neutron stars. From the second table we will ignore higher modes (I > 3) and take the frequencies
of the excited oscillations for [ = 2. For the model E that doesn’t have [ = 2 we choose to check
for f, = 3600H z. Using the program we used for Figure 9 we will find the parameter a in 2 = aw
of the first root, for the smallest achievable radius rs (i.e. before the discriminant D becomes
negative or if the two companion stars touch r < 2R). We will then begin to lower the frequency
of the oscillations with a lower limit of f,, = 1000Hz and observe how the root moves and thus
how « changes. There are some combinations of these parameters for which the root disappears
entirely, thus the r; will be increased slightly until the root appears. If no instabilities appear this
close to resonance, it will be clear that we cannot expect instabilities in the inspiral phase.

The resulting « for every model and the rg it was calculated at are listed in the tables 2 & 3.
We observe a similar shift of the first root towards 0 in all models, but no matter how much we
reduced the frequency of the oscillations (for example in model E) the root never became negative,
thus we still do not observe any instabilities.

The results from this analysis show, that even while ignoring the ISCO, relativistic and damping
effects (from gravitational waves etc.) and reducing the induced oscillation’s frequencies, perhaps
beyond their realistic limits there is still no instability(Q2? < 0). We only observe a shift in
the frequency of the small oscillations (22), but it persistently stays positive and seems to be
asymptotically moving towards 0.
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Model  f,(Hz) rs(km) a®

1500H z 30.6 1.00
1400Hz  29.0  0.73
1300H =z 29.0 0.43
1200H =z 28.6 0.44
1100H = 29.9 0.36
1000H =z 31.6 0.22
1400Hz  36.3  1.00
1300Hz 385  0.98
1200H =z 33.2 0.54
1100H =z 34.6 0.43
1000Hz  36.3  0.33
1700H z 31.8 1.36
1600H =z 30.5 1.10
1500H = 31.0 0.72
1400H z 31.0 0.45
1300Hz 309  0.51
1200H =z 32.2 0.45
1100H =z 33.8 0.27
1000H =z 35.7 0.18

oNoNoNoNONONON@]lvelveliveliveiivv] =g gie-gie-Jie g

Table 2: a? for different f,, for the smallest possible separation 7, for models A,B and C.

Model  f,(Hz) rs(km) a®

2600H z 20.9 2.53
2400H z 21.3 1.99
2200H z 22.0 1.54
2000H z 23.1 1.06
1800H =z 244 0.82
1600H z 26.1 0.45
1400H = 28.3 0.26
1200H =z 31.0 0.14
1000H =z 34.7 0.07
4200H z 19.0 5.95
3800H 2z 19.0 6.09
3400H z 20.0 5.42
3000H z 19.0 2.26
2600H = 19.2 2.28
2200H = 21.1 0.88
1800H = 23.8 0.38
1400H = 27.7 0.14
1000H =z 34.3 0.03

slcloliciciciclclicivivivivivivivivlv)

Table 3: «? for different f,, for the smallest possible separation r, for models D and E.

6.2 Results for a Neutron Star-Point Mass binary

We will now change the configuration slightly. Instead of having a binary consisting of two identical
neutron stars, we will consider a binary consisting of a neutron star and a point mass. This allows
us to get even closer than before and matches better with the work from which the 5 models and
their tidally induced oscillation’s frequencies originated [25]. If we consider identical masses, as we
did up to this point, nothing really changes in the calculations, except for the theoretical limit of
the innermost stable circular orbit, which is now the relativistic r;sco = 6M = 12.6km.

Allowing the separation to take such small values, reveals an interesting new area of separations
for which D becomes positive again. To demonstrate this we are going to use Model A’s parameters
(m1 =mge = m, R,n,w,) and display the w(r) relations once again.
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Plot of the different w?(r)
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Figure 11: Plot of the different w?(r) for model A , where the black line is the ”-” solution of 57,
the red is the "+” solution, Flanagan-Hinderer’s in blue and Kepler’s in green. We also display
the horizontal lines r=R and r=2R where R is the neutron star’s radius, to visualize how close we
let the two objects get.

”_»

We may have disregarded the relation in the previous analysis, but that was true only for
the right side of this plot. On the left side, the ”-” solution seems more realistic than the ”+”
solution as it converges with both Flanagan-Hinderer’s and Kepler’s.

Having found no instabilities on the right side of the plot, we wish to check if this new left sector
contains any. We pick 5 points, i.e. 5 couples of r,w for which we will plot the Det(Q?) once again.
This points include: (i) Point A(r1y,w1s) in the "+ solution but for a relatively higher separa-
tion (this checks that the ”far away” solution is still for a? = 1), (ii)point B(ry,w;) in the ”+”
solution but for a separation close to the last achievable on the right side, (iii)point C(7 ¢, wyp) in
Flanagan-Hinderer’s relation for the exact same separation as point B (for comparison), (iv)point
D(ry;,wq;) in the 74+ solution for a separation close to the largest achievable on the left side and
(v)point E(rg;,ws;) in the ”-” solution for the same separation with point D.
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Figure 12: A plot of the polynomial 56 for model A, focused around 0, for points A,B & C on the
left and D & E on the right.
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The left plot shows us once again, that no instabilities are present in the right sector of the w(r)
plots, however on the left side ,the ”+” solution D(rq;,wy;) has a negative root, i.e. it is unstable.
The ”-” solution E(rg;,wq;) is again stable, and it’s first root is not visible on the plot (a? > 2).
We follow the same steps for every model and the resulting plots are given below:

Plot of the different w?(r)
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Figure 13: Plot of the different w?(r) for model B, where the black line is the ”-” solution of 57,
the red is the ”+” solution, Flanagan-Hinderer’s in blue and Kepler’s in green. .
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Figure 14: A plot of the polynomial 56 for model B, focused around 0, for points A,B & C on the
left and D & E on the right.
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Plot of the different w?(r)
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Figure 15: Plot of the different w?(r) for model C, where the black line is the ”-” solution of 57,
the red is the ”4” solution, Flanagan-Hinderer’s in blue and Kepler’s in green. .
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Figure 16: A plot of the polynomial 56 for model C, focused around 0, for points A,B & C on the
left and D & E on the right.
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Plot of the different w?(r)
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Figure 17: Plot of the different w?(r) for model D, where the black line is the ”-” solution of 57,
the red is the ”+” solution, Flanagan-Hinderer’s in blue and Kepler’s in green. .
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Figure 18: A plot of the polynomial 56 for model D, focused around 0, for points A,B & C on the
left and D & E on the right.
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Plot of the different w?(r)
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Figure 19: Plot of the different w?(r) for model E, where the black line is the ”-” solution of 57,
the red is the ”+” solution, Flanagan-Hinderer’s in blue and Kepler’s in green. .
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Figure 20: A plot of the polynomial 56 for model E, focused around 0, for points A,B & C on the
left and D & E on the right.

Most models repeat the same pattern with model Ai.e. an unstable point D (or close to in-
stability for models B and C) in the left side w; and a stable point E in the left side of we. Model
E’s instability is found in a separation smaller than r < 6 M = 12.6km. These instabilities, even
though they appeared, they might as well be unrealistic if w; must be disregarded for the left sector
just as wo was disregarded in the right one. Of course, the same limitations of not using general
relativity and dissipation terms still apply.

We will now repeat the process for smaller love numbers, from the erratum of [15]. For the
models B and D we have the exact love numbers and we will use those, but for the rest, we do not
have an exact ko from the tables, as a result we will use the differences we calculated (see appendix
A) to predict how much smaller the real ks should be, compared to the fitted one. For simplicity,
the tidal love numbers we are going to use for each model is listed below, along with the Det(Q?)

plots for each one.
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Model | k2 % Of the fitted
A* 0,0603 | 50

B 0,0776

CF 0,0482 | 40

D 0,0253

E* 0,0241 | 20

Table 4: List of the smaller tidal love numbers we are going to use. Models with a * indicate that
their values are an expected % of what the fitted value is based on the Appendix A’s difference

percentages of the respective M /R ratios.
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Figure 21: A plot of the polynomial 56 for model A, for ks = 50% of the fitted, focused around 0,

for points A,B & C on the left and D & E on the right.
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Figure 22: A plot of the polynomial 56 for model A for ko = 40% of the fitted (just for comparison),
focused around 0, for points A,B & C on the left and D & E on the right.
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Figure 23: A plot of the polynomial 56 for model B, for ks = 0.0776, focused around 0, for points
A B & C on the left and D & E on the right.
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Figure 24: A plot of the polynomial 56 for model C, for ko = 40% of the fitted, focused around 0,
for points A,B & C on the left and D & E on the right.
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Figure 25: A plot of the polynomial 56 for model D, for ko = 0.0253, focused around 0, for points
A B & C on the left and D & E on the right.
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Figure 26: A plot of the polynomial 56 for model E, for ks = 20% of the fitted, focused around 0,
for points A,B & C on the left and D & E on the right.

Again, the right side points A,B and C do not show any instabilities. However, it is clear that
for the smaller values of the tidal love numbers, the left side’s points D and E are both unstable for
all models except model A, which can still be unstable for a slightly smaller love number (ko = 40%
of the fitted, as seen in figure 22). Even though we found some instabilities, these exist in absurdly
small separations, where the ignored effects, not only shouldn’t be ignored, but they are the main
driving factors of the binary’s evolution.
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6.3 Combining everything: The case of Model D

We will now combine what we did for model D in 6.2, but we will also lower the frequency like we
did in 6.1, as a last attempt to find instabilities for BNSs that happen before the system reaches
the ISCO. We will take all the parameters from 3 for model D, set f,, = 1000Hz and use the
exact ke = 0.0253 from [15]. For these parameters the ISCO should be around f = 750H z or even
higher [27] let’s assume the quasi-circular orbits could get to f = 1000H z (w? = 1.1-10~%), before
stopping. The resulting plots are:

Plot of the different w?(r)
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Figure 27: Plot of the different w?(r) for model D, for ks = 0.0253 and f,, = 1000H z, where the
black line is the ”-” solution of 57, the red is the "+ solution, Flanagan-Hinderer’s in blue and
Kepler’s in green. .
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Figure 28: A plot of the polynomial 56 for model D, for ks = 0.0253 and f,, = 1000H z, focused
around 0, for points A,B & C on the left and D & E on the right.

Once again, points A;B & C do not show any instabilities. Points D & E on the other hand
are both unstable. However even with all these assumptions, this instability is quite meaningless,
as the moment it appears, we reach ISCO (if we haven’t passed it already) and the circular orbits

stop.

44

—



7 Conclusion

In this work, we checked if tidally induced instabilities can appear during the inspiral phase of
a binary neutron star’s evolution. We assumed small perturbations on the quasi-circular orbits
for a binary of two identical neutron stars. Damping effects from gravitational waves or viscosity,
along with general relativity corrections were ignored in the inspiral phase. The equation of state
models along with the single, assumed, oscillating node’s frequency were taken from a similar work
[25]. Of the 5 models checked, (figures 3 & 10), for different w(r) relations (w1, ws,wyn,ws), no
instability was found in the inspiral phase and we were only able to reinforce the assumption that
the bulge faces the companion star[13], as the angle’s oscillations for larger frequencies had the
same frequency with the motion (a? = 1 for large separations). We even checked after the inspi-
ral phase, continuing to ignore damping and relativistic effects, which are non-negligible in this
phase of the evolution , in an attempt to find instabilities closer to the resonance (where the terms
(1 — 422) ~ 0). However, no instability was found, no matter how close we got to resonance. The
perturbation’s frequency (£22) closed in on 0 , without ever becoming negative (see tables 2 & 3).
This was a shared behaviour among all 5 models and for substantially lowered oscillating shell’s
frequencies (wy,), down to a minimum of f,, = 1000H z.

We then replaced the BNS with a Neutron Star-Point Mass binary and searched for instabili-
ties in every possible separation, again ignoring damping and relativistic effects. In this setting a
new sector appeared in the w(r) plots, that didn’t appear thus far, as it was in separations smaller
than 2R (where the BNS companion’s surfaces touch). In this new sector, instabilities did appear,
but only for an w(r) relation that we think should be considered unrealistic (w; on the left sector in
figure 11), as it’s behaviour is odd and doesn’t agree with Kepler’s and Flanagan-Hinderer’s when
the tidal deformability (X) is reduced (see 27). Due to an erratum for [15], we repeated this whole
process with new love numbers that were substantially smaller (see table 4). Specifically we took
the available love numbers from Hinderer’s corrected tables for n = 1.0 and attempted to predict
how much smaller would a realistic k2 be compared to the fitted one (see Appendix A). Using
these love numbers and for realistic oscillation frequencies for all models, we found instabilities
for models B,C,D for both w; & ws relations on the left sector of the figures. Model E, was also
unstable but for a separation smaller than the relativistic ISCO (r < 6M = 12.6km).

Lastly we attempted to combine the latter two, to search for instabilities that could perhaps
arise, before the ISCO for a BNS. Model D was chosen as the best candidate. With M/R = 0.21
(Figure 3), ko = 0.0253[15] and for a substantially lowered tidally induced oscillation’s frequency
(frn. = 1000H z), the same instabilities appeared on the left side for both wy & wy. However, even
if we assume that the system could still be orbiting quasi-circularly in frequencies this close to
resonance (f = 1000Hz), the instability happens at the same time we reach the ISCO and the
system stops orbiting quasi-circularly. In other words, we found that even in these unrealistic
conditions, elliptical orbits can appear, but this happens exactly when orbits stop being circular
anyway.
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A The love numbers for different polytropic NS models

n | M/R | ko (erratum) | ko (fitted) | diff (%) | ko (pre erratum) | ko (fitted) | diff (%)
0.3 0,10 | 0,2940 0,6392 5400 | 05401 0,6392 15,50
0,3 | 0,15 | 0,2010 0,6384 68,51 0,5691 0,6384 10,85
0,3 | 0,20 0,1190 0,6378 81,34 0,6146 0,6378 3,64
0,3 | 0,25 0,6374 0,6374

05 ] 0,10 | 0,2300 0,4439 4819 | 0,4260 0,4439 104
0,5 | 0,15 | 0,1580 0,4434 64,37 0,4349 0,4434 1,92
0,5 10,20 |0,0950 0,4430 78,56 | 0,4489 0,4430 1.33
0,51 0,25 | 0,0569 0,4427 87,15 0,4589 0,4427 -3,65
0,7 10,10 |0,1779 0,3322 16,45 | 03373 0,3322 1,53
070,15 | 01171 0,33183 6471 | 0,3369 033183 153
0,7 1 0,20 | 0,0721 0,3315 78,25 0,3363 0,3315 -1,44
0,7 0,25 | 0,0420 0,3313 87.32 | 03267 0,3313 1,39
1,0 | 0,10 | 0,1220 0,2266 46,15 0,2405 0,2266 -6,15
1,0 | 0,15 0,0776 0,2263 65,71 0,2363 0,2263 -4,43
1,0 | 0,20 | 0,0459 0,2261 79,70 0,2282 0,2261 -0,93
1,0 | 0,25 0,0253 0,2259 88,81 0,2081 0,2259 7,89
1,2 1 0,10 | 0,0931 0,1772 47,45 0,1936 0,1772 -9,27
12 (0,15 | 0,057 0,1770 67.39 | 0,1900 0,1770 737
1,2 1 0,20 | 0,0327 0,1768 81,50 0,1811 0,1768 -2,43
12025 0,1767 0,1767

1,5 | 0,10 0,1206 0,1206

150,15 0,1205 0,1205

1,5 | 0,20 0,1204 0,1204

15 10,25 0,1203 0,1203

Table 5: Tidal love numbers (kg) from [15],before and after the erratum and their differences (%)
from the fitting formula.

B The codes

We will now list the MATLAB codes used for the plots and calculations.

B.1 The main code

This the final version of the code we used for all the plots.

clc;
clear all;
close all;
%Mass
ml=0.675x%2.1;
m2=0.675%2.1;
m=m2;
MeEml+m2;
mu=m1*m2/M;
npoly=1.5; %Polytropic index
R=14.07; %Radius
k2=0.5%3/2% (—0.41+ (0.56/ (npoly"0.33)))* (ml/R)" (—0.003); %tidal love number
%k2=2/3%0.0253; %declare a specific k2
1=2/3+«R"5xk2; %tidal deformability
n=3.6x0.021; %oscillation frequency
NN=1000;
xi=linspace (—0.3,+1,NN); %adjust the plot wvalues
per=6:%
split=1;%1 if you want to draw separate diagrams for wll,w2l and 0 if you
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% don’t
%print —depsc EOmegaofr. eps
%print —depsc EDet. eps

drawomegaofr=1; %don’t change this i broke it
rc=linspace (10,40 ,NN); Z%adjust the radius plot wvalues

ii=1;
iii=1;
i4=1;

if drawomegaofr==1

Diakc=16xmu”2.xrc.” 16.*n"4+256xM 2xmu”2.xrc.  10+128+«mu"2«M.xrc. 13.%n"2
+36%36xm2" 4% 1" 24+8x36xmuxm2” 2% 1xn"2.xrc.” 84+32+%36xMsxmuxm2” 2«1 .xrc.” 5 .
—64xmu.* (9xm2°2x1sn"2.xrc. 8+4xMsxmuxn 2. xrc.”134+27+m2 2% 1*xn"2.xrc. 8);

Diaktsek=Diakc; %this is for checking D
for i=1:NN-1 %finds the parts where D is negative and remowves them from the plot
if Diake (i)xDiake (i+1)<0
if Diake (i)>0
ii=i;
rle=rc (1:ii);
for iii=ii:NN-1
if Diake (iii)xDiake (iii+1)<0
i4=iii+2;
r2c=rc (i4:end);
rc=cat (2,rlc ,NaN,r2c);
end

end
else
ii=i+1;
for iii=ii:NN-1
if Diake (iii)xDiake (iii+1)<0

4=iii;
re=rc (ii:i4d);
end
end
if i4==
rc=rc (ii:end);
end
end
end
if ii==1
rc=rc (ii:end);
end

end
Diakc=16¥mu”2.*rc. 16.*n"44256+M" 2xmu”2.*rc. 104128 *mu”2+M.xrc. 13.%xn"2
+36%36+m2”" 4% 1 "2+ 8%36xmusm2” 2 lxn " 2.xrc. 8+ 32x36xMsmuxm2”2x] .xrc.” 5 .
—64smu.* (9+m2°2x1*n" 2. xrc.” 8+4xMsmukn " 2.xrc. 13+27*m2 2% 1*n"2.xrc." 8);
root=sqrt (Diakc);

wle= (—4smu.*rc.” 8.x*n"2—16sMsmu.*rc.”5—36+m2" 2% 1+root )./ (—32%mu.xrc.”8);
w2c= (—4smu.*rc.” 8.x*n"2—16sMsmu.xrc."5—-36+m2"2x1—root )./ (—32%mu.xrc.”8);

wke=M.xrc.” (—3);
ac= (1—4.x (sqrt (wlc)/n)."2);

wtfl=linspace (min (wlc), (100—per)/100% (n"2/4),NN/2);
wtf2=linspace ( ( ( (1004+per)/100)* (n"2/4)),1.4xmax (wlc) ,NN/2);
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wtf=[wtfl NaN, wtf2 ] ;
atf= (1—4.x (wtf./ (n"2)));
rfM (1/3).xsqrt (wtf).” (—2/3)+3/4x1x (1+3./atf) «M (—4/3).xsqrt (wtf).” (8/3);

%set the 5 different r’s,omega’s

rl=r2c (45); % first common for omega_1
Diakl1=16+mu"2.%rl." 16.%xn"44+256+M" 2xmu”2.%r1. 10+128+mu"2+M.*xr1."13.%n"2
4+36%36xm2" 4% 1 "2+8+«36xmuxm2” 2% 1+«n"2.xr1. " 8+32+%36x«Msmuxm2 2% 1.xrl." 5 ...

—64xmu.* (9xm2°2%1*n"2.xrl. " 8+4xMsmuxn 2. %1r1. " 134+27+m2 2% 1*n"2.xr1."8);
rootl=sqrt (Diakl);

wl=sqrt ( (—4xmu.*rl.”8.%n"2—16+«Msmu.+rl."5—-36*m2"2%14+rootl)./ (—32%mu.xrl."8));

rlf=r1+5; % far for omega_1
Diak1f=16+mu”2.%r1f. 16.+n"4+4256+«M 2+mu"2.xr1f. " 10+128«mu"2«M.xr1f. " 13.xn"2
+36%36+m2° 4% 1 "248+36xmuxm2” 2% l«n " 2. % r1f. "8+ 32+36xMxmuxm2”2%1 .%xr1f."5

—64xmu.x  (9*xm2 2% 1xn"2.xr1f."8+4xMsmuxn " 2.xr1f.7134+27+m2 2% l«n"2.xr1f."8);
rootlf=sqrt (Diaklf);

wlf=sqrt ( (—4xmu.xrlf. " 8.%n"2—16«Msmu.*r1f."5—36*xm2"2x14rootlf)./ (—32*«mu.xrlf."8));

%Find the right wfhl for that rl with a questionable surely optimizable
Yway

wt=linspace (0.001,0.03,100%NN);

at= (1—4.x (wt./n)."2);

rt=M (1/3).%wt.” (—2/3)+43/4x%1.% (14+3./at) «M" (—4/3).xwt.” (8/3);
t=linspace (1,1,100%NN);

t=rlxt;

tt=abs (rt—t);

wtt=min (tt);

it=find (tt=wtt,1);

wihl=wt (it );

%calculating it with flanagan/hinderer

afhl= (1—4x (wfhl/n)"2);

%Calculate r

rfh1=M" (1/3)*wfhl” (—2/3)+3/4*x1x (1+3/afhl)«M" (—4/3)xwfh1" (8/3);

%left part of plot
i2l=length (rlc)—10;

rll=rle (i21); %left part for omega-1
Diak1l=16+mu"2.%r1l. " 16.%n"4+4+256+«M" 2+mu"2.%xr11."10+128«mu"2«M.xr11."13.xn"2
+36%36+m2° 4% 1 "248+36xmuxm2” 2% [ «n"2.%xr11."84+32+36xMxmuxm2”2x1.xr1l1."5

—64xmu.x  (9*xm2 2% 1xn"2.xr11."8+4xMsmuxn " 2.xr1]1.713427+m2 2% 1+«n"2.xr11."8);
rootll=sqrt (Diakll);

wll=sqrt ( (—4xmu.xr1l."8.%n"2—16«M+mu.+r1l."5—36*m2"2x14ro00t11)./ (—32*%mu.*xrll."8));

r2l=r1l; %left part for omega_2
Diak2]l=16+mu”2.+r21.716.%n"4+4+256+«M 2+mu" 2. r2]1."10+128*mu"2+M.*xr2]1 .7 13.xn"2
+36+36+m2°4%1"248+36 musm2” 2% 1xn"2.%1r2]." 843236 Msmuxm2” 2«1 .%xr21."5

—64xmu.x  (9*xm2 2% 1xn"2.xr2]."8+4xMsmuxn " 2.xr2]1.7134+27+m2 2% lxn"2.xr21 .7 8);
root2l=sqrt (Diak2l);

w2l=sqrt ( (—4smu.*r2l."8.*n"2—16«M+mu.*r21."5—-36+xm2"2+x1—-ro00t21)./ (—32+mu.*xr21."8));

figure (1);

hold on;

plot (r1f ,wlf"2%10°4, ’rx’, LineWidth’,3, 'HandleVisibility’, ’off’);

text (1.01xrlf,1.2xwlf"2x10°4, *$A-(r_{f1},w_{f1})$’ ,’Interpreter’,’latex’,
"FontSize’, 30);

plot (rl,wl1"2%10°4, ’'rx’,’LineWidth’,3, 'HandleVisibility’, ’off’);

text (0.75%rl,0.8xwl"2x10°4, ’'$B-(r_{1},w_-{1})$’ ,’Interpreter’,’latex’,
"FontSize’, 30);

50



plot (rfhl  wfhl1°2%10°4, ’bx’,’LineWidth’,3, >HandleVisibility’, ’off’);

text (1.01xrfhl ,1.1%wfhl"2«10°4, *$C-(r_{fhl},w_{fh1})$’ ,’Interpreter’,’latex’,
"FontSize’, 30);

plot (r1l ,wll"2x10°4, ’rx’,’LineWidth’,3, "HandleVisibility ', ’off’);

text (0.65%r1]1,0.9%xw1l"2%1074, ’$D-(r_{11},w_{11})$’ ,’Interpreter’,’latex’,
"FontSize’, 30);

plot (r2l ,w21°2%10°4, ’black*’,’LineWidth’ 3, >HandleVisibility’, ’off’);

text (0.55%r2l,1%w21°2x10°4, "$SE-(r_{21},w_{21})$’ ,’Interpreter’,’latex’,
"FontSize’, 30);

plot (rc,wlecx10°4, ’r’,’LineWidth’ 3);

plot (rc,w2c*x1074, ’black’,’LineWidth’ ,3);

plot (rc,wkcx10°4,’¢g’,’LineWidth’ ,3);

plot (rf,wtf«x10°4,’b’,’LineWidth’ ,3);

xline (2xR);

xline (R, ’LineWidth’  3);

title (’Plot-of-the-different-$\omega"2

xlabel (’$r-(km)$’, Interpreter’,’latex’

ylabel (’$\omega”2-(r)-(10"{—4} km{ 2})

legend (’$\omega_1"2%’,’$\omega"2_2$",’$
'r=2R’,’r=R’, ’Interpreter’ ’latex DE

fontsize (legend ,40,’points’)

)

r)$’ ,’Interpreter’,’latex’)

“(
)
$’, Interpreter’, ’latex )
\omega 2_k$’, $\omega 2 _{f$’

7

ax = gca;
ax.FontSize = 40;
end

y=Det (wl,rl ,m,mu,M,n,1 xi);
yl=y;%Det for rl1,wl

y=Det (wlf,r1f mymu,Mn,!, xi);
ylf=y;%Det for rif,wlf

y=Det (wfhl,rfhl m,mu,Mn, 1 6 xi);
yvthl=y;%Det for rfhl,wfhl

y=Det (wll,rll mmu,Mn,!, xi);
yll=y;%Det for ril,wll

y=Det (w2l,r2] mmu,Mn,l xi);
yv2l=y;%Det for r2l,w2l

if split==

%Draw the Dets separately:
figure (2);

tiledlayout (1,2)

nexttile

hold on;

semilogy (xi,yl, ’'red’,’LineWidth’  3);

semilogy (xi,ylf, ’Color’,[0.568627 0.192157 0.643137], LineWidth’ ,3);
semilogy (xi,yfhl, ’blue’,’LineWidth’ ,3);

xlabel (’$\Omega”2/\omega”2%’ 'Interpreter’,’latex’);

ylabel (’$Det-(\Omega“2)$’, Interpreter’,’latex’);
xline (0);
yline (0);
legend (’$\Omega_{1}$’,’$\Omega_{1f}$’,’$\Omega_{fh1}$’, Interpreter’,’latex’)
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fontsize (legend,40,’points’)
ax = gca;
ax.FontSize = 40;

nexttile

hold on;

semilogy (xi,yll, Color’,[0.431373 0.000000 0.007843], 'LineWidth’,3)
(

semilogy (xi,y2l, ’black’,’LineWidth’ , 3);

xlabel (’$\Omega”2/\omega”2%’  'Interpreter’,’latex’);
xline (0);

yline (0);

legend (’$\Omega_{11}$’,’$\Omega_{21}$’, Interpreter’, latex’)
fontsize (legend,40,’points’)

ax = gca;

ax.FontSize = 40;

else

%Draw the Det:

figure (2);

hold on;

plot (xi,yl, ’red’,’LineWidth’  3);

plot (xi,ylf, ’Color’,[0.568627 0.192157 0.643137], LineWidth’ ,3);
plot (xi,yfhl, ’blue’,’LineWidth’ ,3);

plot (xi,yll, Color’,[0.431373 0.000000 0.007843], LineWidth’,3)
plot (xi,y2l, ’black’,’LineWidth’ ,3);

title (’Plot-of-$Det-(\Omega~2)$’ , Interpreter’,’latex’);

xlabel (’$\Omega”2/\omega"2%’ ' Interpreter’,’latex’);

ylabel (’$Det-(\Omega"2)$’  ’Interpreter’,’latex’);

hold on;

xline (0);

yline (0);

legend (’'$\Omega_{1}$’, $\Omega_{11}$’,’$\Omega_{fh1}$’,’$\Omega_{11}$"’
,"$\Omega_{21}$’, 'Interpreter’,’latex’)

fontsize (legend,40,’points’)

ax = gca;
ax.FontSize = 40;
end

B.2 The function Det.m

This is the function Det.m that is used in the previous code:

function y=Det (w,r ,m,mu,M,n,l xi)

a= (1—4x (w/n)"2);

Wi=1;

W3=9xm"2+1/ (r " 8+mu)+27+m"2x1/ (r " 8xaxmu)+2+«M/r"3—3*xn"2—11%w"2;

W2=—81lsm«n"2/ (4xr 8xa*mu)—135xm"2x1xn"2/ (4*r 8+mu)—81+m " 2x1*n"2/ (a*r 8*mu)
—6Mxn"2/1r"34+3x«n"4—27xmxw 2/ (r " 8+axmu)—72+m"2xn"2x1/ (r"8mu)
—108xm”"2+n"2x1/ (r " 8xaxmu)—16+«Msw"2/1r"34+9%n" 2xw"2+40%w " 4;

WI=81smkn "4/ (2xr 8xaxmu)+81lxm 2xlxn"4/ (2xr 8+mu)+8l+m”"2x1xn"4/ (axr 8xmu)
+6:Mxn"4/1r"3—n"6—27xmkn"2+«w" 2/ (1" 8xaxmu)+54+xm” 2% lxn"2xw 2/ (1 8xmu)—
108*m” 2% 1*n"2+w"2/ (r " 8kasmu)—n 4w 2—108sxmsw 4/ (4*r 8xaxmu)
+1445xm" 2% 1xw"4/ (1" 8xmu)+432xm"2x1+w"4/ (r " 8xa*mu)+32«Mxw 4/1"3
—16%n"2xw" 4—48xw " 6;

WO=—81sm*n "6/ (4r 8xaxmu)—63+m"2x1*«n"6/ (4*r 8+mu)—27+m"2x1+n"6/ (axr " 8xmu)
—2Mkn "6 /1" 34+54smxn " 4dxw 2/ (axr 8+mu)+126+m”2x1xn"4xw 2/ (r " 8xmu)
+216+m" 2% 1*n 4w 2/ (axr 8+mu)+16+Msn"4sw"2/1r " 3+3+n" 6%xw"2
+108+mxn " 2xw 4/ (a*r " 8*mu)—252xm” 2% 1*n" 2xw 4/ (axr 8+mu)—32xMsn"2xw" 4/ "3
—24xw " 4*n"44+48+«n"2xw’" 6;

x=xi*w"2;

y=W4 X . % X .k X .ok XHW3. kX .k X .k X+W2., % X . x+HWI1L * x+WO;
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