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We calculate quasiequilibrium sequences of equal-masgaiional binary neutron stars in a scalar-tensor
theory of gravity that admits dynamical scalarization. Wedel neutron stars with realistic equations of state
(notably through piecewise polytropic equations of stdtksing these quasiequilibrium sequences we compute
the binary’s scalar charge and binding energy versus odrigular frequency. We find that the absolute value
of the binding energy is smaller than in general relativiliffering at most by~ 14% at high frequencies for
the cases considered. We use the newly computed bindingyeaad the balance equation to estimate the
number of gravitational-wave (GW) cycles during the adiihauasicircular inspiral stage up to the end of the
sequence, which is the last stable orbit or the mass-shggaiimt, depending on which comes first. We find
that, depending on the scalar-tensor parameters, the mwhi@aV cycles can be substantially smaller than in
general relativity. In particular, we obtain that when dyrieal scalarization sets in around a GW frequency
of ~ 130Hz, the sole inclusion of the scalar-tensor binding gneauses a reduction of GW cycles from
~ 120Hz up to the end of the sequeneel200Hz) of~ 11% with respect to the general-relativity case. (The
number of GW cycles from- 120Hz to the end of the sequence in general relativity B70.) We estimate
that when the scalar-tensor energy flux is also includedetiaation in GW cycles becomes 6f24%. Quite
interestingly, dynamical scalarization can produce aedfice in the number of GW cycles with respect to the
general-relativity point-particle case that is much lathan the effect due to tidal interactions, which is on the
order of only a few GW cycles. These results further clarifg aonfirm recent studies that have evolved binary
neutron stars either in full numerical relativity or in pdéewtonian theory, and point out the importance of
developing accurate scalar-tensor-theory waveformsyfstiesns composed of strongly self-gravitating objects,
such as binary neutron stars.

PACS numbers: 04.20.Ex,04.30.Db,04.40.Dg,04.50.Kd

I. INTRODUCTION ingly, there exist choices of the free parameters in the DEF
model, for which both weak and mildly strong gravitational
Coalescing binary neutron stars are among the modests are satisfied, notably the pulsar timing tests, bahgtr
promising sources of gravitational waves (GWs) for the next field tests could be violated and these violations could be ob
generation, kilometer-size, GW detectors such as advance§ved through the emission of GWs from the last stages of
LIGO [1], advanced Virgd 2], and KAGRA [3]. Binary neu- th_e binary’s inspiral, plunge, and merger in qdvanced LIGQ,
tron stars, together with black-hel@eutron-star binaries, are Vird0, and KAGRA detectors. This is possible because if
also regarded as one of the candidate central engines df shof€Utron stars in binary systems carry negligible scalargena
hard gamma-ray bursfg [4]. The use of matched-filtering-tech?Vh€n largely separated, they can be dynamically scalasged

nique to detect GW signals from coalescing binary system&1€Y come closer to each other through gravitational ixftera
and the interest in shedding light on gamma-ray burst IorOyon, i.e., they undergo dynamical scalarization as thatyis

genitors have led to impressive advances in modeling the dy°0Mpactness mcrea_sé} [9-11]. [See also RH#L_[JB—ZS] for
namics and gravitational waveforms of binary neutron star§c@larization of rotating stars.] However, itis importenno-
(see, e.g., Ref[[5] for the inspiral phase and Réfs.|[6-8] foltice thqt for the same values of the DEF parameters for which
the merger and postmerger phases). Most of those studigynamical scalarization can occur, the DEF model may have
were carried out in general relativity, except for Ref5[19}- problems in providing cos_mologlcal solutions con_S|stem|nw
Although general relativity has passed all known experimen®U’ Universel[26-28]. It will be relevant to further invegte
tal and observational tests in the weak-field and slow-motio thiS problem in the future.
limit (see e.g., Ref[[12]), it remains to be seen whetheilitw  Barausseet al. [9] showed that dynamical scalarization
survive tests in the strong-field and high-velocity regime.  takes place in the DEF model by performing numerical-
The detection of GWs emitted by coalescing binary sys+elativity simulations of inspiraling binary neutron stairhey
tems offers the unique opportunity to investigate the wiglid performed two numerical simulations, which differed by the
of general relativity in the strong-field regime. To achiéivis  strength of the scalar field and the binary’s mass ratio. rThei
goal, accurate gravitational waveforms in gravity thepae  simulations used approximate initial data, i.e., initi@ital
ternative to general relativity [12-14] need to be computedcomputed by numerical codes of general relativity instead
Here we follow our recent work [10] and focus on the scalar-of the ones of scalar-tensor theory, and employed the poly-
tensor model[[15=18] proposed by Damour and Espositotropic equation of statep/c?> = Kpj with ' = 2 andK =
Farése (DEF).[19] (see also ReEﬁ@—ZZ]). Quite interest122{33M§,/c6, wherep is the pressure angy is the baryonic
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rest-mass density in their notation. For the unequal-mass boverestimated in the quasiequilibrium study for the cases i
nary the individual baryonic rest masses weré8M; and  which dynamical scalarization occurs just before the end of
1.90M, while for the equal-mass binary the baryonic restthe quasiequilibrium sequences. We will present more ldetai
mass was 525V, [ about the results of the equal-mass binary in Appendlix A.

For comparison, we computed not in general relativity More recently, Palenzueket al. [11] investigated analyti-
but in the DEF scalar-tensor theory the initial data for thecally the phenomenon of dynamical scalarization in the DEF
same baryonic rest masses used in Baragssd. We set model. They employed the 2.5 post-Newtonian (PN) equa-
B/(41G) = —4.5 andgo gppL = 105G Y/2, whereB isacon-  tions of motion, recently derived in Ref. [30], augmented by
stant related to the derivative of a scalar field gpgppListhe  a set of equations that phenomenologically describe the in-
asymptotic value of the scalar field as defined by Baraatse crease of scalar charge as the two neutron stars come closer
al. [9]. We found that the more massive star (with baryonicto each other. In this analysis the binary neutron stars are
rest mass of BOM.,) is spontaneously scalarized for a spher-approximated by two isolated, spherical neutron stars.- Ref
ical configuration, and thus, the unequal-mass binary syste erence |[11] confirmed and quantified what was found in
is already scalarized at the orbital separation of 60 kmetvhi Refs. [9] 1D], notably the fact that binary neutron starsigku
is where Ref.[[9] starts their simulations (see Appefidix A fo and merge in the DEF model sooner than in general relativity
more details). Because in their simulation the scalar fielekd  when they undergo induced and dynamical scalarization.
not exist initially, it rapidly increases just after the sifation To further understand the onset of dynamical scalarization
starts. This artificial behavior may have left imprints ireth during the last stages of inspiral, we disentangle consieeva
dynamical evolution of the binary system. Indeed, as we Willfrom radiative effects and compute for the first time quasieq
see in Se¢.ll, the binding energy computed along a sequeng@rium sequences of binary neutron stars in the DEF model.
of quasiequilibrium configurations in the DEF scalar-tenso our motivations are threefold. We want to (i) produce ititia
theory is in absolute value smaller than in general relgtivi gata for merger simulations in the scalar-tensor mddeél, [10]
Thus, as soon as the simulation starts, if initial data Wlth-(ii) accurately extract physical quantities (notably tfireding
out the scalar field are Used, which is the case in Baraus%ergy and angu|ar momentum) during the last Stages of in-
et al, then the absolute value of the binding energy will be'spiral, just before merger, where the effect of gravity rees
come smaller because the scalar field increases. This meagong and the finite-size effect of a neutron star startféota
that the initial datum is a local minimum of the binding en- the evolution of the binary system, and (iii) use those qguant
ergy along the quasiequilibrium sequences; i.e., it is alloc tjes to estimate by how much the gravitational waveforms in
turning point of the binding energy. We suspect that the fasthe DEF model differ from the ones in general relativity.
plunge seen in Ref.]9] might be enhanced by this effect. Per- 1pig paper is organized as follows. In Sec. I, we give a

forming a numerical simulation using general-relativinda et summary of the quasiequilibrium-sequence formalism
scalar-tensor-theory initial data will clarify this point _The formulation is based on the conformal thin-sandwich de-
For the equal-mass binary system numerically evolved iyomposition. In Sec. 11l we present and discuss the numierica
Ref. [_3] we found, using quasiequilibrium configuration&att  egyts of the scalar charge and scalar mass, binding energy
the binary is already dynamically scalarized at the orlsé@-  tota| angular momentum, central baryonic rest-mass densit

aration of 40 km where Ref.|[9] observed dynamical scalareyolution of the orbital angular frequency, and number of GW
ization. However, our result of an earlier dynamical saaéar cycles. Section IV summarizes our main conclusions.

tion may not be in contradiction with Ref./[9]. Indeed, typ-
ically we found that the onset of dynamical scalarization in

:Eetquzésmqu|!|br||ur_n-c?ntﬂgrt_[rj\gon_rs;ydé/_ occurs earliern gravitational constant. We use greek letters to denoteespac
atin dynamical simuiatio ]. This Iscrepancy may 0~ o components and latin letters for the spatial companent
cur due to the breakdown of the assumption of quasiequilib-

rium. For a few orbits before merger the infall velocity otba

star in the binary system is larger in numerical-relatigity-

ulations than in quasiequilibrium configurations. As a con- Il. FORMULATION
sequence, in numerical-relativity simulations the binean

merge before the scalar field reaches its equilibrium state, aqin Ref. [10], we work in the Jordan franle [15] 17]. The
while, in the quasiequilibrium situation, the scalar fiellhc  paic field equations for computing the metric quantities an

reach its equilibrium state even just before the quasitiuil he scalar field are derived by taking variation of the agtion
rium sequence ends. Thus, the effect of the scalar field is

Throughout this paper, we employ the geometrical units of
¢ = G =1, wherec is the speed of light ant is the bare

— 167 [ [#R- (@0 0" (0,0)(C0e)| Vo
+-mattes L)

1 We notice that due to a misleading output in the LORENE datt§2§8,

the gravitational masses are not the ones reported in [RefTfee grav- . . . . .
itational masses of spherical, isolated stars correspgni the baryonic Where(p is the scalar f'eldgNV is the spacetime metric in the

rest masses of.625M.,, 1.78M.,, and 190M,, are 151M., 1.64M., and  Jordan frameR is the Ricci scalar calculated frogyy, g is
1.74M., respectively. The results of Refl [9] are correct; i.eeytiverenot  the determinant ofy,y, Oy is the covariant derivative with
affected by the gravitational masses reported in the paper. respect togyy, and.Zmater is the matter part of the action.
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The quantityw is a function ofp that takes the form furthermore the trace part of the evolution equation for the
extrinsic curvaturéj; satisfies the following equation
1 _ K 1 ki _ DD
w(q))+3/2_BInqo (2) (& — B K =4mag (ph+$)+aK.,K —DiD'a
+awe 2M?+ap DD g—ag KN
in the DEF theory, wher® is a free parametef [119] (see 3agpt dow
Ref. [10] for more details). The relation between Newton's 5 A [87TT + —{”2— (Dk(l’)(Dk(D)H,
e 2(2w+3) do
constanGy and the bare gravitational constahts (10)
G4+ 20(@) ; while the evolution equation for th?( spatial n;etric reads
NT @3+ 20(@)’ ) Gy = —20Kij + y;DiB" + yiD;j ", (11)

. o where® R denotes the Ricci scalar calculated frgm Dj the
whereg, is the value ofp at spatial infinity. For the values covariant derivative with respect §g, K the trace part of the

used in this paper, the deviation of the ra@ig/G from unity  extrinsic curvature, anBl = —n*d, . Here the quantitiegy,
is on the order of 10° — 10 *° [see Eq.[(Ib) and the scalar- 3 g andT are defined as

tensor values listed at the end of Jek. I1].

Taking variation of the actiofi.]1) with respect to the metric P =nuny T, (122)
and the scalar field, we obtain J=—nuwiTH, (12b)
1 S= YV (Muyv THY), (12¢)
Ruv = SRGu = 81 M Tyy + we 2 {(Duqo)(Du(p) T=guTH, (12d)
1 wheren* is the unit normal to the spatial hypersurface.
—EQMV(DMP)(DO’(P)} In the above decomposition, there appear four freely spec-

ified quantities: the background spatial metig, the time
derivative of the background spatial metric in contravatria
form, g,y the trace part of the extrinsic curvatulkg,and its
time derivative giK. The background spatial metric is defined
dew by #j = ¢ ~*y; where is the conformal factor. Since we
{87TT - d—(Du (p)(D“(p)} ; (5)  consider a stationary state, we set to zero the time derasti
¢ of the above quantities. We also set to zero the trace part of
the extrinsic curvature, because we impose the condition
of maximal slicing. We further require that the background
spatial metricy;j, be flat; that isj;j = fij wherefj; is the flat
spatial metric 5].

The equation for the scalar fieldl (5) is also rewritten in the
conformal thin-sandwich decomposition as

+§071(DHDV¢’—QWD(P) (4)
and

B 1
T 2w+3

Ue

respectively, wher&®,, is the Ricci tensord is 0,0, and
Tuv is the stress-energy tensor. For an ideal fluid we have

Tuv = (p+pe+P)uyuy +Pgyy, (6)

whereuy, is the fluid 4-velocity,o is the baryonic rest-mass

density,e is the specific internal energy, aRds the pressure. (@ —B'a)N = —aDiD'¢— (Dia)(D'p) + aKrl
Then, we set the metric line element in 3+1 form, a dw,_, K
T (8T + dp (W~ (D) 9)] @3

ds’ = guvdx'dx’, The above equation depends on the quantitleand ¢;M.
= —a2dt? + yij (dX + B'dt) (dX + Bldt) (7)  Since we consider a stationary state, we set to Zgio For
the quantityl1, we need to guarantee that it behaves at least
wherea is the lapse functionB' is the shift vector, ang; asM = 0(r=?) in the far zone. This is because the right-
is the spatial part of the spacetime metric, and we solve thband side of the Hamiltonian constraint and the trace part of
basic field eations in the conformal thin-sandwich decomthe evolution equation foK;; should decrease fast enough to
3P

position ]. We decompose the equations for the metriensure the spacetime to be asymptotically flat. In this paper
quantities[(#) into thélamiltonianconstraint, for simplicity, we set to zero the quantify (see Sec. 11.D of
Ref. [10] for a more detailed discussion).
BR+K2— Kijkij = 1619 *pn Note that, as we mentioned above, we have the freedom of
oo o choosing another background spatial meffic,as well as the
+wg*[M*+ (Dag) (D ¢)] quantity I, and the trace part of the extrinsic curvatuke,
+2¢ 1(D,DH oK), (8)  We think that the choice we made for the background spatial
metric does not affect the main results of this paper, ngtabl
and themomentunconstraint, the onset of dynamical scalarization along quasiequilifri
binary neutron stars. As we will see in SEC_TII A, the locatio
DiK} —DjK = 871(0’1\]1- + we2M Djp of dynamical scalarization, i.e., the orbital angular fregcy

at the onset of dynamical scalarization, agrees with what de
termined by fully relativistic simulations and estimatgdtbe
analytical method discussed in Réf.[[10]. Because the sim-
ulations and the analytical estimation do not rely on the as-
sumptions used in this paper, our results for the location of
dynamical scalarization can be considered robust.

Thus, the equations for the quantities that enter in theimetr

~en A A et Tm Fla A FAraa

+¢ (DN —K|Dig); (9)



DY = —2mexp(—42/2)0%pn — su AR~ ZrBuseT expl—9%/2) ~ Ju (14 2 — 297) 11(29)(019)

+30 191 (pa® — ©3Y)(919). (142)
A = 2mexp(— 9/ 2P (pn +29) + L ow SRR — rBOY §°T expl—42/2) — 23+ % — 2¢7)1(29)(319)

Sy et oo - ©ay)(34). (14b)
AB' + % f119;(0cB*) = 16mmexp(—¢2/2)dyY 113 — 20y~ TAN (7¢ 19 — D19, D) — 20p Y TA1 9 ¢, (14c)
Al = ;"—; (o' + f ap! +§f”dkﬁk), (14d)

whereAll is the traceless part of the conformal extrinsic cur- We model neutron stars with realistic equations of state

vature defined as (EOS), using piecewise polytrope segments as introduced by
1 Readet al.[39,(40]. In particular, we set the number of poly-

Al = (plo(KiJ' — 2yl K), (15) trope segments to four and choose the model of APR4 and
3 H4 in Ref. [39]. We remind readers that the APR4 EQS [41]
the quantity® is defined asP = ay, and we introduce a new 1S derived by a variational method with modern nuclear po-
scalar fieldp which is related to the scalar fielgas tentials among neutrons, protons, electrons, and muors. Th
H4 EOS [42] is derived by a relativistic mean-field theory and
¢ =+/2Ine. (16)  includes effects of hyperons. We set the internal flow in the

neutron star to be irrotational as seen by an inertial oleserv
The equation for the scalar field(5) can be rewritten inat infinity [43].

the conformal thin-sandwich decomposition imposig- O, There are two free parameters in the DEF model:B(i)
&M =0,andl =0, as which appears i, and (i) ¢o the value ofg at spatial in-
4 ) . finity. As discussed in Ref._[10], we choose those values, tak
A =2rBY T exp(—¢</2) — ¢ 1 (¢)(0;¢) ing into account the observational constraints from neutro
—fli(o o+ ylay)(9;¢). (17)  starwhite-dwarf binaries [44—46]. We s¢p = 1x 10~°and

vary B from 8.0 to 9.0 for APR4 EOS, whilgg = 5 x 10>
(See Ref.[[10] for a more detailed derivation of the equation andB from 8.5 to 9.5 for H4 EOS.

for the quantities entering the metric and the scalar field.)

We also need to solve for the relativistic hydrostatic equa-
tions, 0, THY = 0, which are basically the same as in general Il. NUMERICAL RESULTS
relativity because they are written in the Jordan frame. The

equations are decomposed into the first integral of the Euler \ve yse the spectral-method library LORENE, devel-

equation, oped by the numerical-relativity group at the Observatory
y of Meudon [29], and construct a numerical code to com-
ha = = const (18)  pute quasiequilibrium configurations of binary neutrorrsta
Yo in the DEF model. The code is similar to those developed in
and the equation of continuity, Refs. [36/.371. 47, 48] for binary neutron stars in general-rel
tivity, in particular, in Ref.[[37].
BDuDuqJ+ (0, W) 0 (B) —0, (19) We consider irr(_)tational, equgl-mgss binary_neutron stars
h h whose total mass is1 = 2.7Mg, at infinite separation, and we

construct sequences fixing the baryonic rest mass of the two

whereh = (p 4+ pe + P)/p is the fluid specific enthalpy; is neutron stars,

the Lorentz factor between the fluid and co-orbiting obsex,ve

andyy is the Lorentz factor between the co-orbiting and Eule- (A t — 3 -

rian observers. The quantit is the fluid velocity potential, Mg~ = /star Apu —gdx (A=1or2), (21)
which for an irrotational fluid and an Eulerian observer is re _ ) ) )

lated to the fluid 3-velocity' as and varying the orbital separation. As found in Ref] [10}, fo

both APR4 and H4 EOSs spontaneous scalarization does not
T/ i occur in each star whose mass in isolation.35M. Thus,
U = authyl oW, (20)  the baryonic rest masses corresponding to the mas85i¥i1,
in the scalar-tensor case ar&dM., for APR4 and 147Mg
whereut is the time component of the fluid 4-velocity (see for H4, respectively. Those values are, basically, the same
Refs. [36-38] for more details). as those in general relativity. Note that the total mass the




TABLE I. We list the orbital angular frequency and GW freqagn

a) APR4:1.35M_ -1.35M . 7 <
@ sol Hz] (feow = Q/m) at the onset of dynamical scalarization.

|
S0 fGW [

200 400 600 800 1000
T i T i T i T i T "

1le+0k
& 1 Models GNMQayn-scal fow.dyn-scal [HZ]
Lesod. L 31e-05 APR4 (9.0) 0.0051 123
T ] APR4 (8.7) 0.0125 298
= le-ol 31e-0653 APR4 (8.4) 0.0223 534
) 1 ) APRA4 (8.0) 0.0395 946
£ eos 4 21e-078 H4 (9.5) 0.0163 391
- X X S H4 (9.0) 0.0302 724
3 1 03: " [6—0B=90, ¢, = X10° 716-08%
Q e-03 =9.0,0,= 3
@ G—EB =87, ¢,=1x10°| ] ?
le-0d o—0B=84,¢,=1x10°| 31€-09 ) ) ) ]
A—AB=80,¢,=1x10°] ] ¢ =do+My/r+0(1/r°) forr — . (Note again that in this
0 ool o0z o003 604 odelo paper we employ the geometrical units= G = 1.) The re-
GymQ lation between the scalar charge and the scalar mass is given

by My = 2Ms/ (o) B We clearly see the onset of dynami-

(b) H4: 135 M, - 1.35 M, cal scalarization as the orbital separation (angular feqy)

fow [HZ
0 200 408W[ ] 600 800 le-04 decreases (increases), except for the case of H4EOS8.5.
P ‘ oo B Those results confirm what is found when evolving in full nu-
le+0Q- ] merical relativity a binary neutron star with APR4 and H4
= 31e05 EOSs [1D]. In particular, the onset of dynamical scalariza-
o 1le-01 ;= tion was well captured by the scalarization condition dentiv
: ,516-0% in Sec. Ill B of Ref. [10]. For example, Table | of Ref. [10]
S I ] - predicted that the dynamical scalarization for a binary sys
& le02 M [ tem of (1.35+ 1.35)M,, in the case of APR®B = 9.0 sets in
by i 5—65755¢,-500 3107 at around the orbital separation af~ 91IM., ~ 134 km. If
le-03 E—EB=90,¢,=X10°| | we regard this separation as the coordinate separationrof ou
E ‘ ‘ e=Bses “"o=5X1‘f5 21e-08 present computation, it corresponds to the orbital andtgar
0 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 qguency ofGymQ ~ 0.005. This is confirmed by Figl 1 where

G, MmO : o ;
N dynamical scalarization clearly occurs at around the akbit

, , , angular frequency dsymQ ~ 0.005.
FIG. 1. Scalar charge (left axis) or scalar mass (righttaxis) as In Table] we show the orbital angular frequencies and GW
a function of the orbital angular frequency normalized te tan- . - P
frequencies at the onset of dynamical scalarization. These

sor mass at infinite separation (loweaxis) or as a function of the S . .
frequency of GWs defFi)ned b!‘/ef/v - Q/n)from a binary neutron quantities are extracted from F[d. 1 using the fit to the scala

star withm = 2.7M., (upperx axis). Upper panel (a) shows results charge obtained in Appendix C [see EQ.1C2)]. (In particu-
for APR4 EOS. Black solid curve with open circles, red wittenp I_ar GNMQayn-scal S the angular Orb_|ta| frequency at which the
squares, green with open diamonds, and blue with open teisage, it function intersects 1.) From Fi@] 1 we see that the scalar
respectively, for the cas@&= 9.0, 8.7, 8.4, and 8.0. Lower panel (b) charge at the orbital angular frequencies listed in TEbk | i
shows results for H4 EOS. Black solid curve with open circtes  about 01M.,. This value is only 4% of the total mass thus,
with open squares, and green with open diamonds are, resggct gt the onset of dynamical scalarization the effect of théasca
for the case8 = 9.5, 9.0, and 8.5. field onto the dynamics is negligible. However, as dynamical
scalarization proceeds, the scalar charge rapidly inesclag
. ) one order of magnitude, affecting the subsequent evolation
asymptotic value of the tensor mass definetVyy=Mapm + 40 binary system
Ms [4€] at infinite separation. HerBapy is the Amowitt- £ e cases of APR4 ECB= 8.0 and H4 EOSB = 9.0,
:Deser_-Mcljsr;_er EjADM)hmass anmls is the ?C%Iar mallss.f_ Tge the numerical-relativity simulations carried out in Re&E0]
a:]t_erhls efine da§ t e_monog'?/le partﬁolt g sfca ar figld, showed that dynamical scalarization did not occur durireg th
which is expanded ap = @ + 2Ms/r + 0(1/r%) forr — o j,q5ica) byt at merger (see Table Il of Ref.[10]). On the
wherer is the radial coordinate. In AppendE B, we show a sther hand Fig]1 predicts that for APR4 E@S- 8.0 and
convergence test for the scalar mass, varying the numericgl, Fosg — 9.0 dynamical scalarization occurs before the
resolution (i.e., the number of collocation points). end of the quasiequilibrium sequence. This contradictiag m
arise because toward the end of the inspiral the infall veloc

A. Scalar charge and scalar mass

In Flg.D] \_Ne p|0t the scalar Charge (and scalar _mass) VErI2 gecause the deviation of the quantigy = exp(¢§/2) from unity is on
sus the orbital angular frequency for several choices of the the order of 10% — 10710 as we setpo = 1 x 105 or ¢g = 5x 105, the
parameter® and¢g. Here the scalar charghly, is defined relation between the scalar charge and the scalar mass riexapptely
as the monopole part of the fielg, which is expanded as ~ 9iven byM, ~ 2Ms/¢o (see Ref.[[10] for more details).



fow [H2] (@)APR4: 1.35M_, - 1.35 M

Le+0 200 400 600 800 1000 * fow [H2]
e+0k L ® 200 400 600 800 1000
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r \ ——- B=90,¢,=1x10°
1e+00- E \ 5
= g -0.003- — T BE87.4,=110°)
= F - = - B=84, = x10°
S 1le-0k 3 2 -—- B=80,¢,= x10°
g 2 2 .0.006- % B
S g ®
5 le-0Z 1 g
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o i @
1e-03 G—OAPR4, B=87,9,=1x10°| |
F O — ELAPR4, B=8.7,,=1x10°| ] -0.012-
_ | . | . | . | . | . r
1e-0 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.5 001 e
GymQ : 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04  0.05
G, mQ
FIG. 2. Scalar charge as a function of the orbital angulageacy
normalized to the tensor mass at infinite separation (loveetis) or ()H4: 1.35M,,, - 1.35 M, to, [H7]
as a function of the frequency of GWs (uppeaxis). Both curves ° 200 400 600 800
are computed for the case of APR4 EBS- 8.7, but the value of ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ 5
o is set to 1x 10~° (red dashed with open squares) and 10° ——-B=95¢,=510"| |
(black solid with open circles). 0004 —— B=90,0,=510° |
- = B=85,0,=10°
2 — GR
Q 3PN
ity becomes large and the quasiequilibrium model may lose ;-0-006* N
accuracy. £
Dynamical scalarization was first found in Réfl [9] using & -0.009- |
polytropic EOS and it was further investigated by the same au
thors in Ref.[[11] using 2.5PN equations of motion augmented —-
by a set of equations that phenomenologically describethe i -0.012- el
L | L | L | L
crease of scalar charge as the two neutron stars come closer 0 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04
to each other. Figure 3 in Ref. [11] is similar to our Hig. 1, GymQ

although the former is obtained treating binary neutrorssta

as two, isolated spherical neutron stars and using 2PN equklG. 3. Binding energy as a function of the orbital angulagfrency
tions of motion for circular orbitéBO], instead of evolgthe normalizeq to the tensor mass at infinite separatign (lovertis) or
binary system along a sequence of quasiequilibrium configu@s @ function of the frequency of GWs from a binary neutron sta
rations in the DEE model. with m= 2.7M., (upperx axis). Upper panel (a) shows results for

- . PR4 EOS. Black short-dashed, red long-dashed, greenhdot-s
The results in Fig.]1 are not very sensitive to the value Ofg‘ashed, and blue dot-long-dashed curves are, respectivelgases:

¢o. Indeed, we show in Fid.]12 that when we decrease thes_g g 7, 8.4, and 8.0. Lower panel (b) shows results for H4 EOS.
value of ¢ to 1x 10° for APR4 EOS, dynamical scalar- gjack short-dashed, red long-dashed, and green dot-dastreels
ization occurs at almost the same orbital angular frequencyre, respectively, the caseB:= 9.5, 9.0, and 8.5. In both panels,
Note that at low orbital frequencies, the scalar charge én ththe purple solid curve is drawn by using a quasiequilibrieguence
casepo = 1 x 10 % is one order of magnitude smaller than in in general relativity (GR). Cyan dashed and dark-greendastied
the caseapp = 1 x 10°. This confirms that at large separation curves refer to the 3PN and 4PN binding energy in generaivigja
the scalar charge is proportionaldg, as found in Ref[[10]. respectively([51] (see also Refs.[52-54]).
After dynamical scalarization occurs the scalar chargetas
same value, independently ¢g. o . ]

Note that the numerically constructed quasiequilibrium se Physical fields are smooth functions and Gibbs phenomena do
quences in Fig1 (also in Figs-B) do not end at the on- not appear (see Ref. [50] for detailed explanations).
set of mass shedding from the neutron star’s surface, bpt sto
just before it. This is because it is impossible to treat ggus
shape within the spectral method. Thus, we are obliged fo sto B. Binding energy and total angular momentum
the computation before the onset of mass shedding where the
neutron star acquires a cuspy shape. Note also that in prin- We plot in Fig.[3 the normalized binding energy —
ciple Gibbs phenomena could be present at the surface of thm)/m, along the quasiequilibrium sequences of binary neu-
star even before the mass-shedding limit takes place. $his tron stars versus the orbital angular frequency. We find that
due to large differences in the density’s derivative. Hogvev after the onset of dynamical scalarization the binding gyper
because the LORENE spectral code adopts a multidomaiim the scalar-tensor case decreases less rapidly thanémajen
method and surface-fitting coordinates, on each domain theelativity (GR), differing at most by 14% at high frequersie



for the cases considered. This implies that binary neutars s
undergoing dynamical scalarization in the DEF theory $pira (@) APR4:1.35M_ -1.35M

sol

in more quickly than in general relativity, if the amount ofe 0 200 400 fGWégg] 800 1000
ergy flux of gravitational radiation in the scalar-tenscse @ L A
equal to the one in general relativity. As we shall see below, e [ - —-B=90¢,=x10°
the former can be much larger than the latter, so the binary 2 1.75- — — B=87,,=1x10"| -
neutron star approaches the merger even more quickly once £ S B=84,0,=1010°
the energy flux in scalar-tensor theory is also taken into ac- g 15 "= B=80,¢,=1x10°| |
count. &

The binding energy is defined by the difference between 5’1.25,
the tensor mass at a given separatidn, and that at infinity, z

N . ©

m. The tensor mass is given by the sum of the ADM mass, s 4
Mapwm, and the scalar mashls [49]. Quite interestingly, we
find that the scalar mass is not responsible of the large in- -

crease of the tensor mass; the latter increases because of th
large increase (three orders of magnitude) of the scaldrifiel

the ADM mass. As seen in Eq.(14a), the scalar field and its
derivatives enter the source term of the Poisson-like éguat fow [HZ]

of the conformal factor, which determines the ADM mass. 0 200 400 600 800

In Fig.[4 we plot the total angular momentudy,(Gynv),
along the quasiequilibrium sequences versus the orbital-an
lar frequency. The behavior of the total angular momentum
is basically the same as the binding energy; i.e., after the o
set of dynamical scalarization the total angular momentum i
the scalar-tensor case decreases less rapidly than inaener
relativity.

It is worth noticing that in some cases the binding en-
ergy/total angular momentum may reach their minimum be-
fore the onset of mass shedding. The sequences shown in — B
Figs.[3 and# terminate slightly before the onset of mass- 0.75 \ w \ w \ \

; o . - 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04
shedding because it is impossible to treat a cuspy shapmwith G, MmQ
the spectral method, as we mentioned at the end of Sed. I A.
In order to calculate at which orbital angular frequencysee  FiG. 4. Same as Fif] 3 but for the total angular momentum. Cyan
quences encounter the mass-shedding point, we compute thgshed and dark-green dot-dashed curves refer to the 3PAPahd
sensitive mass-shedding indicaggr angular momentum in general relativity, respectively. &ourves
are calculated using Ref5. [51] 56].

(b)H4:1.35M_, - 1.35M_,

i ——- B=95,¢,=510°| 1
1.75- — — B=9.0, ¢,=510°|
=~ B=85,¢,=510°| |

— GR
1.5~ 3PN —

Total angular momentum

(9(Inh)/dr)eq
= 22
= (00nh) /o) pote (22)
as a function of the orbital angular frequency. The above C. Central baryonic rest-mass density

guantity is the ratio between the radial derivative of the en
thalpy computed in the equatorial plane at the surface along
the direction toward the companion star and the one at the sur |n general relativity the central baryonic rest-mass dgnsi
face of the pole of the star. The indicator takes the vglael ~ of a neutron star in irrotational binary systems always de-
for spherical stars and it j§ = O in the mass-shedding limit. creases as the orbital frequency increases (see, e.g4RRf.
We extrapolate the sequencesafo the mass-shedding limit We find that this is not the case in the scalar-tensor model un-
and determine the orbital angular frequency at that pofiitr ( der investigation. After the onset of dynamical scalaitaat
more details on this method see Sec. 4.3 in Ref. [37].) Aftefve find that the central baryonic rest-mass density stafts in
determining the orbital angular frequency at the onset &fsna creasing (instead of continuing decreasing) as the orpéal
shedding, we then extrapolate the binding energy curvesto th quency increases, as shown in FFiy. 5. It is not easy to physi-
frequency. cally explain this behavior because of nonlinear effedttee

By this procedure we find that the sequences of APR4 EO% the deformation of the star and the distribution profilés o
B =19.0, 8.7, 8.4, 8.0, and H4 EOB = 9.5, B=9.0 reach  metric and matter quantities in the star. In our computation
the minimum of the binding energy (i.e., the onset of secuthe baryonic rest mass of each star defined by[Ed. (21) is fixed
lar instability [55]) before the mass shedding. Thus, irsthe along the quasiequilibrium sequences. To do so, the central
cases the binary neutron stars terminate the quasiequitibr value of the baryonic rest-mass density of a neutron star nec
sequence at that point, and plunge. By contrast the sequenessarily increases after dynamical scalarization, bectues
of H4 EOSB = 8.5 terminates at the onset of mass sheddingremaining part of Eq[(21) after dropping the rest-mass den-
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FIG. 5. Same as Fid] 3 but for the relative change in the dentraF!G- 6. Same as Figl 3 but for the evolution of the orbital daigu
baryonic rest-mass density of a neutron star. frequency (lefty axis) or the frequency of GWs (rigltaxis) from a
binary neutron star witlm = 2.7M,. The gravitational energy flux

is the choice (i).
sity,

Since in this paper we consider only the case of equal-mass
binaries on a circular orbit, the monopole and dipole compo-
nents of the gravitational radiation vanish. Thus the legdi
term is the quadrupole component. Using Ref] [20] [see in
particular Egs. (6.40) and (6.41) therein] we find that thiora
of the quadrupole component generated directly by the iscala

field, .75 2"P°* and the quadrupole component of the grav-

itational field, # 3" is given at leading order in the PN

expansion H}

/ U/ —gx, 23)
star A

decreases rapidly after dynamical scalarization setsangal
a constant baryonic rest-mass sequence, while it slightly i
creases before the dynamical scalarization.

D. Evolution of the orbital angular frequency

yd?uadrupole C{% 1

FgrrrE g _(M¢,Ns)2
yguadrupole 6 6B\ mys /

We want to estimate the orbital angular frequency and GW
cycles in the DEF model assuming a quasistationary ad@mbati
evolution. We follow what was done in Ref. [37]. Basi-
cally, we use the balance equatid&/dt = —.% and inte- WhereM ns is the scalar charge of a neutron star, amg is
gratedQ/dt = —.% /(dE/dQ). (Note that this PN approx- the tensor mass ofsphericalneutron star, i.enns = m/2 =
imant is similar to the TaylorT1 approximant in Ref. [57].)

For E we use the binding energy [fitted to a polynomial in

X= _(GNmQ)Z/3] along the q_uaSiequ”ibrium sequences. The s Here and in the following we assume that the energy flux derimePN
choice of the energy flux# is less straightforward because  theory expanding the neutron-star masses about the asjenyatue ¢o
we do not know it exactly, so we have to rely on PN calcula- continues to be valid also in the presence of spontaneousraiyhamical

tions M@EBS] scalarization.

(24)



1.35M.. The quantityay is an auxiliary quantity[[19, 20]

defined by @ APR4:135M_ -135M_
ap = _Mynsper 1 Mpns (25) 00— 71400
MNs VB Mns 005 |~ =" B=90.0,=1a0° i 11200
HereMjy nsper is the scalar charge of a neutron star defined LT BEs “’O:M(’; i :l
as the monopole part of the fiel¢per, which is expanded 0.04 | = BTSAKTIO fl 71000
as@oer = $oper+ Mg nsper/T + O(1/r?) for r — . (Note P [ p— I ! ~800 ¥
that the relation between the var-type scalar field in thizepa 2 00F | IE
¢, and that in Ref/[20]¢per, is given byd = vBoper.) © ood ! 1600 -
Because the scalar charge of a binary system is defined as T <400
a global quantity, we do not know the scalar charge of the 0.01- Jooo
individual stars in the binary systerivly ns. As an approx- : |
imation, we simply takeMy ns ~ My /2 for the current esti- ol 0,
mate. From FiglJ1, we find that the ratio EQ.](24) takes the 40407 6040 B0y toC 21
maximum of about 0.028 in the case of APB4= 9.0 at "
the end of the sequence. (The scalar charge at that pointis HA:135M_ -135M_
aboutMy = 3.3M.) For the other cases the ratio is less than
0.028 throughout the quasiequilibrium sequences. Thusesi 00— 7
Fuadoleis at most 3% of the quadrupole component of the [ |-~ B=es.g=sa0’ 11000
gravitational field, Z3"**"P°'® we neglect it. 004" | =~ B=00.4,=500" vy 1
Considering the above, we make the following choices for U BeBSsAN] 1800
the gravitational energy flu# in the balance equation: (i) the g 003 / 1 F
3.5PN flux (also as a polynomial ) computed in general rel- & 10007
ativity [5], and (i) the quadrupole component of the gravit 0.02 Jaoo
tional field in the scalar-tensor DEF model, i.&g 2" P!~ [ |
(32v2/5)(Gnm(1 + a3)Q)1%3 wherev = mig/n? [11, [20]. 0.0l 200
The choice (i) will allow us to isolate the contribution toeth I 1
orbital angular frequency (and the number of GW cycles, see @00 9000~ 12000 15000 18000
below) due to the binding energy computed in this paper, t/(Gym)

while the choice (ii) is an estimate of the orbital angula-fr

quency when also the gravitational radiation in scalaseen FIG. 7. Same as Fi@] 6 but for the choice (ii) for the gravitasi
theory is included. (Note that today the energy flux in sealar€nergy flux. In the general-relativity case, the 3.5PN enégx
tensor theory is known only through leading quadrupole orSomPuted in general relativity is used. These are the sanaeaia
der.) In AppendiX_C, we further discuss those choices ané'seoI in Figl® (shown as “GR").

explain how we derive the energy flux in case (ii) using the

scalar charge computed in this paper. _ , .
In the examples shown in Figl 6 for the choice (i) and'S used for the final orbital angular fre_quency. For 3PN and
in Fig. @ for the choice (i), we set the initial orbital an- 4PN cases, we use the same final orbital angular frequency as

ular frequency toGumQ — 0.005 for the case of APR4 that in gengral rglativity. Note that the final orbital arayul
%OS anquNmQy: 0.%1 for H4 EOS. The final orbital an- requency listed in Tablelll is abo@ymQ = 0.05 for APR4
gular frequency of each curve corresponds to the end pO"JEOS and 0.04 for H4 EOS. These values correspond to the

of the quasiequilibrium sequences. As explained above whelieduency of GWs of- 1200 Hz and~ 960 Hz which lie in
discussing Figl3, the sequences may have the minimum (Sp.e high-frequency portion of the LIGO/Virgo/KAGRA band-

the binding energy before the mass-shedding point. If thdvidth. As a consequence, the ef_fects discussed in BE D
minimum is found, we use the orbital angular frequency®"dILE may not be observable if the broadband noise spec-
at that point, GyMQenermin, as the final one. If not, we tra! densny_ |s_employ_ed. By contrast interferometer canfig

adopt the orbital angular frequency at the mass-shedditig I rations optimized at high frequency may allow us to measure

GnMQmassshed as the final one. In Tablel Il we show the or- these effects.

bital angular frequency at the end point of each model which It is relevant to point out that if we consider the case of
unequal-mass binaries, there exists the dipole comporient o

the scalar GWs. This contribution has the same sign as that of
the quadrupole component [20] and increases the energy flux
extending our previous studﬂlO]. Preliminary analysisvghthat the GW of rhe. Sca]!aLGWS' Morﬁovbe.r’ if we take Imcr)] account thle Infal
energy flux in the scalar-tensor DEF model, at a given orbiggjuency, is velocity O_ the sta_rs in the 'n"_iry SyStem' the monopole com-
indeed larger than in the general-relativity case. Howesase (ii) seems ~ponentarises. This also contributes to increase the efilesgy

to overestimate it and the exact GW luminosity is likely te between  of scalar GWs@O]. Thus, since the energy flux increases for
cases (i) and (ii). unequal-mass binaries, in these cases the merger may d¢ccur a

4 We are currently working on long-term evolutions of binagutron stars
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FIG. 8. Same as Fiff] 3 but for the evolution of the number of GWFIG. 9. Same as Fi] 8 but for the choice (i) for the gravitasl
cycles. The gravitational energy flux is the choice (i). energy flux. In the general-relativity case, the 3.5PN GRgn#ux
is used. These are the same data used i Fig. 6 (shown as “GR”).

even earlier times than what we estimated in Elg. 6.
and 1.3 for the case & = 9.0, 8.7, 8.4, and 8.0, respectively,
if we use the choice (i) for the gravitational energy flux. On
E. Number of gravitational-wave cycles the other hand, if we adopt the choice (ii), the difference in
number of GW cycles is 64.8, 35.4, 27.2, and 24.3. Note here

As seen in Fig[B, because after the onset of dynamicéhat the_ difference is calculated against the gener_alivéia )
scalarization, the binding energy calculated in the DEFehod case with 3.5PN energy flux f(_)r both ch_0|ces of (1) and (i).
decreases less rapidly than that calculated in genergitigla T OF the case of H4 EOS, the difference is 10.9, 2.7, and 0.07
the binary evolves more quickly in the DEF model thanin gen-‘cor B=29.5, ,9'0’ ."?md 8.5, respectively, for the choice (i), W.h'le
eral relativity, if differences between the energy fluxegem- for the choice (ii), we have 18.8, 9.9, and 7.5, respec_:tlvely
eral relativity and scalar-tensor theory are neglected.eiwvh 'I_'hus, except for f[he case of H4 EG@5= 8'5 for the ch0|ce_
an estimate of the scalar-tensor energy flux is included th&): the difference in number of GW cycles is larger than yinit
late evolution of the binary is even faster (see Aigs. 6@nd 7) However, those numbers shoqld be taken with cautiousness
As a consequence, the number of GW cycles computed frofgecause they are affected by different source of errors. For
an initial frequencyfew.in to a final frequencyfgw in Will example, the qga3|eqU|I|br|um configurations themselues i
be different in the DEF model and in general relativity. To clude errors. It is usually common to measure the errors by a
quantify this, we numerically integrate the orbital angtita- global error indicator, e, _the error in the virial retati In
guency between the initial and final frequencies discussed iScalar-tensor theory the virial relation is expressed &k [5
Table[Tl and the text around it. When computing the number
of cycles between two models with the same EOS, we impose Mkomar = Mapm + 2Msgg 2, (26)
that they have the same initial orbital frequency. The tssul
are summarized in Tablg Il and in Figs. 8 add 9. In particuwhereMyomar is the Komar mass. This relation should hold
lar, the difference in number of GW cycles between the DERalong the quasiequilibrium sequences, but because of rumer
model and general relativity for APR4 EOS is 28.9, 10.3, 3.9jcal errors, deviations can appear. In this paper we defime th
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TABLE Il. We list the orbital angular frequencies at the er@np of each quasiequilibrium sequence and the number of @tles. We
also show the quantitg. 4G, which is the difference between the number of GW cycles enDEF model and in general relativity [i.e.,
either APR4 (GR) or H4 (GR) depending on the EOS]. When comguhe number of cycles, we set the initial orbital angutagfiency to
GnmQ = 0.005 (fgw = 1197 Hz) for the case of APR4 EOS ai@ymQ = 0.01 (fow = 2393 Hz) for H4 EOS. The subscripts (i) or (i)
refer to the choice of the gravitational energy flux discdsseSec. Il D.

Models GNMQenermin GNMQmassshed AGw(i) O AGw(i) AGw(i) S AGw(ii)
APR4 (9.0) 0.0491672 0.0565207 238.00 —2887 202.03 —64.85
APR4 (8.7) 0.0494752 0.0572480 256.62 -10.25 231.48 —35.40
APRA4 (8.4) 0.0523407 0.0570327 262.94 —-3.93 239.63 —27.24
APRA4 (8.0) 0.0494658 0.0563251 265.55 —1.33 242.62 —24.25
APR4 (GR) e 0.0570651 266.87 e e e
APR4 (3PN) e 266.08 —-0.79

APRA4 (4PN) 265.81 —1.07
H4 (9.5) 0.0385605 0.0438147 62.66 —-10.89 54.76 —1878
H4 (9.0) 0.0401870 0.0419199 70.89 —2.66 63.68 —9.86
H4 (8.5) - 0.0410100 73.47 —0.07 66.09 —7.46
H4 (GR) e 0.0405359 73.54 e e e
H4 (3PN) 74.18 0.64

H4 (4PN) 74.01 0.46

error in the virial relation as follows Before closing this section, we would like to comment that

. the difference in GW frequency between general relativity
Miomar — Mapm — 2Ms¢, (27)  and the DEF model was also estimated in Ref. [11], evolving
Mapm ' the 2.5PN equations of motion augmented by a set of equa-
tions that phenomenologically describe the increase dasca
charge as the two neutron stars come closer to each other (see
Figs. 7, 9 and 11 in Refl_[11]). An important difference be-
fween the two sets of results is that the quasiequilibrium se
guences in our computation terminate much earlier tharethos
in Ref. [11]. This is because the authors of Ref] [11] treat
binary neutron stars as two spherical neutron stars, whale w
ompute the deformation of the stars and stop at the mass-
hedding point or at the turning point of the binding energy.

virial error=

In our quasiequilibrium configurations the “virial erros' on
the order of 10° for large and medium orbital separations and
104 for close configurations. Because the binding energy i
on the order of 10° — 102 throughout the computed orbital-
frequency range, a virial error on the order of 26- 10~4im-
plies that the binding energy has a maximal error of a few %
Besides the error in the quasiequilibrium configuratiomere
are errors due to the fitted curves of the binding energy an
the scalar charge. Nevertheless, the difference in the aumb
of cycles in Tablg&ll is sufficiently large to make it worthwéni

to run accurate, long full numerical-relativity simulatm of
binary neutron stars in the DEF model and develop accurate
template waveforms.

The frequency region that is affected by dynamical scalar- We have computed quasiequilibrium sequences of binary
ization is in the several hundreds of Hz, i.e., in the high-neutron stars in the DEF scalar-tensor model [19] that admit
frequency portion of the LIGO/Virgo/KAGRA bandwidth. If dynamical scalarization. The EOS of the neutron star that we
the binary is composed by a neutron star and black hole, dyhave employed has the form of a piecewise polytrope and we
namical scalarization would in principle take place at lowe have used APR4 and H4 EO$s|[B9, 40]. We have considered
frequencies. Quite interestingly, if the binary is in an@ec  an equal-mass, irrotational binary whose tensor massgs lar
tric orbit, the motion can induce a scalar charge on the blackeparation is ZMg.
hole [60]. We plan to study in the future whether dynamical Using the quasiequilibrium sequence, we have derived the
scalarization occurs in a black-helaeeutron-star binary and binding energy and scalar charge and found that, as the stars
is observable by LIGO/Virgo/KAGRA. come closer, and the dynamical scalarization sets in, tigk bi

It is worthwhile to note that the difference in number of ing energy decreases less rapidly than in general relativit
GW cycles between the DEF model and general relativity idJsing the newly computed binding energy and the balance
much larger than that between the 3PN approximation of thequation, we have estimated the number of GW cycles during
binding energy and the 4PN one. (We use the 3.5PN flux fothe adiabatic, quasicircular inspiral stage up to the entief
both calculations.) Setting the integration rang&spinQ to  sequence, which is the last stable orbit or the mass-shgddin
the same as in the general-relativity case, we obtain tleat thpoint, depending on which comes first. When employing the
difference in the number of GW cycles between the 3PN apguadrupole component of the gravitational energy flux in the
proximation and the 4PN one is 0.28 for APR4 EOS and 0.1&calar-tensor DEF model, we have found that in the most op-
for H4 EOS. (The 4PN case has a smaller number of cyclegmistic case, when dynamical scalarization sets in arcaind
than that for 3PN.) GW frequency of~ 130Hz (i.e.,B = 9.0 and APR4 EQOS),

IV. CONCLUSIONS
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the number of GW cycles from 120 Hz up to merger in gen-and reproduce the binding energy computed in this paper and
eral relativity, ~ 270, is reduced by 24%, of which 11% is the results from numerical-relativity simulations.

only due to the inclusion of the scalar-tensor binding eperg  Finally, extending earlier work [10], new long-term numer-
A summary of our results is given in Talllé Il and Figs{® ical simulations in scalar-tensor theory are suggestiagttre

for several choices of the scalar-tensor parameters. @§epu analytical energy flux used in this paper (i.e., the energy flu
a reduction in the number of GW cycles with respect to theat quadrupolar order) s likely to overestimate the exaetgy
general-relativity case does not immediately inform us orflux in the scalar-tensor DEF model. Thus, a better modeling
whether the deviation can be observed by advanced detectof the energy flux (e.g., its PN computation through 1PN and
An analysis that take into account the noise spectral deokit even 2PN ordef [58]) is crucial for understanding and quanti
the detector and the accumulated signal-to-noise ratiddvou fying differences from the general-relativity case.

be needed [28]. As seen in Talfle |, GW frequencies at the

onset of dynamical scalarization are in the several hursdred
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scalar-tensor templates in the frequency domain, rely en th

scalar-charge evolution and numerical-relativity sintiolas

of Refs. EQ,E[L], concluded that advanced detectors operat- Appendix A: Quasiequilibrium sequences of binary systems

ing at a signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) of 10 will be able to con- with a polytropic equation of state
strain dynamical scalarization only if the system scakwiat
low enough orbital frequencies, e.g:,50 Hz, so that a suf-  |n this Appendix, we work within the DEF scalar-tensor

ficient number of GW cycles emitted during the dynamical-theory and compute quasiequilibrium sequences for two mod-
scalarization phase can contribute to the accumulated SNRis of binary neutron stars with a polytropic equation ofesta
This would imply that in the case of APR4 EOS wih= 9.0, P =kp", wherek is a constarfi. The adiabatic indexT,
advanced LIGO and Virgo might observe deviations from genis set to 2 and the polytropic constart,is to 00332278 in
eral relativity if dynamical scalarization takes place ature.  units of ¢?/ pnue, Wherepnyc is the nuclear density defined in

Moreover, using results from Ref. [37] and from GR com- LORENE [29]. This value of the polytropic constakitis
putations shown in this paper (and also a direct integratiothe same as the one used for the initial data Witk 2 that
of the TaylorT4-PN approximant with tidal effecis [62]), we can be downloaded from the LORENE websitel [29]. When
find that in general relativity tidal effects produce a diéiece ~ We employ physical quantities used in LORENE (which are
of only a few GW cycles (i.e.~ 1 — 3 GW cycles depend- in Sl units but here we translate them in cgs units), the nu-
ing on the EOS) between 130 Hz and 1200 Hz with respecglear densitypnuc = 1.66 x 10'* [g/cm?], Newton’s constant
to the point-particle case. Those small differences in GW cyGn = 6.6726x 108 [cm®/(g &°)], the speed of light =
cles induced by tidal effects at high frequency can be mea2-99792458< 10'° [cm/s|, and the solar masd., = 1.989x
sured by advanced detectors in one single event only if thé0* [g], the polytropic constark = 0.0332278[c?/pnud is
SNR is roughly 30- 35 [63,[64]. Note that depending on Written ask/c? = 123641G®M2 /c°. This value is slightly
the EOS those differences can be smaller than or compar#arger than the one used by Barauseal. [9] which is
ble to what we have found in dynamical scalarization (seél23G°M2 /c®. (Note that, recently, after our computations fin-
Table[l). At SNR around 30- 35, deviations from general ished, the units in the LORENE code have been updated. As
relativity might also be observable even in cases in whieh th @ consequence the fundamental units that we list above diffe
onset of dynamical scalarization happens at orbital fraque from the ones in the LORENE code by 1%)
cies above 50 Hz [28, 61]. It will be interesting to invest&a We will study the same binary configurations considered
in the future the detectability of tidal effects in the prese  in Ref. [9]. However, whereas Ref.][9] computed the ini-
of dynamical scalarization. To precisely determine forathi tial data in general relativity, we calculate them in the DEF
neutron-star masses, EOS, and scalar-tensor parameters @galar-tensor theory. In order to set the valueB ahd¢o, we
namical scalarization and tidal effects can be observeld wit
advanced GW detectors, it will be relevant to develop accu=———
rate waveforms in the DEF scalar-tensor model. To this re-
spect the next Worl@S] is focusing at building accurate-ana ® Note that the relation betweenandK, which is the polytropic constant
lytical templates that can incorporate dynamical scadaion, defined in Ref.[[9], isc = Kc”.
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FIG. 10. Scalar charge (leftaxis) or scalar mass (riglytaxis) as
a function of the orbital angular frequency normalized te thnsor
mass at infinite separation (lowemaxis) or as a function of the fre-
quency of GWs defined bfsw = Q/mfrom an unequal-mass binary
neutron star wittm= 3.39M, (upperx axis). The equation of state is
a polytropic one witH = 2. Note that the vertical axis is in a linear
scale.

need to derive relations between quantities used by Bazaus

etal.[9] and Shibatat al.[10]. We will do it using definitions
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FIG. 11. Same as Fif_1L0 but for an equal-mass binary neutaon s
with m = 3.03M;. Note that the vertical axis is in a logarithmic
scale.

and has the scalar charge o017, and the scalar mass

of 6.22x 10 'M.,. Because of the more massive star’s scalar
field, the binary system is already scalarized as demoesitrat

in Fig.[10 (note the vertical axis in the figure is in linearlsga

As discussed in Sefl 1, because the binary system is already
scalarized, the general-relativity initial data used iis tase

intgodu.ced by Dfamour and Esp&osito—Fgré@ [1,9]' We use fthﬁ/ Barausset al. have artificially put the binary system in a
subscript DEF for Damour and Esposito-Farese, BPPL 10[5c4 minimum of the binding energy. Thus, we suspect that

Barausset al, and STOB for Shibatat al..

As givenin Ref.lﬂa], the relation betweégpp and¢gperis
dsppL = ¢pEF/VATIG, and the var-type scalar field is related
to the scalar fieldp asp = exp(—ﬁq)épp,_), wheref is a con-
stant. On the other hand, the relation betwgerog andgper
is ¢stos = VBéper, and the var-type scalar field is related to
the scalar field agp = exp(¢§TOB/2) [10]. From these equa-
tions we conclude that the relations between the definitigns
Barausset al.[9] and Shibatat al.[10] are

B
8= 2(3:5) (A1)
¢stos = VANGBpgppL. (A2)

Thus, the parameters used by Baraussal, 3/(4nG) =
—4.5 and(¢gppL)o = 10 °G1/2, correspond t@ = 9.0 and
(¢sToB)o = V4TB x 107° = 6,/TTx 1072 in this paper. For
simplicity, in the following we drop “STOB” frompstog.

Fixing the quantitie® andgg to the above values, we com- consistent. Indeed, we fou

the fast plunge seen by Barausseal. might be enhanced
by this effect. It would be interesting to repeat the simaolat
using initial data in the DEF scalar-tensor theory.

The other configuration that we consider is an equal-mass
binary in which the baryonic rest mass of both stars is
1.629M. The gravitational mass of a spherical star with the
same baryonic rest mass i$51Mg and the compactness is
0.140. The tensor mass at infinite separatiomis 3.03M..

The star is not spontaneously scalarized in a spherical (iso
lated) state. Its scalar charge iS0@x 10~3M., and the
scalar mass is.23x 10~ 'M.,. So, the binary system is not
spontaneously scalarized at infinite separation. As shown i
Fig.[1d, when using the quasiequilibrium sequence, the dy-
namical scalarization sets in at around the GW frequency of
few ~ 450 Hz. Barausset al. reported that the dynamical
scalarization occurs at the GW frequencyfof 645 Hz. Al-
though this value is slightly larger than ours, those resarée

10] that the occurrence of dy-

pute two configurations of binary neutron stars. The first ond@mical scalarization in a dynamical simulation tends to be
describes an unequal-mass binary in which the baryonic re§elayed compared with that in a quasiequilibrium sequence.

masses of each star are7r8M., and 190M.,, respectively.

This might be due to the infall motion in the simulation.

The gravitational masses of spherical stars having the same

baryonic rest masses are64M., (with compactness 0.160)

and 174M., (with compactness 0.181). Thus the tensor mass

at infinite separation ig1= 3.39M.,. The more massive star is
spontaneously scalarized when it is a spherical (isolatkzal)
and it has the scalar charge af7f@0M., and the scalar mass

Appendix B: Convergence test for the scalar mass

In this Appendix we compare the scalar mass of APR4
B = 8.7 at orbital angular frequency &\mQ = 0.00754 and

of 4.20x 10"°M,,. On the other hand, the less massive sta0.0206 for different resolutions (i.e., for different nuemtnf

is not spontaneously scalarized in a spherical (isolated s

collocation points). Those orbital angular frequenciestee-
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FIG. 12. Scalar mass of APRBI= 8.7 as a function of the cube root
of the total number of collocation pointg/N; x Ng x Ng. The upper
panel is the scalar mass at orbital angular frequencGgiQ =
0.00754, and the lower one is f@\mQ = 0.0206.

fore and after dynamical scalarization. We choose five tesol
tions,Ny x Ng x Ng = 49x 37x 36, 41x 33x 32, 33x 25x 24,
25x 17x 16, and 17 13 x 12, whereNr, Ny, andNg are
the number of collocation points for the radial, polar, amd a
imuthal directions, respectively.

Figure[I2 shows the scalar mass of APR4= 8.7 as a

function of the cube root of the total number of collocation

points, 3/N; x Ng x Nsy. We find that the scalar mass for
33x 25x 24 @/Ny x Ng x Nj ~ 27.05) is in approximately
convergent level for the case GfmQ = 0.0206 (the case af-
ter dynamical scalarization). The relative deviation frtira
values for higher resolutions is less thax 103, For the
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Appendix C: On the gravitational-wave energy flux

In this Appendix we first explain how we compute the en-
ergy flux used in case (ii) (see discussion in §ec.1llI D),

32, 5. 110/3
5V GNmQ(1+a¢)} ,

Quadrupole

FS (C1)

andEEhen we compare it to the 3.5PN flux in general relativ-
ity [5].

Quite interestingly, by plotting the functiofl + a3 )*%/3
that appears in Eq_{C1) versus= (GymQ)?/2 (see Fig[IB),
we find that it can be well approximated by the following sim-
ple fit

before dynscal

after dyn scal (C2)

2110/3 1
(L+ag)™* = { ap + agx
whereay anda; are constants obtained fitting the curves in
Fig.[I3 after dynamical scalarization. As seen in Eig. 1, the
case of H4 EOSB = 8.0 does not reach dynamical scalar-
ization; thus, in this case we do not use Hq.](C2), but adopt
a polynomial fit inx. Furthermore, by taking the inverse of
Eqg. (C2), we can express the scalar charge after dynamical
scalarization through the analytic formula

My = m\/ﬁ[(aoJr ax)¥/10— 1} 1/2. (C3)

Finally, using the above results and Elg.1(25), we plot in
Fig.[I4.72"4"P%"®and the 3.5PN energy flux in general rel-

case ofGymQ = 0.00754 (the case before dynamical scalar-ativity. As we can see, depending on the scalar-tensor pa-
ization), the resolution of 38 25x 24 seems to be not enough rameters, the fractional difference betweéqguadrupoleand
because the orbital separation is twice larger than theaase the general-relativity flux can become 70%. However, as
GymQ = 0.0206. However, the relative deviation of the result pointed outin Sem, dynamica| scalarization in quqﬂe
for 33 25x 24 from higher resolutions is on the order of a |ibrium configurations occurs earlier than in numericalsim
few x10%in 1.7 x 108, lations [10]. Moreover the increase in scalar charge coetput
From those convergence tests and to save computationg the simulations is smaller than that obtained in quasiequ
time for our limiting resources, we decide to choose the numiiprium study. These facts suggest that the value of theggner
ber of collocation points of 3% 25x 24. For much closer flux in case (ii) is likely an overestimate of the exact result
cases just before the end of quasiequilibrium sequences, Wadeed, as explained in the footnote in Sec_11I D, the energy
use 33x 21x 20 and 33« 17 x 16, keeping the number of flux obtained in long-term simulations seems to lie between

collocation points for the radial direction.

cases (i) and (ii).
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