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ABSTRACT

General relativistic corrections are calculated for the quadrupole moment of a magnetically confined

mountain on an accreting neutron star. The hydromagnetic structure of the mountain satisfies the

general relativistic Grad-Shafranov equation supplemented by the flux-freezing condition of ideal mag-

netohydrodynamics, as in previous calculations of the magnetic dipole moment. It is found that the

ellipticity and hence the gravitational wave strain are 4% to 12% smaller than in the analogous Newto-

nian system. The direct contribution of the magnetic field to the nonaxisymmetric component of the

stress-energy tensor is shown to be negligible in accreting systems such as low-mass X-ray binaries.

Keywords: Accretion — General relativity — Gravitational waves — Gravitational wave sources —

LMXBs — Magnetic fields — Magnetohydrodynamics — Neutron stars — Relativistic fluid

dynamics

1. INTRODUCTION

Fast-spinning deformed neutron stars are prime candidates for the emission of continuous gravitational waves (CWs)

(Riles 2023). The Laser Interferometer Gravitational-Wave Observatory (LIGO), Virgo, and Kamioka Gravitational

Wave Detector (KAGRA) routinely conduct targeted narrowband searches for CWs from known pulsars in the LIGO

Scientific Collaboration data (Abbott 2022; Abbott et al. 2022a), directed searches in supernova remnants (Abbott

et al. 2021) and all-sky searches for unknown CW sources (Abbott et al. 2022b). No CW signal has been found so far.

It is important to model from first principles the formation mechanisms of non-axisymmetric stellar deformations, such

as ‘mountains’, which are static in the star’s rotating frame, in order to predict the detectability of the associated CW

signal. Proposed mechanisms include elastic stresses in the crust (Ushomirsky et al. 2000; Gittins et al. 2020; Gittins

& Andersson 2021), single and repeated crustal fracture (Giliberti et al. 2019; Giliberti & Cambiotti 2022; Kerin &

Melatos 2022), the Lorentz force in the magnetized interior (Bonazzola & Gourgoulhon 1996; Haskell et al. 2008) and

the Lorentz force in the surface layers of polar mountains confined magnetically on accreting neutron stars (Melatos &

Phinney 2001; Payne & Melatos 2004; Melatos & Payne 2005; Rossetto et al. 2023), the latter of which are the focus

of this paper.

Magnetically confined mountains are formed by the accretion of conducting plasma onto the magnetic polar cap of

a neutron star in systems like low-mass X-ray binaries (LMXBs). Several features have been incorporated previously

into the theoretical model, including mountain stability (Vigelius & Melatos 2008; Mukherjee & Bhattacharya 2012;

Mukherjee et al. 2013), Ohmic and thermal relaxation (Vigelius & Melatos 2009; Suvorov & Melatos 2019), core

superconductivity (Passamonti & Lander 2014; Sur & Haskell 2021), mountain sinking (Choudhuri & Konar 2002;

Wette et al. 2010), various equations of state (Priymak et al. 2011; Mukherjee 2017), triaxial configurations (Singh

et al. 2020), higher magnetic multipole moments and toroidal fields (Suvorov & Melatos 2020; Fujisawa et al. 2022).

Recently, Rossetto et al. (2023) formulated the problem of magnetically confined mountains on neutron stars in

general relativity. They found that relativistic corrections change the hydromagnetic equilibrium of the accreted

matter, diminishing the screening of the magnetic moment three-fold when compared to the Newtonian formulation.

In this paper, we discuss how general relativistic corrections modify the mass quadrupole moment of a magnetically

confined mountain and hence affect the emission of gravitational radiation. In Section 2, we summarize the relativistic
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model of the system and the numerical method. In Section 3, we calculate the ellipticity of the star, breaking down the

contributions from various physical effects. We contrast our findings with the respective Newtonian results. Finally,

in Section 4, we estimate the amplitude of the associated gravitational radiation and discuss its detectability.

2. HYDROMAGNETIC EQUILIBRIUM OF A POLAR MOUNTAIN

We employ the same theoretical framework presented by Rossetto et al. (2023). In this section, we review the

equations that describe the hydromagnetic structure of a magnetically confined mountain produced by magnetic

burial in general relativity. We assume that the neutron star generates a background Schwarzschild metric and that

the accreted matter and magnetic field adjust to this curved spacetime. In the usual (t, r, θ, ϕ) coordinates, the metric

is given by1

ds2 = −e2Φ dt2 + e−2Φ dr2 + r2 dθ2 + r2 sin2 θ dϕ2 , (1)

with

Φ(r) =
1

2
ln

(
1− 2M∗

r

)
, (2)

where M∗ is the gravitational mass of the neutron star. We assume the fiducial value M∗ = 1.4M⊙.

The hydromagnetic equilibrium structure of the mountain is determined by the balance between the Lorentz force,

thermal pressure gradient, and gravity. That is, we look for motionless, steady-state configurations satisfying conser-

vation of the energy-momentum tensor, ∇aT
ab = 0. The tensor T ab has contributions from the accreted mass Ma,

assumed to be a perfect fluid and a perfect conductor, and the magnetic field of the star Ba = F abub, where Fab is

the Faraday tensor and ub is the fluid’s four-velocity, with

T ab = (e+B2)uaub +
1

2
gabB2 + (gab + uaub)p−BaBb, (3)

where gab is the inverse metric, e is the energy density of the fluid, p is the pressure, and one has B2 = BaB
a.

Assuming that the magnetic field of the star has no toroidal component and that the whole system is axisymmetric,

the magnetic field can be described by a scalar function ψ = ψ(r, θ) according to

Ba =
1

r2 sin2 θ
ϵabcdud∇bϕ∇cψ, (4)

where ϵabcd is the completely anti-symmetric tensor. We also assume an isothermal equation of state, given by p = c2se

(Yabushita 1973; Chavanis 2008), with cs being the sound speed. Additionally, we are interested in a static fluid

configuration, in which the four-velocity of the fluid takes the form ua = e−Φ∂at . Under these assumptions, ∇aT
ab = 0

reduces to the relativistic isothermal Grad-Shafranov equation

∆∗ψ = −F ′(ψ) exp
[
−(1 + c−2

s )(Φ− Φ0)
]
, (5)

where ∆∗ is the relativistic Grad-Shafranov operator given by

∆∗ψ =
1

r2 sin2 θ

{
∂

∂r

[(
1− 2M∗

r

)
∂ψ

∂r

]
+

sin θ

r2
∂

∂θ

(
1

sin θ

∂ψ

∂θ

)}
, (6)

and F (ψ) is a function related to the fluid pressure at the altitude of the reference potential Φ0.

Payne & Melatos (2004) developed a recipe to calculate the function F (ψ) uniquely in the Newtonian theory, by

connecting the pre- and post-accretion states through the flux freezing condition of ideal magnetohydrodynamics.

Rossetto et al. (2023) adapted the recipe to general relativity, obtaining

F (ψ) =

(
dM

dψ

)1+c2s
(
2π

c2s

∫
C

r sin θ|∇ψ|−1e−(Φ−Φ0)/c
2
s ds

)−(1+c2s )

. (7)

In (7), dM /dψ specifies how accreted mass is distributed along flux tubes labelled uniquely by ψ. Its functional

form is arbitrary and depends on the unknown details of the accretion process at the disk-magnetosphere boundary.

1 In this paper we use geometrized units, i.e. G = c = 1. For electromagnetic quantities, we use Gaussian units, and we renormalise the
magnetic field by a factor of

√
4π.
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Figure 1. General relativistic versus Newtonian hydromagnetic equilibria forMa = 10−5M⊙ and b = ψ∗/ψa = 10. (a) Magnetic
field lines (contours of ψ). Solid lines are used for the relativistic solution and dashed for the Newtonian. (b) Residuals of the
numerical solver. The dashed red line indicates a tolerance of 10−5.

Qualitatively, however, it should express the fact, that accreting matter is funnelled preferentially onto field lines

centered on the magnetic pole. One phenomenological functional form with this property is (Payne & Melatos 2004;

Priymak et al. 2011)

M(ψ) =
Ma

2

1− e−ψ/ψa

1− e−ψ∗/ψa
, (8)

with ψ∗ = ψ(R∗, 0), where R∗ is the radius of the neutron star and ψa is the flux surface that touches the inner edge

of the accretion disk.

Numerical solutions to equations (5) and (7) are obtained iteratively. Initially, we choose the dipole ψd as a solution

and numerically compute the integral in (7). With this value of F (ψ), and thus F ′(ψ), we compute the source term

of equation (5) and solve for ψ via a successive over-relaxation scheme. We recompute the integral in (7) using the

updated solution for ψ, and the scheme proceeds iteratively until the difference between the solutions ψn and ψn+1

obtained in two successive steps is less than a specified threshold, viz. (ψn − ψn+1)/ψn < 10−5 over the grid. The

iterative nature of the numerical scheme resembles qualitatively, but is not the same as, the true temporal evolution of

the system (Mouschovias 1974), in which an initial dipole evolves to a final distorted equilibrium configuration. Figure

1 shows an example of a hydromagnetic equilibrium generated by the solver, for Ma = 10−5M⊙ and b = ψ∗/ψa = 10.

Panel 1(a) shows the general relativistic equilibrium state for the magnetic field lines (ψ level curves) as solid curves,

and the Newtonian equivalent as dashed curves. The system reaches a deformed equilibrium state for both theories,

but the deformation in the relativistic case is smaller. Panel 1(b) confirms that the numerical ψ residuals decrease

with iteration number in a controlled fashion; that is, the numerical solution converges.

3. QUADRUPOLE MOMENT AND ELLIPTICITY

In the linear regime for the generation of gravitational waves (Maggiore 2007), the mass quadrupole source term is

proportional to the second time derivative of the mass quadrupole moment, defined by

Qij =

∫
V ′
T 00

(
x′ix

′
j −

1

3
x′
k
x′kδij

)
d3x′, (9)

where x′i is a spatial position vector (assuming a small source), V ′ is the volume of the source and δij is the identity

tensor. Note that equation (9) is usually termed the mass quadrupole moment to distinguish it from the current

quadrupole moment, which is proportional to the fluid velocity and generates current quadrupole gravitational radia-

tion. However, it is important to recognise that T 00 in equation (9) includes contributions from the energy density in
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Figure 2. Hydromagnetic structure of the general relativistic equilibrium obtained for Ma = 10−5M⊙ and b = ψ∗/ψa = 10.
(a) Rest-mass density ρ. (b) Magnitude of the magnetic field B =

√
B2.

the magnetic field as well as the mass density of the fluid. We discuss this in Section 3.2. From equation (3), T 00 is

given by

T 00 = e+
B2

2
. (10)

Furthermore, e can be decomposed as e = ρ(1 + ε) where ρ is the rest-mass density of the fluid and ε is its specific

internal energy. We keep both terms in (10) for the sake of generality and compare their magnitudes below.

In the triaxial model of a rigidly rotating neutron star, the gravitational wave amplitude is given by (Maggiore 2007)

h0 =
16π2I0f

2ϵ

D
, (11)

where I0 = (2/5)M∗R∗
2 is the moment of inertia of the star before accretion, f is the rotation frequency, D is the

distance to the source and ϵ is the (mass-energy) ellipticity of the star given by

ϵ =
π

I0

∫
V ′
T 00r4 sin θ(3 cos2 θ − 1) dr dθ . (12)

We also define the material and magnetic ellipticities ϵe and ϵB in terms of the same integral as in (12) but replacing

T 00 with e and B2/2 respectively to give ϵ = ϵe + ϵB . In equilibrium, e and B2 can be related to the flux-function ψ

output from the numerical solver, with

e =
F (ψ)

c2s
exp

[
−(1 + c−2

s )(Φ− Φ0)
]
, (13)

B2 =
1

r2 sin2 θ

[
1

r2

(
∂ψ

∂θ

)2

+ e2Φ
(
∂ψ

∂r

)2
]
. (14)

3.1. Total ellipticity

Figure 2 shows the equilibrium density and magnitude of the magnetic field of the system, plotted in meridional

cross-section. We see that the mass distribution is centered at the pole of the star, as expected. In contrast, the

magnitude of the magnetic field is highest around the colatitude 25◦. This happens because of the flux freezing

condition. The frozen-in magnetic field is dragged equatorward with the fluid, as the accreted material spreads under

its own weight (Payne & Melatos 2004; Rossetto et al. 2023). Both these configurations indicate a non-zero ellipticity

of the star, as per equations (10)–(14).

Figure 3 displays calculations of the total ellipticity ϵ of the star. Panel 3(a) shows the convergence achieved by the

numerical solver in both the relativistic and Newtonian scenarios. The ellipticity is plotted as a function of iteration
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Figure 3. (a) Numerical convergence for Ma = 10−5M⊙ and b = ψ∗/ψa = 3: total ellipticity versus iteration number of the
numerical scheme. (b) Total ellipticity versus accreted mass in the range 10−6 ≤Ma/M⊙ ≤ 3× 10−5, for b = ψ∗/ψa = 3, in the
Newtonian and relativistic scenarios. In both panels, the blue and orange curves correspond to the Newtonian and relativistic
calculations respectively.

number, not as a function of time; the reader is reminded that the Grad-Shafranov equation applies in the steady

state. We observe that ϵ relaxes over ∼ 50 iterations for both scenarios, decreasing by ≈ 4% and ≈ 2% during the

iterative process in the Newtonian and relativistic cases respectively.

Panel 3(b) shows the converged ellipticity for different values of accreted mass in the range 1 × 10−6 ≤ Ma/M⊙ ≤
3 × 10−5. The upper limit of this mass range is set by the convergence of the numerical solver. For Ma ≳ 10−5M⊙,

closed magnetic bubbles form, whose field lines do not connect to the stellar surface, and this phenomenon hinders the

convergence of the solution. In the Newtonian regime, this happens for Ma/M⊙ ≳ 10−4b (Payne & Melatos 2004) and,

in the relativistic regime, for Ma/M⊙ ≳ 3× 10−4b. This difference is consistent with smaller magnetic deformation in

the relativistic case. For 1× 10−6 ≤Ma/M⊙ ≤ 3× 10−5, a simple linear regression on the curves shown in Panel 3(b)

yields:

ϵN = 0.57Ma/M⊙ + 3× 10−7, (15)

ϵGR = 0.54Ma/M⊙ + 1× 10−7, (16)

where ϵN is the Newtonian ellipticity2, displayed in blue in Figure 3, and ϵGR is the relativistic ellipticitiy, displayed

in orange. Equations (15) and (16) reflect the reduction of the ellipticity in the general relativistic case. The simple

regressions (15) and (16) must be modified for Ma ≥ 3 × 10−5M⊙, when the magnetic burial process saturates; cf.

Equation (8) of Melatos & Payne (2005). In fractional terms, the relativistic result is ∼ 4% to ∼ 12% smaller than its

Newtonian counterpart.

3.2. Purely magnetic ellipticity

The magnetic field contributes directly to the quadrupole moment (9) and the ellipticity (12) of the star through

the B2 term in equation (10). This contribution is distinct from the magnetically induced nonaxisymmetry in the

accreted matter, which enters through the term ρ in (10). In the case of magnetically confined mountains, the accreted

matter deforms the magnetic field and pushes it equatorwards (Payne & Melatos 2004; Rossetto et al. 2023), increasing

the magnetic pressure B2/2 locally. Figure 4 displays how the magnetic ellipticity increases with Ma. We find that

the ellipticity generated directly by the magnetic field is of the order 10−11, which is ∼ 106 times smaller than the

ellipticity generated by the accreted mass (cf. Figure 3).

Recent studies (Hacyan 2017; Nazari & Roshan 2020; Contopoulos et al. 2023) investigate the gravitational radiation

emitted by a purely dipolar bar magnet rotating in vacuo about an axis inclined to its magnetic axis. They find that

2 This agrees with Newtonian values in the literature, cf. Figure 2(a) in Melatos & Payne (2005).
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Figure 4. Direct contribution of the magnetic field to the ellipticity of the star. Magnetic ellipticity ϵB versus accreted mass
in the range 10−6 ≤ Ma/M⊙ ≤ 3 × 10−5, for b = ψ∗/ψa = 3, in the Newtonian (blue curve) and relativistic (orange curve)
scenarios.

the B2 contribution is generally low but may be detectable by future-generation gravitational-wave detectors in the

case of highly-magnetised fast-spinning neutron stars. In our simulations, we can recover the magnetic dipole solution

in vacuo by taking the accreted mass to be low (Ma ∼ 10−9M⊙). In the latter regime, we obtain ϵB ∼ 10−15. This

value is consistent with the literature, cf. equation (13) of Hacyan (2017), equation (46) of Nazari & Roshan (2020)

for B ∼ 1012 G, and equation (57) of Contopoulos et al. (2023).

3.3. Compactness

The relativistic corrections to the mountain structure depend on the compactness M∗/R∗ of the star. These correc-

tions are greater for more compact objects. Figure 5 shows the effect of the compactness of the star for Ma = 10−5M⊙
and b = 10. Panel 5(a) shows the effects of varying M∗ in the range 1 ≤ M∗/M⊙ ≤ 2.5 with R∗ = 10 km fixed, i.e.

compactness in the range 0.15 ≤M∗/R∗ ≤ 0.37. We can see from panel 5(a) that as the mass and compactness grow,

the Newtonian and relativistic results deviate. The percentage difference reaches ∼ 30% at M∗/R∗ = 2.50.

Panel 5(b) shows the effects of varying R∗ in the range 10 km ≤ R∗ ≤ 15 km withM∗ = 1.4M⊙ fixed, i.e. compactness

in the range 0.20 ≤M∗/R∗ ≤ 0.31. Panel 5(b) shows that the difference between the Newtonian and relativistic results

(∼ 4% in fractional terms) stays practically unchanged for different values of compactness. This result indicates, that

the compactness influences ϵ mainly through M∗.

4. DISCUSSION

The present work focuses on the modifications arising from including general relativity in models of the formation

of magnetically confined mountains and hence the emission of continuous gravitational waves by accreting neutron

stars. The baseline for comparison is the Newtonian model calculated by Melatos & Payne (2005) for an isothermal

equation of state. The modifications brought by general relativity to the hydromagnetic structure of the mountain are

discussed in detail by Rossetto et al. (2023). The main effect is to reduce the ellipticity in the relativistic case, as can

be seen in equations (15) and (16).

The characteristic gravitational wave strain h0 from a star with a static mountain with ellipticity ϵ can be written

as

h0 = 4.7× 10−26
( ϵ

10−6

)(
I0

1.1× 1038kgm2

)(
f

100Hz

)2 (
1 kpc

r

)
. (17)
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Figure 5. Effect of the compactness on the star’s ellipticity for Ma = 10−5M⊙ and b = 3. (a) Ellipticity versus neutron
star mass in the range 1 ≤ M∗/M⊙ ≤ 2.5 for R∗ = 10 km fixed. (b) Ellipticity versus neutron star radius in the range
10 km ≤ R∗ ≤ 15 km for M∗ = 1.4M⊙ fixed. In both panels, the blue and orange curves correspond to the Newtonian and
relativistic calculations respectively.

From the ellipticity results shown in Figure 3 we obtain strains between ∼ 10−26 and ∼ 10−25. The relativistic results

are 4% to 12% smaller than the Newtonian ones, depending on Ma. The purely magnetic contribution from ϵB is

negligible, generating a wave strain of the order 10−32.

Several important effects already modeled in the Newtonian literature must also be incorporated into the relativistic

model. A summary of these effects can be found in Section 1. The unmodeled effect that probably affects the system

the most is the choice of the equation of state. In the Newtonian literature (Priymak et al. 2011), a polytropic or

piecewise-polytropic equation of state reduced the quadrupole between three and four orders of magnitude compared

to an isothermal equation of state. Furthermore, dynamical effects also need to be included. The Grad-Shafranov

equation cannot model these effects, as it is an equilibrium equation. Dynamical effects are responsible for the stability

of the accreted mountain (Payne & Melatos 2007; Vigelius & Melatos 2008; Mukherjee et al. 2013; Mukherjee 2017).
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