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We present the first quantitative comparison of two indepahdeneral-relativistic hydrodynamics codes,
thewhisky code and thesACRA code. We compare the output of simulations starting fromstirae initial
data and carried out with the configuration (numerical megshgrid setup, resolution, gauges) which for each
code has been found to give consistent and sufficiently atewesults, in particular in terms of cleanness of
gravitational waveforms. We focus on the quantities thauthbe conserved during the evolution (rest mass,
total mass energy, and total angular momentum) and on thiagianal-wave amplitude and frequency. We find
that the results produced by the two codes agree at a redsdexadl, with variations in the different quantities
but always at better than about 10%.

PACS numbers: 04.25.D-, 04.30.Db, 04.70.Bw, 95.30.L6®@.2d

I. INTRODUCTION tant quantities not directly related to the gravitationave-
forms, but, while giving a first glimpse of the comparison
of the wave properties, we postpone to a future art [18],

YWhich may involve a larger number of codes, the detailed-anal
ysis of the usefulness of the computed waveforms for current
gravitational-wave detectors.

Given the absence of astrophysically relevant exact sol
tions in general relativity and the difficulty to compareuks
from numerical-relativity codes with empirical obsereeis
(orexperlments_), Itis necessary to find alt_ernatlve WayEsto We also restrict our attention to the modeling of a single
sess_the capacity of existing codes o faithfully dgscrltte t hysical system, the orbital inspiral of two neutron st&iSg)
Fohzﬁggl( ?ﬁ:ng%in%mﬁsrgsa{g errﬁ):nse?htgsstgtlgagé ailflirrotational configuration. This system is however one of
achieve suchva :elaisurin Iconfilﬁmz;\tion thg most Widegl usethe most promising candidates for early detection of gaavit

9 o y tﬁjonal radiation and it is seen as the most likely scenaad{e
are convergence tests and ChECkS. of thg V|0Iat|9ns Of.tmphying to the formation of a black hole surrounded by a massive
ical constraints imposed _by the Einstein equations, Inpart torus with properties suitable for being the engine powgrin
ular of the so-called Hamiltonian and momentum constraints

. . X . short-hard gamma-ray bursts [19].
dictated by the choice of the Arnowitt-Deser-Misner (ADM) We use a spacelike signatufe, -, +, +) and a system of
formalism as a basis for numerical simulations (see Eg$. (1Ounits in whichpc G = ?\/[ N ’1 (l’mliess explicitli; shown

. _ = = o =
ED]) _and,e.g, Refs. [L£B]). Another way to Increase the prpb otherwise for convenience). Greek indices are taken to run
ability of having computer COd?’S free from |mplementa§|on-from 0 to 3, Latin indices froml to 3, and we adopt the stan-
errors aqd un_affected by p(_)ssmly wrong and maybe h|q|de ard convention for the summation over repeated indices.
assumptions is the comparison of the results of codes inde-

pendently developed by separate individuals or groups.

Since 2005, the year of the breakthrough in numerical rel-  Il. MATHEMATICAL AND NUMERICAL SETUP
ativity [4-6] that made it possible to calculate the latepins
ral, merger, and ringdown of a black-hole binary system in  a|| the details on the mathematical and numerical setup
full general relativity, and to calculate the |jgravnautmraves used by the two codes have been discussed in depth in pre-
produced in the process, various works[[7-9] compared thgious works [2[ B[ 20]. In what follows, we limit ourselves to
gravitational waveforms computed in vacuum simulations bya prief overview, while spelling out the differences betwee
several codes. Their general conclusion is that the availab the two codes.
codes give consistent results (the difference among cades i The differences in the implementation of the Einstein and

smaller than the estimated error within each code) andteesulhygrodynamics equations betweshisky and SACRA are
that are good enough for being of use in the quest for thg mmarized in Tab@ I.

detection of gravitational waves through presently opegat
laser interferometers [10212] or planned detecfors [1B, 14

In the present work, with in mind the goals delineated A.  Evolution system for the fields
above, we perform and publish for the first time a comparison
between the results of two independent finite-differenceso We evolve the Einstein equations in the Baumgarte-
solving the general-relativistic hydrodynamics equatiand ~ Shapiro-Shibata-Nakamura (BSSN) formalisn [21—24].
the Einstein equations: thehisky code [15517] and the For thewhisky simulations, all the equations discussed
SACRA code [3]. We include in the comparison also impor- in this section and in the next are solved using e TIE
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TABLE I: Differences betweemhisky andSACRA in the schemes for the evolution of the spacetime and of tdedaynamics. See text for
definitions and further explanations.

Whisky SACRA
conformal factorp evolved evolvey = e ¢
primitive matter variables Py, E Py Uiy €
evolved matter variables D, S;, T D, S, E
reconstructed matter variables primitive variablesyp, v*, ¢ D,u; =S;/D, e
local Riemann solver Marquina flux formula central scheme (Kurganov and Tadmar)
atmosphere treatment constant rest-mass density exponentially decreasing rest-mass density

code, a three-dimensional finite-differencing code based otion equations for the listed variables. They are:

the Cactus Computational Toolkit 1. A de-

tailled presentation of the code and of its convergence Prop-(9, — L) 7i; = —2aA,; , (4)

erties has been presented [in/[20]. For tests and details on

SACRA, see instead [3]. 1 .
. o (0y = Lg) ¢ = ——aK, or (O —Lg) x =;oxK, (5)

In the BSSN formalism, the spacetime is first decomposed 6 3
into three-dimensional spacelike slices, described by ta me

ric ;;, an extrinsic curvaturé;;, and the gauge functions (8, — L) Aij = e *[-DiDja + o(Ry; — 878i;)|TF
(lapse) ands® (shift) (see Se¢ B for details on how we treat - B,
gauges and [26] for a general description of 8he 1 split). + a(KAj; — 243 A7), (6)

The standard 3+1 formulation is then modified by introducing (9, — L5) K = —D'D;a
different variables as follows. The three-metyig is confor- 1
mally transformed via + a|Aj; AV + §K2 +47(prpu +S) |, (7)

Ot =51 0;008" + 3770;008" + F ;T — 170"

1 N _
¢ = Elndet%ﬂ'v Yig = ¢ 4%1‘]‘, 1) 200 i Tii =i 7k Fij
+ gl“ ;07 —2AY9;a + 2a(I j, A7 + 6AY D0

— SHIOK — 8n7S)), ®
and the conformal factap (in Whisky/CCATIE) or a func-
tion of it (x = e~2?, in SACRA) is evolved as an independent where R;; is the three-dimensional Ricci tens@; the co-
variable, while¥;; is subject to the constraintet 7;; = 1. variant derivative associated with the three metgic “TF”
The extrinsic curvature is subjected to the same conformahdicates the trace-free part of tensor objests; v/ S,;, and
transformation and its track is evolved as an independent p, . S;, andS;; are the matter source terms defined as
variable. That s, in place df’;; we evolve:

= nanﬁTo‘ﬁ,

Pabm
S = —’YmnﬁTaﬁv 9)
- . 1 =~ o~ OB
K =tr Kij = 'YZJKija Aij = 674¢(Kij - E’YUK), 81.7 - 7“!’7.7BT ’
2 : -
@) wheren, = (—«,0,0,0) is the future-pointing four-vector
orthonormal to the spacelike hypersurface &f’ is the
stress-energy tensor for a perfect flua. (Egs. [27)]. The
Einstein equations also lead to a set of physical constraint
equations that are satisfied within each spacelike slice,

with tr Aij = 0. Finally, new evolution variables

' =55, = =4, (3)
H=R® + K? - KK —167p,,,, =0,  (10)
M =D;(K9 —~49K) — 878" =0, (11)
are introduced, defined in terms of the Christoffel symbéls o

the conformal three-metric. which are usually referred to as Hamiltonian and momentum
constraints, respectively. He®®) = R,;+ is the Ricci
The Einstein equations specify a well-known set of evolu-scalar on a three-dimensional timeslice. Our specific &oic



of evolution variables introduces five additional constrsi SACRA the AH is located as reported in [3].
det¥;; =1, (12) For the results reported in the present work, both codes
tr Aij -0, (13) extract the grgvitationgl waves using the Newman—F_’enrose
S formalism, which provides a convenient representation for
I =37 T (14)  a number of radiation-related guantities as spin-weighted

. . _ calars. In particular, the curvature scalar
Our codes actively enforce the algebraic constraihis (12§ P

and [IB). Specifically, after every time evolution, we pario Uy = —Copsn®mPnrm? (22)

a reset as follows: . i .
is defined as a particular component of the Weyl curvature ten

Fij — [det(3i)] Y354, (15)  SO0rCagsys projected onto a given null fram{@, n, m, m} and
. ' ) 1 . can be identified with the gravitational radiation if a shle
Ay — [det (7)) V3 Ay — gﬁijTr(Aij), (16) frameis chosen at the extraction radius. In practice, waeefi

_ an orthonormal basis in the three-spéfzs@, {b), centered on
K — K+ Tr(4y). (17)  the Cartesian origin and oriented with poles alénghe nor-
mal to the slice defines a timelike vectirfrom which we

In SACRA, the additional resetting construct the null frame

e 2 — [det(5;;)] Y0 % (18) Lo Lo Lo
? l=—@{t—7), n=—{Ht+7r), m=—(0—-i¢).
| | | \/5( ) \/5( ) \/5( ?)
is performed. We note that in these adjustmentsand K;; (23)
are unchanged. We then calculatér, via a reformulation of[(22) in terms of

The remaining constraints{, M‘, and [I%), are not ac- ADM variables on the slicé [40]:
tively enforced and can be used as monitors of the accuracy i
of our numerical solution. See [27] for a more comprehensive Uy = Ciym'm?, (24)
discussion of these points. where

Cij = Rij — KKZ'J' + KikKkj — ieikllejk (25)

B. Gauges . o o
g ande; ;i is the Levi-Civita symbol. The gravitational-wave

olarization amplitudes . andhy are then related t&, by

We specify the gauge in terms of the standard ADM Iapscﬁme integrals/[41]:

function, o, and shift vector3* [2€]. We evolve the lapse ) )
according to the I + log” slicing condition [29]: hy —ihy = Uy, (26)

O — B10;a = —2aK. (19) Where the double overdot stands for the second-order time
} derivative. Caution should be taken when performing such
The shift is evolved using the hyperboli¢-driver condi- integrals[[42].

tion [27] For the extraction of the gravitational-wave signal, both
codes also implement an independent method, which is based
0,8 — ﬂjajﬂi _ §Bi ’ (20) on the measgrements of the nonspherical_%uge-invariantme
4 ric perturbations of a background spacetime [43]. The wave

OB — 1 9;B" = oI —p79,T" —nB*, (21) dataobtained in this way give results compatible with theson
obtained with the Newman-Penrose formalism and are not re-

wheren is a parameter which acts as a damping coefficientported here.

We set it to be constant ang 3/My,, where M, is the

baryon mass of one of the stars (for the simulations made with

Whisky in the present work, the results do not change appre- D. Evolution system for the matter

ciably if  is changed at least within a factdrof the above

value). The advection terms on the right-hand sides of these Both codes adoptfux-conservativéormulation of the hy-

equations have been suggested in [30-32]. drodynamics equations [44-146], in which the set of conserva
tion equations for the stress-energy ternsét = phutu” +

pg"? and for the matter current densify* = pu* (see below
C. Apparent horizons and gravitational waves for definitions), namely

After the merger, the apparent horizon (AH) formed during vV, T" =0, V,J"=0, (27)
the simulation is located every few timesteps during theg wyritten in a hyperbolic, first-order, flux-conservativerh
evolution. Inwhisky this computation is performed both ¢ ipe type
with the AHFinderDirect code of , and in the ‘
isolated and dynamical-horizon frameworks|[35-39]. In g+ 8,9 (q) = s(q) , (28)



4

wheref(® (q) ands(q) are the flux vectors and source terms, evolution is computed ar®, S;, andr = E — D. SACRA

respectively[[47]. Note that the right-hand side (the seurc adopts as evolution variablé3, S;, andE. Furthermore, the

terms) does not depend on derivatives of the stress-eramgy t PPM reconstruction is performed ISACRA on the variables

sor. Furthermore, while the system{28) is not strictly hype p, 4; = S;/D, ande, while whisky reconstructs the primi-

bolic, strong hyperbolicity is recovered in a flat spacetime tive variables, v?, ande.

wheres(q) = 0. Other differences are present in the conversion from the
The primitive hydrodynamical variables are the rest-massevolved conservative variables back to the primitive Jalgs,

densityp, the specific internal energymeasured in the rest- which are used to calculate the fluxes and the source terms of

frame of the fluid, and the fluid three-velocity (defined asthe equations. Such a conversion cannot be given in an ana-

vt = u'/W + B¢/« (contravariant components) ithisky lytical closed form (except in certain special circumses)c

and asu; (covariant components) iIBACRA, whereu is the Whisky implements the following procedure to do the

four-velocity measured by a local zero—angular-momentunconversion. One writes an equation for the pressure

observer; SACRA defines contravariant components of the

three-velocity ad’* = «*/u"). The Lorentz factor is defined p—p[p(a.p),e(a,p)] =0, (31)
as where p is the value of the pressure to be found and
- 0 _ i, \1/2 plp(q,p),e(q,p)] is the pressure as obtained through the EoS

W= au (1_+_7711;;u'7) in terms of the updated conserved variahjesnd ofp itself.

= (L= v'o?)" /" (29)  This is done by invertind(30) to expregsande in terms of

There is then an equation of state (EoS) relating pressse, r the conserved variables and of the pressure only:

mass density and internal-energy density. D

- - @ @ 2 _ Q2
Following [45], in order to write systeni (27) in the form b= Tip+D V(r+p+D)? -5, (32)
of system[(2B), the primitive variables are mapped to a set of
conservediariablesq = (D, S;, E) via the relations e = D! {\/(T Tp+D)2—SZ—pW —D| , (33)
D = \/AWp= eSWp
S; = Dii; = \/iphWv; (30) Where
E = A (phW?—p)=7+D=Dg, Wo__TtptD (34)

V(T +p+ D)% - 52
whereh = 1+e+p/pis the specific enthalpyi;, = hu; isthe ) )
specific momentum, and = AW — p/(pW) is the specific is the Lorentz factor, expressed in terms of the conserved va

energy. ables, and

In this approach, all variableg are represented on the nu- §% = A1 5,8, . (35)
merical grid by cell-integral averages. The functions that !
variablesq represent are thereconstructedvithin each cell, Then [31) is solved numerically. Imwhisky we use a
usually by piecewise polynomials, in a way that preservedNewton-Raphson root finder, for which we need the deriva-
conservation of the variables [48]. This operation pro- tive of the function with respect to the dependent variaitée,
duces two values at each cell boundary, which are then usdtle pressure. This is given by
as initial data for the local Riemann problems, whose (ap-

proximate) solution gives the fluxes through the cell bound- i{p _ ﬁ[p(q,p)75(q’p)]}

aries. A method-of-lines approadh [48], which reduces the dp

partial differential equationg (28) to a set of ordinaryfelif _q op(p,e) dp  Op(p,e) Oe (36)

ential equations that can be evolved using standard numer- N dp Op de  Op’

ical methods, such as Runge-Kutta or the iterative Cranck-

Nicholson schemes [4B,150], is used to update the equatiofénere

inhtime (seel[15] for further details). Here, we employ the Op DS? (37)

4*h-order Runge-Kutta method (see below). o, 5 oo bR
Various reconstruction methods are implemented in op V(T +p+D) 25 (r+p+D)

Whisky andSACRA, but here we always use the piecewise Oe _ pS (38)

parabolic method (PPM)_[51]. Both codes implement the dop  plr+p+D)? =S} (t+p+ D)’

scheme of Kurganov-Tadmar [52] (wgﬁh is a variation of
the HLLE approximate Riemann solver [53]), buhisky ) ; -
gets better results employing the Marquina flux formula [54]pr(|e:s:;ecgo;.lhned E?r?vgizgnv?srlat:rics):r%"e%wirs1lrtrr11%|yf.ollowin

(see[15[_16] for a more detailed discussion). A comparison ’ P 9

> o ) )
among different numerical methods in binary-evolutionway' Fro_m the normalization relatiort's,, = ~1' W is ex
simulations was reported il [|ﬂ55] pressed in terms df and of the evolved values af(= S; /D)

and~¥:

and wheredp/0p anddp/Oe are given by the EoS. Once the

There are differences betwe®hisky andSACRA in sev- Uy
. . . . W2 _ 1 Y (] 39
eral implementation choices. Whisky, the variables whose =1+ e (39)
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For the EoSs chosen in the present waikis regarded as For both codes, with such a choice of parameters, the rest
a function of W for the evolved values oD, ¢, and¢ be-  mass of the atmosphere is at least a fattor® smaller than
cause of the relatiod = hW — peS? /D and of the fact that the rest mass of the NSs. Thus, spurious effects due to the
p is written as a function ofi, p(= De=%¢/W), andW as  presence of the atmosphere, such as accretion of the atmo-
p = p(h,p) = p(h,W). Substituting the resulting relation sphere onto the NSs and the black hole, the resulting drgggin
for h = K(W) into Eq. [39), we obtain a one-dimensional effect against orbital motion, gravitational effects, afigcts
algebraic equation foi¥ both for thel-law EoS and the on the formation and dynamics of the disk around the merged
piecewise-polytropic EoS (see SEC. D 2). We solve this deobject play a negligible role in the present context.

rived equation using the Newton-Raphson method, for which

we need to take a derivative of the equati®i’’) = 0 with

respect tdV. This is rather straightforward, and straightfor- 2. Equations of state
ward is also the determination of the variables:, and P,
once the equation fdi’ is solved. In this work we present results obtained with two EoSs:

a simple T-law” or “ideal-fluid” EoS and a piecewise-
polytropic EoS[[56]. For the ideal-fluid EoS, the pressure is
1. Treatment of the atmosphere given as

At least mathematically, the region outside our initial-ste p=(—1)pe, (41)

lar models is assumed to be perfect vacuum. IndEpendentWhereF is the adiabatic index. When using the ideal-fluid
of whether this represents a physically realistic desicnipdf EoS [@1), nonisentropic chanées can take place in the fluid
a compact star, the vacuum represents a singular limit of an nd. in p'articular shocks (which are always present in the
conservative scheme for hydrodynamical evolution and musi\er'gers and whi(;h may play important roles) are allowed to
be treated artificially. Both codes follow a standard apphoa transfer kinetic energy to internal energy. On the othedhan

in computational fluid-dynamics, that is the addition of a-te ' '

carefully chosen piecewise-polytropic EoS may mimic more

tuhoeuita?tmosphere filling the computational domain OUtSIdeclosely a realistic EoS. The parametrised EoS we consider

Of course, the density of the atmosphere should be as sm%iflnS'StS of wo polytropes interfacing at a density The

as possible, in order to avoid spurious effects. The ewiuti 0 Stl[%‘;' between the hydrodynamical quantities are=(
of the hydrodynamical equations in grid zones where the at-’

mosphere is present is the same as the one used in the bulk p = Kip, (42)
of the flow. When the rest-mass density in a grid zone falls K,
below the threshold set for the atmosphere, that grid zone is e = I4+a)p+ T 1pF1’ , (43)

not updated in time and the values of its rest-mass density,
internal-energy density, and velocity are set to those ef thwhereK; are the polytropic coefficients, ady are the poly-
atmosphere. tropic exponents in the different intervals of rest-magsssitg.

Both codes treat the atmosphere as a zero—coordinatEurthermore, the constants which guarantee continuity, are
velocity perfect fluid governed by a polytropic EoS with the

same adiabatic index used for the bulk matter, or, in cagdeeof t ap = 0, (44)
piecewise-polytropic EoS (see SECIID 2), the same ad@bat ~e(po) ) K1 p,_ 45
index as the one used in the outer parts of the' stdowever, R e (45)

the values of the rest-mass density assigned to the atmmesphe _ _
are different. In@hisky, the rest-mass density is set to be In our simulations we used the parameters of model B ¢ [57],

constant and several({ in the present simulations) orders of namely:

magnitude smaller than the initial maximum rest-mass dgnsi . 14 _3
Prmax [IZ] po = 1.630497500125504 x 10°* gem™~ (46)

In SACRA the rest-mass density is assigned as

0<p<po: To = 1.35692395,

) { Primo T STy (40) Ko = 0.35938266 x 10 cgs units,
Pamo€ T T >,
p>po: It = 3.0,

wherep,,. . = p,.. x 1072 is chosen.r, is a coordinate K; = 0.15982116 x 10~? cgs units,
radius of about0-20M,,,,, whereM,,,,, is the ADM mass a1 = 0.01088158737430845 .
of the system. In both codes, also the internal-energy tiensi

¢ is then recomputed fromaccording to the polytropic EoS. In the presence of shock heating, part of the kinetic en-
ergy is converted into thermal energy. To model this propert
the original piecewise-polytropic EoS is modified by adding
thermal contribution to the pressure

1 n this case, also the polytropic constdtitfor the atmosphere is chosen to
be the same as the one in the outer parts of the star. Py, = (Ttn — 1)p(e — ), 47



TABLE II: Differences in the implementation of the AMR SARCRA andwhisky. See text for definitions and further explanations.

Whisky SACRA

prolonged and restricted variables conserved variabled), S;, T D,u;(=Si/D), h
interpolation for the prolongation Lagrangian:™ order in space (reduced 18" order in
of the hydrodynamical variables ENO: 3™ order in space2™ order in time case of failure)2"? order in time

(reduced td** order at extrema)
buffer zones 12 6
overlapping same-level grids arg evolved as a single grid evolved independently (but using the average of the values

of the two grids at overlapping points) T

wherel'y;, is the adiabatic index for this correction anglis In SACRA both prolongation and restriction are carried out

given by Eq.[(4B). In the absence of shockss equal tos on D, u;(= S;/D), andh. Following [61], 6 buffer points

and thusP,, = 0. In the simulations of this workACRA has  are introduced. The quantities at the buffer zones are pro-

adoptedl’y;, = I'y while in whisky the thermal correction vided from the corresponding coarser domain by the follow-

was not applied;, = 0). As the figures of this work show, ing procedure. For space interpolatiéi;-order centered La-

at least in the inspiral phase the difference in the adopt&l E grangian interpolation in space is carried out using thelnea

does not have an influence. 6 points of the coarser grid. This is done both for spacetime
and hydrodynamics variables. For the latter, this inteafioh
scheme could fail, in particular in the vicinity of the suréeof

E. Adaptive Mesh Refinement the stars, wher® is small and varies steeply. The reason for

this possible failure is that the interpolation may give gare

' . h
There are similarities and differences in the implemeatati tive, and SO unphyS|_caI, value 81 orh — 1. If the 5 —ord:ar
L agrange interpolation producés < D, or h < 1, 1%'-

of the adaptive mesh refinement (AMR) in the two codes. In _ ) . S .
the following we spell them out in detail. order (i.e., Imt;ar) mterpolathn is ald(_)pted)mir_l is chosen

Both codes employ a vertex-centered Berger—Oligelr [58 o be D‘?“”‘/l(.) ! Where_Dmax is the initial maximum value
mesh-refinement scheme adopting nested grids véithlare- fD. Linear interpolation cannot be used n general for all
finement factor for successive grid levels. In the simutetio points b_eca_luse itis too dissipative. Asiinisky the in- .
made for the present work both codes used a set of coars&er”oo"’ﬂ.Ion 1S als_o done. whenever the first Runge-Kutta time
fixed grids and finer moving grids, centered around eactiegrationis being carried out. ] ]
star. Whisky makes use of thearpet mesh-refinement  For the update of the buffer zoneacra implements, in-
driver {59]. The higher-resolution moving grids are ceater Stéad, the following: i) For the inner three buffer pointstiag
around the local maximum in the rest-mass densioj each ~ duantities are evolved using tHé"-order finite-differencing
star. INSACRA, instead, the grids are centered around the |05Cheme. Since there is a sufficient number of buffer points to
cal maximum of the conserved variatle solve the evolution equations in the inner three buffer {0in

Both codes employ centerdtl-order finite-differencingin N0 interpolationis necessary; i) For the fourth buffemioall
space for evaluating spatial derivatives of the geometring the quantities are evolved gsm@*&-order finite-differencing
tities, except for the shift advection terms that are calmd ~ Scheéme with no interpolation, except for th%tranqur'g germ
with upwinding derivatives to improve accuracy. For thegim for the geometry such ﬁak%jkaor which 2"¢-order finite
integration, thel**-order Runge-Kutta scheme is adopted. Todifferencing is employed wher hads an unfavorable sign;
evolve quantities near the refinement boundaries of a refinelfj) For the two outer buffer points2™-order Lagrangian in-
grid, both codes introduce buffer zones, where the variable€rpolation in time of the coarser-grid quantities is aedrout.
are computed (“prolonged” and “restricted”) in a speciaywa 1hiS time-integration procedure is applied to both spaceti
and not with the time-update scheme used for all other non@"d hydrodynamical variables, but for the latter there is an
refinement-boundary points. additional check.

In Wwhisky/Carpet, we usel2 buffer points,3 for each The interpolated value at a finer-grid time step is obtained
substep of the adopted time-integration scheme. The valud&m the values at the three time levels of the coarser grid,
of the needed quantities at the buffer points are computegidy,n — 1, n, andn + 1 (note thatn does not denote the
from the coarser grid through interpolation as follows: ForRunge-Kutta time step). The interpolation is necessary for
the spacetime variables!-order Lagrangian interpolation determining the values at a tim¢hat satisfieg” < ¢ < ¢"*'.
in space an@"d-order Lagrangian interpolation in time are Defining@ asD, u;, orh, and@" as the value of the variable
used; For the hydrodynamical variablé&!-order ENO[[6D] @ at timet”, SACRA checks whether@" ™' — Q™)(Q™ —
interpolation in space an@d-order ENO interpolation in Q") < 0andif so adopt$*'-order interpolation, using only
time are used. The prolonged and restricted variables are t2"*' andQ". Namely, a limiter procedure is introduced.
conserved evolved oned?, S;, andr. The interpolation is  This robust prescription provides numerical stability. [3]
done whenever the first Runge-Kutta time integration is¢pein  The two domains in the finer levels often overlap. In such
carried out. cases, the values of all quantities should agree with edugh,ot



TABLE III: Properties of the initial data: proper separatibetween the centers of the stdys\/, ,,,; baryon mass\f, of each star in units
of solar mass; total ADM mash/, ., in units of solar mass, as measured on the finite-differenice tal ADM massM, ,,,, in units of

solar mass, as provided by the Meudon initial data; angutanemtum.JJ, as measured on the finite-difference grid; angular monmenty

as provided by the Meudon initial data; initial orbital afayuvelocity Qo; mean coordinate equatorial radius of each staalong the line
connecting the two stars; maximum rest-mass density ofrgsta. The columns folM Apy and.J contain the value fowhisky (left) and

the one forsACRA (right). Note that the values d¥/apw and.J are computed through a volume integralinisky, while in SACRA they

are computed through the extrapolation-te> oo of the ADM masses and angular momenta calculated as surfaeggals at finite radii-.

EoS for the model | d/M,,,, M, My  Mupu J J Qo Te Prmax
Me)  (Mo) (Mo) (x10%gem?®/s) (x10¥gem?/s) (rad/ms) (km)  (g/cm?)

Ideal fluid T = 2) 12.6 1.779 3.251,3.256 3.233 8.921, 8.930 8.922 1.906 12.23 7.58 x 10™

Piecewise polytropiL: 15.4 1.502 2.676,2.680 2.668 6.492, 6.506 6.491 1.664 8.48 9.77 x 10™

but, since iNSACRA the evolution equations for the two do- instabilities occur near the outer boundary. This is antinhe
mains are solved independently, the values do not alwaysnt problem of the adoptdd-driver gauge condition?] and
agree exactly. Let us denote wify and Q- the values on it does not appear in thehisky simulations of the present
the two domains of an individual refinement level. In orderwork only because the resolution in the coarsest gridslis sti
to guarantee that they are the sameSATRA the average of high enough.

the two values is used; = Q2 — (Q1 + Q2)/2. When a In standardihisky simulations for binary systentsre-
buffer point of one of the two domains overlaps with a pointinfinement levels are used, the two finest of which move follow-
the main region of the other domain, the values at the point oing the stars. In addition to the moving grids, a set of refined
the main region are copied to those at the buffer point. Whemut fixed grids is set up at the center of the computational do-
two buffer zones overlap at some points, the simple avegaginmain so as to capture the details of the Kelvin-Helmholtz in-
described above is again used. stability (seel[2]). The Courant factor(s35 for all levels.

In whisky, when domains of the same refinement level | the whisky simulations for the present work, a re-
would overlap, the whole level is automatically resplit in flection symmetry condition across the= 0 plane and a
(smaller and more numerous) nonoverlapping domains, so iR-symmetry conditiof across thezr = 0 plane are used,
practice they continue to be evolved as a single grid, withouwhile sacra adopts only the reflection symmetry across the
requiring averaging. For more details on therpet code  ; plane.
seel[59]. ) The differences in the implementation of AMR between
~ For both codes, at th(_e outer boundanes pf thg coarsest ré, cra andwhisky are summarized in Tablg II.
finement level, an outgoing boundary condition is imposed fo
all the geometric variables. The outgoing boundary coouiti
is the same as that suggested by Shibata and Nakamlra [22].

Flat boundary conditions are applied to the matter varible F. Initial data

Both codes can add artificial dissipation to the source terms
of the Einstein equations. In particular, for the schemes pr  The initial configurations for our relativistic-star biryar
sented in this work, they could usé"-order Kreiss-Oliger-  simulations are produced using the multidomain spectral-
type dissipation[[62] a&); — Q; — oh?Ql(G) where@; isa  method codeLORENE, which was originally written by the
quantity in thel-th level, h; is the spacing of thé—th level,  group working at the Observatoire de Paris-Meudoh [68, 64]

(%) is the sum of the sixth derivatives along they, and=  and which is publicly availablé_[65]. Specific routines are

axis directions, and is a constant of order.1. The results of Used to transform the solution from spherical coordinates t

the present work were obtained without artificial dissipati @ Cartesian grid of the desired dimensions and shape.
for sacra and with artificial dissipation fowhisky. These initial data, which we refer to also as tieudon
StandardsAcRA simulations for NS-NS binaries are per- data”, are obtained under the assumptions of quasiequilib-
formed with 7 or 8 refinement levels, in particulad or 4 rium and of conformally-flat spatial metric. The initial dat
coarser levels composed of one domain 4fider levels com-  used in the simulations shown here were produced with the
posed of two domains. The time step for each refinemengdditional assumption of irrotationality of the fluid flone.
level, dt;, is determined as follows: the condition in which the spins of the stars and the orbital
motion are not locked; instead, they are defined so as to have
vanishing vorticity. Initial data obtained with the altetive
assumption of rigid rotation were not used because, differ-

_ ently from what happens for binaries consisting of ordinary
Namely, the Courant number (expressed in terms of the speed

of light) is 1/2 for the finer refinement levels with > 2,

whereas for the coarser levels, it is smaller tha2. The rea-

son Why a smgller Courant number is chosen for the.coarse:r Stated differently, we evolve only the regidm > 0, = > 0} applying a
levels is that with a Courant number as high @8, numerical 180°-rotational-symmetry boundary condition across the pkne= 0.

dtl_{hg/z for0<1<2 (48)

hi/2 for2 <1<L-1.



TABLE IV: Properties of the initial grids: number of refinemtdevels (including the coarsest grid); number of finer Iswhat are moved to
follow the stars; spacing of the finest level; length of thdesdf the finest level; spacing of the coarsest level; oubeindary location. All
lengths are expressed in km. HR, MR, and LR denote the higHiume and low resolutions, respectively. Fatisky the two resolutions
are in a ratio of 5/4, while fos ACRA the ratio between LR and MR is 50/42 and the ratio between MRHR is 1.16.

Model n® of levels| n° of moving levelg finest spacing extent of finest grid coarsest spacingouter-boundary location
Whisky ideal fluid 6 2 0.1773 44.33 5.67 380
Whisky piecewise, HH 6 2 0.1773 44.33 5.67 760
Whisky piecewise, LR 6 2 0.2216 44.33 7.09 760
SACRA ideal fluid 8 4 0.1387 6.656 17.75 852
SACRA piecewise, HR 7 4 0.1746 9.428 11.17 603
SACRA piecewise, MR 7 4 0.2025 10.13 12.96 648
SACRA piecewise, LR 7 4 0.2411 10.13 12.96 648
stars, relativistic-star binaries are not thought to achigy/n- For the runs witrsACRA, for the ideal-fluid model, the grid
chronization (or corotation) in the timescale of the coales structure is essentially the same a$ In [3]; the finest ofitjtet e
cencel([66]. grid levels ha$ = 0.0938 M, ~ 0.1387 km. For the simula-

The initial models for the binaries have been chosen so aons with the piecewise polytrope, the computational dimma
to allow significant possibilities of comparison betweer th is composed of seven grid levels with the finest grid resolu-
codes and at the same time to limit the required computation beingh = 0.1182 Mg, ~ 0.1746 km at the high resolu-
tional time. In particular, after performing several ogoiind ~ tion, h = 0.1370 M, ~ 0.2025 km at the medium resolution,
merging, prompt collapse to a Kerr black hole occurs. As sai@ndh = 0.1631 My ~ 0.2411km at the lower resolution.
above, we chose two EoSs, the ideal-fluid ER3 {4)d a  The resolution in the wave zone (for the coarsest grid lasel)
piecewise-polytropic Eo$ (#3). For the latter, the inidata 7 ~ 11.17 km for the high-resolution run ankl ~ 12.96 km
have been kindly provided by K. Taniguchi. Note that thefor the others. The boundary of the finest grid isse% of
model with the ideal-fluid EoS has been often used in previthe stellar radius (along a coordinate axis; at 0) while the
ous work €.g.[1,[3]). second finest grid covers all the stars for the run with thalide

Some of the physical quantities of the initial configura- fluid E0S, whereas for the run with the piecewise-polytropic
tions are reported in Table]ll. In brief, they are equal-sias E0S, the finest grid covers the stellar radius completely (th
configurations with an initial proper distance betweeniatel Poundary of the finest grid is atl5% of the stellar radius).
centers of abou60 km (initial orbital frequency0.303 kHz ~ The outer boundary is at abos$2 km for the simulations
and0.265 kHz, respectively for the ideal-fluid model and for Performed with the ideal-fluid EoS and at ab@ut km or
the piecewise-polytropic model). The chosen rest masses 6ft8 km for those performed with the piecewise-polytropic
MIF = 1.779M and MFP = 1.502M,, respectively for EOS, for the high-resolution run and the other runs respec-
the two models, lead - as desired - to prompt collapse to blackvely.
hole. As already noted in SeE_TIE, another difference between
the grid setups of the two codes is the adopted symmetry. Both
codes compute only the > 0 portion of the{z, y, 2z} Carte-
sian coordinate numerical domain, but, whiiaCRA calcu-
lates all thez > 0 portion,Wwhisky calculates only the > 0
part of the remaining domain, taking advantage of 1Re°

For the higher-resolution run withihi sky, the spacing of  degree rotation symmetry characterising equal-massibmar
the finest of th_e SIX grid levels fs = 0.120 M, ~ 0'177.3 kI.n The properties of the grids adopted in the simulations with
and the spacing in the wave zone (the coarsest grid) 4s the two codes are summarised in TAE[ IV.

3.84 M ~ 5.67km. For the lower-resolution run the spac- . . . .
ingis » = 0.150 My, ~ 0.2216km on the finest grid and For the setup of the piecewise-polytrope high-resolution

h = 4.80 M, ~ 7.09km on the coarsest grid. The finest run, Wwhisky, which heavily exploits large parallel facili-

. . PIOTS 1aly
grid always covers the whole stars. For the simulations wittfi€S: US€S approximatey2 x 10> grid points and the to-
the ideal-fluid model the outer boundary is located at about2! réquired memory for the high-resolution run is about 640
380km while in the case of the piecewise-polytropic model, GBYt€S. SACRA, instead, which has been specifically devel-
for both resolutions, the outer boundary is at abgit km. oped for being able to perform prodgctlpn S|mulat|ons even o
Except for the outer boundary location and the grid spacing® 12PtOP computer, uses abauk 10° grid points and about

the AMR grid structure was the same for all the runs. 11.6 GBytes of memory. Fafhisky, the total CPU time
for the high-resolution piecewise-polytrope run was alfi&ia

CPU hours on 320 processors of the Ranger cluster (at the

Texas Advanced Computing Center; the processors are AMD
3 The initial data for the simulations adopting the ideal€l&oS are set up Opteron Quad_-Core 64-bit, with clock frequency 2.3 GHZ)
as a simple polytropic EoS with polytropic constdsit= 123.6 (in units ~ and erSACRA it was about 2000 CP_U hours on a Quad-Core
ofe=G = Mg =1). machine of Core-i7X processors with clock frequency 3.33

G. Specific grid setup for the reported simulations
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GHz. tion in terms of accuracy, violation of the ADM constraints,
and cleanness of gravitational waves. Furthermore, for the
piecewise-polytropic EoS we present for each code reshits o
. COMPARISON OF THE RESULTS tained at two or three resolutions.
From Fig.[1 one can see immediately that the time of the

As also described if[2] 3], the chosen initial data for themerger depends considerably on the grid resolution, fdn bot
present study are such that the stars orbit about 3 times af@des, but in a stronger fashion fahisky. As is well
7 times, respectively for the two models with different EoSs known, the conservation of the angular momentum in nu-
before merging. As can be seen in Fig. 1, the rest-masderical simulations of binary compact objects is a delicate
density at the stellar centres remains approximately eonst iSsue, which can have very visible effects like the ones in
for the first6 ms (in the case of the simulation with the Fig.[. Even if the merger and post-merger dynamics may
ideal-fluid EoS) orl5 ms (for the piecewise-polytropic case) Not be sensible to the exact timing of the inspiral, the phase
and then decreases, indicating an expansion of the stars d@égravitational waves is affected and so this effect must be
to the tidal force, just before the merger. As expected fronfarefully taken into account when producing templates for
the (high) mass of the chosen models, the merged object théavitational-wave data analysis. For example, [3] attiedip
immediately collapses to a black hole and the AH is measurelP do so by estimating, given a specific initial-data configu-
for the first time at about and18 milliseconds, respectively ration, the ‘real’ merger time at infinite resolution thrdugn
for the two models with different EoSscf( the highest —extrapolation based on the results of simulations of theesam
resolutions). The mas8/py and the angular-momentum _modeI atdlffergntresoluuons. Anyway, we are here intes _
parametera = Jgu/(Mgu)? of the resulting black hole 1N the comparison of the codes and note that, when the dif-

are measured by both codes. The values after the ringdowfgrences due to the resolution are subtracted by timeisift
for the piecewise-polytropic EoS afd > = 2.633M, the curves, the evolutions of the rest-mass density in tioe tw

MEMRA — 9 6370, (a relative difference 0b.15%), and ~ codes are very similar. As said, a proper analysis of thegohas

aMisky — (.79, ¢SARA — 080 (a relative difference of difference of the gravitational waves from the various ede
1.2%). For the ideal-fluid EoS the values of the black holeand resolutions will be reported in a future work][18].

are Mi™ = 3.22Mg, MEA™ = 3.21 My, anda = 0.84 We continue the discussion of the results in a more quan-
for both codes. titative manner by comparing the time evolution of the rest

mass, which should be a conserved quantity as no matter is

Having briefly summarised the dynamics of the systemseen leaving the numerical domain through the outer bound-
we present now first a comparison between some quantiry during the simulation. One can see in the left panel of
ties produced in evolutions performed wishcra and with  Fig.[2 that both codes conserve the rest mass at very high ac-
Whisky, each in what is thought to be a good configura-curacy, but inSACRA the violation is of the order of0—3
while in whisky it is of the order ofl0~8. More in detail,
the dot-dashed black line refers to the high-resolutaaora
run, which of course shows an improvement over the medium
(continuous red line) and lower-resolution ones (dottexkgr
line). The convergence is achieved approximately at second
order. The curves referring tohisky look constant on the

piecewise \ main panel, but in the subpanel one can notice the minute
1.6x1073% - polytropic l i increase in the rest mass even in the high-resolution sesult
(short-dashed blue line). The curve referring to the lovotes
L --- Whisky HR g lution (long-dashed magenta) drops at the time of AH forma-
5 __ Whisky LR tion because the matter inside the horizon is not included in
5 L __ SACRA HR i the computation of the rest mass.
___ SACRA MR The reason of the relatively worse conservatiols ATRA

SACRA LR | (as said, the conservation is very good in absolute ternas als
for sACRa) is to be found in the presence of a refinement
boundary very close to the stellar surface. In the orbitakeh
oscillations due to the tidal deformation of the NS cause the
matter to cross the finest refinement level and the small®rror
L - due to the interpolation in the buffer zones are larger where

0 5 10 15 density is larger. Also iwhisky, if a refinement boundary
t (ms) is placed inside the stars, the violation of the conseraatio
FIG. 1: (Colour online) Comparison of the time evolution bet the rest mass is larger(10~%).
maximum of the rest-mass density for the two models (witfedgt The right panel of Figl12, which - as the left one - refers

EoSs) described in Sdc. 11D 2. For ease of interpretatiomeménd o the piecewise-polytropic EoS, shows then the consenvati
the reader ﬂ’ll?.tln ou3r unigs= 1 x 10~ ~ corresponds approximately of the energy, namely the sum of the ADM mass computed
t06.18 x 10 g/cm”. on the numerical domain and of the energy carried by gravita-
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FIG. 2: (Colour online) Left: Comparison of the time evotutiof the rest mass (normalised to the initial value). Thetiigsa magnification
of the higher-resolutiomhisky curve, in the formM /M, — 1. These data refer to the piecewise-polytropic EoS. As @xgtkin the text, the
larger variations in the SACRA data are due to the choice idf gfructure. Right: Comparison of the time evolution of guen (normalised
to the initial value) of the ADM mass measured on the numégdd and the energy carried away from the grid by gravitssiovaves. This
quantity should be conserved. These data refer to the pisegwlytropic EoS. Note that the data for the low resolutddwhisky are not
reliable after the formation of the AH ¢ 13.4 ms for this simulation), because the volume integral withiclwithe ADM mass is computed
contained also the points inside the horizon. See text foerdetails.

tional waves outside the numerical domain. Such a quantitymomentum) should be constant and the figure shows the devi-
normalised to its initial value (the initial ADM mass) shdul ation of the results from constancy. The colours and linesyp
be constant and the figure shows the deviation of the resulgre the same as in the previous figures. At the highest resolu-
from constancy. The colours and line types are the same as tion, whisky conserves this quantity very well, at better than
the left panel. At the highest resolutions, bethisky and 1%, and also fosACRA deviations from constancy are of the
SACRA conserve this quantity very well, at the order of 1 persame order, even if larger oscillations are visible. Théedif
1000 during the inspiral and at better than 1% overall. ence in the computation of the angular momentum, analogous
Some of the differences in the curves referring to the twahe one for the ADM mass, is also here at the origin of the
codes (in particular the 'smoothness’) are due to the differdifference in the smoothness of the curves. Nama&ty, sky
ent way of computing the ADM massihisky performs a  performs a volume integral with the formula[69]

volume integral with the formula 1 .
Tyol = é‘ijk/ (_Ajk + ;5K + - Kt
kL 3 v \87 127
MADM,Vol :/ 0; {Oxﬁ"yj Y (81673'1 - 8173'16)}‘1 z (49) 1
v —ijﬁlmykfllm)ewdgx (50)
and in the simulations of this work it does not exclude the g
points inside the AH from the computation, so the values ofand excludes from the integral the points inside the AH. How-
the ADM mass given byhisky after the appearance of the ever, if the angular momentum of the black hole is added to the
AH are affected by gross errorSACRA, instead, uses a sur- one computed above, the correct time evolution of the gtyanti
face integral on a spherical surface far from the central obin Fig.[3 is recovered, except for an interval just after thé A
jects. This method gives consistent results after the faoma formation, when the AH is small and covers only a few grid
of the AH, but is more sensitive to small metric oscillations points, and so the measurement of its angular momentum is
in the vicinity of the chosen surfaces, which lie in the cears inaccurate SACRA, instead, uses also here a surface integral.
resolution region; the 'roughness’ of the curves followanfir As previously noted, also from the time evolutions in Eig. 3
this. one sees that the conservation of the angular momentum at
Figure[3, which refers to the piecewise-polytropic EoS,these resolutions depends in a stronger way on resolution fo
shows then the conservation of the angular momentum, dehe Whisky code with respect t&ACRA. In addition, one
fined here as the sum of the angular momentum computed aran see that, while also tternCRA data show convergence
the numerical domain and of the angular momentum carriedlmost everywhere, in some time intervals the behaviour at
by gravitational waves outside the numerical domain. Sucldifferent resolutions is not convergent, for example at the
a quantity, normalized to its initial value (the initial algr ~ spike around®.5 ms. The reason is not completely clear at
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from the time derivatives of the real and imaginary parief

—. Whisky HR _—_ SACRA HR B (¢4

Whisky — = —i M = —
s | 8- dt{atanwn]‘ TREOE + B(@P (51)

The biggest reali. not related to the noise) difference be-
tween the two curves is during the merger, at aroufdns
and it is of aboutl0%, which is consistent with the results
of [7].

In the right panel of Fid.]4 we plot the amplitude of waves
as a function of the frequency. The inset shows that the error
on the amplitude is always at masi%, which is of the same
order of magnitude of the one found in the comparison of nu-
: merical codes in binary—black-hole simulatiohs [7] and-pro
0.95 - ) T vides here an important consistency check on the numerical

Fi accuracy and validity of the waveforms of bathisky and
Ll SACRA. The discussion of whether, as i [7], also for binary-
0 S 10 15 NS—merger waveforms this discrepancy is relevant or not for
t (ms) data analysis (namely whether current detectors can oiotann
FIG. 3: (Colour online) Comparison of the time evolutionb&étan-  distinguish between the waveforms of the two codes) isdeft t
gular momentum, computed as the sum of the angular momentura future work, now in preparatioh [118].
measured on the numerical grid and the angular momenturiedarr Finally, in order to give also a strong visual support to the
away from the grid by gravitational waves. These data refehé  goodness of the consistence of gravitational waves cordpute
piecewise-polytropic EoS. As already noted for Eig. 2, dlete the g4 the two codes, in Figll 5, which refers to the piecewise-
datq for the low resolution afhisky are npt rellgble after the for- polytropic EoS, we show théh. )., waveforms, together
mation of the AH ( ~ 13.4 ms for this simulation), because the - .
volume integral with which the angular momentum is compueed with the curv&gredlcted by the Taylor-T4 post-Nevytonlan ap
cludes the contribution of the black hole. See text for matids. proximation 8]' These are thg raw data, in th.e sense
that no phase shift is performed to achieve the best alighmen
of gravitational waves. The latter procedure is often sssce
fully performed in data-analysis related work and will be in
cluded in our future work [18]. Nevertheless the similanfy
the numerical waveforms (both between themselves and with
respect to the post-Newtonian prediction) in the inspieat p
the moment, but we think that this is probably related tois astonishingly good at the highest resolutions adoptee he
the low resolution of the coarsest grid, where the surface ofsee upper panel of Figl 5). On the contrary, the lower resolu
which the angular momentum is computed is located [notejons (lower panel) are clearly not good enough.
that accurate extraction of angular momentum requires an The situation is somewhat different after the merger. The
accurate computatlon of parts of the extrinsic curvatueg th ringdown part shows agreement between the two codes, but
areO(r~*) and these are much smaller than the leading-ordethe waves show some differences both in amplitude and fre-
wave part ofO(r~")]. If the angular momentum is computed quency in the interval after the merger and before the ring-
on surfaces that lie on the finer levels, the differencesén th down. This is due to the differences in the EoSs, as explained
wrong direction caused by resolution are much smaller (buin Sec.[TTD2. Namely, in the present simulatioB8CRA
the value of the angular momentum is less accurate). added a thermal part to the piecewise-polytropic EoS, while
Whisky did not. As shown by the figures, the difference in
the EoS are irrelevant to the inspiral phase, but not so thféer

We now proceed to analyze gravitational waves extracte@Nerger, as expected.
from the simulations. The data presented here are extracted
from the numerical simulations at distances from the oragin
the axes in the intervaD0 ~ 600 km. For building templates IV.. CONCLUSIONS
to be used in the analysis of the data taken by the gravittion
wave detectors, the accurate knowledge of the frequency of In this work we have presented the first, detailed com-
the waves is of special importance. Thus we first show irparison of two general-relativistic hydrodynamics codhs,
the left panel of Figl 4, which refers to the ideal-fluid EoS, whisky code and th&ACRA code.
the comparison of the orbital frequency. The agreement of We have compared numerical-relativity waveforms and
the results of the two codes is excellent, if one ignores th@ther quantities for the last orbits, merger, and collapse o
initial spurious signal (related to the spurious gravitasil-  equal-mass irrotational binary NS systems, as produced by
wave content of the initial data, which is rapidly propaglate the two independent computer codes. We focused on two ana-
away). The orbital frequendy is computed in postprocessing lytic EoSs, namely the simple ideal-fluid EoS and a piecewise

R(1ha) — S(thy) LBL)

1.05

(Jgrid+Jwaves)/JO
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FIG. 4: (Colour online) Left: Comparison of the time evoartiof the orbital frequency, computed fram. These data refer to the ideal-fluid
EoS. The inset shows the percent difference of the two cufies curve labeled T4 is the Taylor-T4 post-Newtonian apipnation [18]617,
[68]. Right: Comparison of the amplitude of the wave as a fonavf the frequency/2. The inset shows the percent difference between the
two curves. These data refer to the ideal-fluid EoS.
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FIG. 5: (Colour online) Comparison of the wavefo(, )... These
data refer to the piecewise-polytropic E0S. The upper pafets to
the “higher resolution” and the lower panel to the “loweralesion”

(see text for details). As in Fifi] 4, the curve labeled T4 é&sThylor-
T4 post-Newtonian approximation |18]67] 68].

timate refers to the merger time; the discrepancy is much les
during the inspiral), which is comparable to the intringioe

of each individual code at the adopted resolutions. We stres
the fact that this estimated error should be considered here
an upper limit and that the discrepancy between the waves
computed in the two codes will be smaller when we will con-
sider an optimised overlap of the waveforms, in our future
work [18].

The comparison of purely hydrodynamical quantities, like
the rest-mass density, shows better results, with a diftere
between the two codes of at most abaft. This number
refers however only to global quantities (like maxima and
norms), but not to point-to-point comparisons, mainly hesea
of the small phase difference in the evolution, which makes
pointwise comparisons meaningless. In fact, even aftercom
pensating for the phase difference, errors larger tHarare
seen at some points, noticeably those near the surface of the
stars. Such errors are related to different implementatidn
e.g, the atmosphere treatment and do not influence the global
dynamics in a noticeable way.

Finally, by comparing other time-dependent spacetime and
matter quantities, we showed that both codes conservelat hig
accuracy rest mass, energy, and angular momentum, when
taking into account the emission of gravitational wavese Th
small differences that are present have been related tdsdeta
in the different implementations and grid setups.

In conclusion, encouraging results have been shown and

polytropic EoS, for which we additionally presented more re  more work is now necessary to assess how the remaining dif-
olutions. The purpose was to perform a stringent consigtencferences in the results may affect the construction of tatapl
check of the results from these codes. We found that the wavder gravitational-wave data analysis. This will be the subj
form frequency and amplitude computed with the two codef a future work[1B], which may include also more codes in
are in agreement with a discrepancy of at mds¥ (this es-

the comparison.
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