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Mature neutron stars are thought to be sufficiently cold that nuclei in the outer layers freeze, solidifying a
crust. Crustal elasticity allows the star to support a set of seismic modes, such as torsional oscillations. These
axial-parity modes can couple to the polar sector in a number of ways, for example via rotation or a magnetic
field. Even in a static, spherically-symmetric star however these modes can couple at non-linear order. In this
study, such couplings in the crust are examined for the first time: we derive the axisymmetric perturbation
equations for second-order axial eigenfunctions, which are sourced by axial-polar couplings at first-order, and
solve the resulting equations in the time domain. Through our studies, we find that the second-order spectrum
contains additional oscillation modes, not predicted by the linear analysis with either axial or polar perturbations,
which can be excited to relatively large amplitudes.

PACS numbers: 04.40.Dg, 97.10.Sj, 04.30.-w

I. INTRODUCTION

Neutron stars, produced in supernova explosions ending the lives of massive stars, are some of the most suitable objects
to probe physics at extreme scales. Their cores readily reach densities exceeding that of nuclear saturation while maintaining
baryonic degrees of freedom at low temperatures, placing them in a parameter space inaccessible to terrestrial laboratories [1].
The elastic, solid crust of a neutron star is also thought to host various exotic states of matter, such as hadron-quark mixed
“pasta” phases [2, 3] and ion lattices soaked in superfluid neutrons [4, 5]. With the exception of gravitational waves, the crust
effectively mediates all of the persistent and transient activity from these stars, and thus detailed modelling of both dynamical
processes and the crust itself is necessary to fully utilize existing and upcoming instruments.

The crust can sustain a variety of seismic oscillation modes [6–9]. Overstraining events, particularly in the magnetar class
of objects where an ultrastrong field is capable of exerting great stress [10–12], might excite crust-localized [13, 14] and global
magnetoelastic [15, 16] modes. This theoretical prediction is supported by observations of quasi-periodic oscillations (QPOs)
with frequencies on the order of tens of Hz and up in the X-ray tails of magnetar flares, as in the 1979 event in SGR 0526-66
[17], the 1998 event in SGR 1900+14 [18], and the 2004 event in SGR 1806-20 [19, 20]. The latter demonstrated an especially
rich spectrum; studies coming out over a decade later are still finding new Fourier peaks [21–23]. In principle, the inverse
problem of deducing the stellar properties — magnetic geometry, equation of state (EOS), crustal shear modulus, ... — can be
tackled by matching the observed spectra to detailed models. Such an approach has been carried out by various authors [24–30],
who matched the forest of low- and high-frequency QPOs from various flares to the modes of a general-relativistic star, with a
realistic EOS and topologically-mixed, globally-threading magnetic field, exhibiting coupled axial and polar perturbations1.

Despite these successes, there remains a number of theoretical challenges of varying severity. Arguably the most serious of
these relates to how the failure mechanism actually operates in the crust. The seed for the main event is the evolution of the
magnetic field, which builds up mechanical stresses that culminate in a failure event and the release of magnetoelastic energy
[31, 32]. This localized relaxation generates horizontal currents that may go on to launch chains of Hall and/or thermoplastic
waves that instigate further failures of various amplitude away from the initial site, twisting the external field and priming it for
explosive reconnection [33–36]. Alternatively, the rapid release of poloidal energy that fuels the flare could trigger instability
and magnetic reconfiguration [12], exerting Maxwell stress over short timescales. This may help to explain why the dynamic
spectra of flare QPOs are so complicated: different regions of the crust fail at different times, leading to the rising and falling
of various mode families over the course of hundreds of seconds. This means that a fully-fledged attempt at a solution of the
aforementioned inverse problem requires not only the specification of initial data at ignition, but also injections of energy at later
times, the particulars of which require detailed, microphysical calculations of failure propagation that are presently out of reach.

∗ sotani@yukawa.kyoto-u.ac.jp
1 We note that the axial and polar perturbations are classified by their parity. That is, considering a coordinate transform of polar angles θ → π − θ and
ϕ → π + ϕ, an axial quantity of angular order ℓ transforms as (−1)ℓ+1 while polar ones change as (−1)ℓ.
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A second, related problem is that most studies of magnetar oscillations work within the linear regime (though see [37–42]
for some exceptions). That is, one solves for a small perturbation over a fixed (or dynamical) background in either the time
or frequency domain. While this provides a reasonable, leading picture for the spectrum of possible excitations, it does not
allow one to study the physics related to saturation via parametric and other instabilities, which are important since the observed
QPOs have significances that vary by orders of magnitude [20, 21, 23]; the respective Bayes factors are presumably tied to
the amplitude that individual modes achieve. Aside from predicting saturation amplitudes, nonlinear models are needed to
deduce which daughter modes can be excited from some initial combination of parents. An example of this is the so-called p-g
instability, where nonresonant couplings between these polar modes could instigate orbital energy losses in a binary inspiral,
possibly leading to significant dephasing in a gravitational waveform [43]. In the case of QPOs in flare tails, there could be
instances of frequency drifting also. For the SGR 1806-20 giant flare, Miller et al. [23] further report a ≈ 28.1 Hz oscillation
starting at ≈ 193 s post flare and subsequently disappearing, with a new peak at ≈ 27.9 Hz emerging some ≳ 20 s later. Field
evolution via Hall avalanches or backreaction from excited modes [44], nonlinear effects both, could theoretically cause such a
drift (see also Ref. [16]).

In this paper, which we intend to be the first in a series, we make some additional steps toward the nonlinear modelling of
crustal oscillations in a neutron star. We derive equations at (Eulerian) second-order for axial perturbations in general relativity
with the Cowling approximation, including new expressions for the shear and strain tensors, building on the linear formalism
of Schumaker and Thorne [6]. The second-order perturbations are sourced by first-order, coupled polar-axial perturbations, and
the equations are solved for a realistic EOS in the time domain. Although nonlinear torsional oscillations have been studied
previously (notably in Ref. [41]), sourcing by axial-polar primaries has not. Our scheme is further capable of handling seed
injections at later times, to simulate delayed and non-local failings within the crust, and is stable over long (many seconds)
timescales. While we take a step back from the realistic picture by not considering crust-core couplings or magnetic fields,
assuming that the stellar magnetic field is not so strong that one can neglect such couplings, i.e., the field strength is ≪ 1015 G
[45, 46], certain key effects, which are supported by analytic estimates, are observed in the simulations. For instance, we predict
the existence of new pairs of daughter modes that arise from axial-polar couplings at linear order, the amplitude of which is set by
that of the parents. Higher quantum-number modes and overtones from the linear spectrum are also excited with a complicated
pattern. The main goal here is to derive the relevant equations and solve them in a simplified setting to pave the way for more
realistic investigations in forthcoming work.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we briefly introduce the (tabular EOS) equilibrium neutron star model adopted
in this study and the shear modulus characterizing the crust elasticity. In Sec. III, we derive the two-dimensional perturbation
equations for 2nd order axial oscillations through an order-matching procedure, where the 2nd order perturbation equation has a
source term composed of the product of linear axial and polar perturbations. The boundary conditions imposed at the both edges
of the (elastic) crust region together with the initial conditions are also described. Then, we show several examples of mode
excitation by solving, in the time domain, the derived equation in Sec. IV. Finally, in Sec. V we offer some conclusions. In this
study, we adopt geometric units with c = G = 1 for the speed of light, c, and the gravitational constant, G. The metric signature
is (−,+,+,+).

II. EQUILIBRIUM MODELS

Since we are ultimately interested in developing a scheme that applies to Galactic magnetars, which spin very slowly, the
metric and fluid variables can be taken as static to a good approximation. The background neutron star model is further taken to
be spherically symmetric and strain-free, whose line element is given in Schwarzschild-like coordinates {t, r, θ, ϕ} through

ds2 = −e2Φdt2 + e2Λdr2 + r2
(
dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2

)
. (1)

With this expression, the only non-zero component of the four-velocity is in the t-direction, and is given by

ut = e−Φ. (2)

The metric variables Φ and Λ appearing in Eq. (1) together with the fluid variables, p (pressure) and ε (energy density), are con-
structed by integrating the Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff equations, assuming an approximate but appropriate EOS for neutron
star matter, i.e., zero-temperature matter in beta-equilibrium. In this study, we specifically adopt the SLy4, which is a Skyrme-
type EOS with a self-consistent crustal region [47], and focus on stars with mass M = 1.41M⊙ and radius R = 11.68 km.

Since torsional and shear oscillations can be excited only inside regions with elasticity, their frequencies depend on the density
at the boundaries. The outer boundary, which is the interface between the crust and the envelope (or “ocean”), depends strongly
on the physical temperature, meaning a zero-temperature EOS cannot apply [48]. In this study, we simply assume that the
transition (baryon) density at this interface is 1010 g/cm3 and the density matching to the stellar atmosphere is 106 g/cm3.
Meanwhile, the inner crust-core boundary is also complicated. In a realistic neutron star, it is thought that the crust region is
composed not only of phases of the more-familiar spherical nuclei but also of non-spherical nuclei – the so-called pasta phases.



3

Nevertheless, the thickness of the pasta phase is rather narrow, compared to that of spherical nuclei, e.g., [49]. So, in this study,
we only consider the phase of spherical nuclei, by assuming that the transition (baryon) density between the crust and core is
1.045 × 1014 g/cm3. With these transition densities, the radii of the core and the annulus separating the crust, Rc, and the
envelope, Re, become Rc = 10.85 km and Re = 11.57 km, respectively.

The shear modulus, µ, is another important quantity associated with elastically-supported oscillations. Even though there
really are multiple shear moduli which depend on the shape of nuclei [50], in this study we neglect the presence of pasta and
assume a single contributor. For this spherical-nuclei shear modulus we simply adopt the standard, low-temperature expression
proposed in Ref. [51], i.e.,

µ = 0.1194
ni(Ze)2

a
, (3)

where e, ni, Z, and a respectively denote the elementary charge, ion number density, charge number, and Wigner-Seitz cell
radius (i.e., 4πa3/3 = 1/ni).

A. Remarks on nonlinear elasticity

The elastic solid that is the neutron star crust is in reality a complicated, chemically- and magnetically-stratified medium with
non-trivial composition and temperature gradients [7]. At linear order though, the crust (or any other solid) necessarily abides
by a Hookean relationship; that is, the material is such that strain is linearly proportional to stress. The elastic stress-tensor is
itself proportional to the Lagrangian displacements at linear order in a linear mode problem. At nonlinear order, however, the
Hookean approximation becomes an additional assumption of the model – some kind of “elastic EOS” is needed to close the
system.

As described in Section 12 of Ref. [52] (see also [53]), more general elasticity relationships can be explored. A set of tensors
can be introduced on the (Lagrangian) matter space, from which a set of scalar invariants can be constructed which represent
a type of basis of possible relationships between the shear and strain tensors. These individual terms are weighted by general-
relativistic generalizations of the Lamé coefficients. Although an amount of literature is devoted to the study of the shear and
bulk modulii, higher-order coefficients have not been examined in a neutron star crust. By including these additional terms
though, a more general stress tensor could be built (Eq. (12.19) in Ref. [52]), which will adjust the spectrum.

To make contact with linear studies, however, we adopt a Hookean approximation throughout. Exploration of the non-linear
spectra for different stress-strain relationships will be considered elsewhere.

III. PERTURBATION EQUATIONS

In this study, we adopt the Cowling approximation, i.e., the metric perturbations are neglected so that the matter fields oscillate
on a fixed spacetime. This is a reasonable approximation since even the most energetic of polar-parity modes excited in a
magnetar flare are unlikely to produce strong gravitational-wave signals [37, 39, 40]. The torsional oscillations, which are
classified as axial perturbations and form our primary interest, are less energetic by orders of magnitude.

We further restrict ourselves to axisymmetric perturbations. This approximation is less physically justifiable, especially since
axisymmetric states seem to be an evolutionarily-unlikely outcome in magnetars [54, 55], but it is sufficient to demonstrate the
main effects of polar-axial coupling at non-linear order. In general, the spatial components2 of the Lagrangian displacement
vector can thus be given by

ξi =

(
rW (t, r, θ), V (t, r, θ),

Y(t, r, θ)

sin θ

)
, (4)

where W and V are of polar parity and Y encompasses axial perturbations. In what follows, perturbed variables associated
with such a Lagrangian displacement are written with a prepended δ, which in general encompasses a hierarchy of terms. For
example, the perturbed velocity can be expanded as

δuµ = δu(1)
µ + δu(2)

µ + · · · , (5)

where the superscript, (i), denotes the i-th order perturbations of each quantity3.

2 Throughout this work, purely spatial components are written with Latin scripts (i, j, k, . . .), while spacetime indices are denoted by members of the Greek
alphabet (α, β, γ, . . .).

3 We remark that at this point the scheme differs from several previous studies looking at saturation amplitudes [59, 60, 64], not only because of the relativistic
framework but because we explicitly include a second-order velocity perturbation, which is often set to zero.
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Using the displacement given by Eq. (4), the spatial parts of the perturbed four-velocity can be written as

δui =

(
re−Φ∂tW, e−Φ∂tV, e

−Φ ∂tY
sin θ

)
, (6)

δui =
(
re−Φ+2Λ∂tW, r2e−Φ∂tV, r

2e−Φ∂tY sin θ
)
, (7)

from which one can show that

δuα
;α = re−Φ∂trW + re−Φ

(
Λ,r +

3

r

)
∂tW + e−Φ∂tθV +

cos θ

sin θ
e−Φ∂tV. (8)

We note that δuα
;α is composed of only polar perturbations and δuα

;α = 0 even for non-axisymmetric axial perturbations.
Due to the spherically-symmetric background, linear perturbations with axial parity (torsional t- oscillations) are completely

decoupled from those with polar parity (interface i-, shear s-, fundamental f -, and pressure p-modes). However, if one considers
higher-order perturbations, the axial and polar sectors inevitably couple via non-linear effects. In this study, as a first step,
we examine the simplest case with non-linear effects, i.e., 2nd-order perturbations for the torsional oscillations induced by the
coupling between the linear perturbations of both axial and polar parity. We note that one can similarly consider the 2nd-order
polar perturbations, which are also induced by linear polar and axial perturbations. But, in this study, we try to understand the
magnetar QPOs via crustal oscillations (or at least subspectra due to such components), where most effort has gone into axial
modes (again cf. crust-core couplings and global modes [15]). Meanwhile, the problem is a bit more involved for polar modes,
so we leave it for future work (along with magnetic fields etc), and we focus on 2nd-order axial perturbations in this study.

The total energy-momentum tensor, Tµν , is composed of two parts: a fluid part, T (F)
µν , and a shear part, T (S)

µν . One can derive
the fluid part for the ϕ-component of the perturbed energy-momentum conservation law, which contributes to the torsional
oscillations, as

δT (F)ϕν
;ν =

(ε+ p)e−2Φ

sin θ

{[
1 +

δε+ δp

ε+ p

]
∂ttY + r(∂tW )(∂trY) + (∂tV )(∂tθY) + (r∂trW + ∂tθV ) (∂tY)

+
∂t(δε+ δp)

ε+ p
∂tY +

[
ε′ + p′

ε+ p
− Φ,r + Λ,r +

5

r

]
r(∂tW )(∂tY) +

2 cos θ

sin θ
(∂tV )(∂tY)

}
, (9)

where we omit third- and higher-order terms, such as δε(∂tW )(∂tY) ∼ O(ξ3).
Regarding the contribution from the shear stress, we simply follow the Schumaker-Thorne formalism [6], which employs the

Hookean approximation so that the shear contribution to the stress-energy tensor from the shear tensor, Sµν , is proportional only
to the shear modulus, i.e.,

T (S)
µν = −2µSµν . (10)

The shear tensor is related to the “rate of shear” tensor, σµν , [56]

LuSµν =
2

3
Sµν∇αu

α + σµν , (11)

where Lu denotes the Lie derivative along the direction of four-velocity, uµ, and one has

LuSµν = uα∇αSµν + Sαν∇µu
α + Sµα∇νu

α, (12)

σµν =
1

2

(
Pα

ν∇αuµ + Pα
µ∇αuν

)
− 1

3
Pµν∇αu

α . (13)

Here, Pµν is the projection tensor given by

Pµν = gµν + uµuν . (14)

From Eq. (11), one can get

δ(LuSµν) = δσµν +
2

3
δSµνδu

α
;α, (15)

because uα
;α = 0 and Sµν = 0 for the (background) equilibrium model. Running through the components (µ, ν) = (µ, ϕ) in
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Eq. (15), it is possible to find

δσtϕ +
2

3
δStϕδu

α
;α =e−ΦδStϕ,t + δurδStϕ,r + δuθδStϕ,θ + δSrϕδu

r
,t + δSθϕδu

θ
,t + δSϕϕδu

ϕ
,t, (16)

δσrϕ +
2

3
δSrϕδu

α
;α =e−Φ(δSrϕ,t − Φ,rδStϕ) + δurδSrϕ,r + δuθδSrϕ,θ + δSrϕδu

r
,r + δSθϕδu

θ
,r + δSϕϕδu

ϕ
,r, (17)

δσθϕ +
2

3
δSθϕδu

α
;α =e−ΦδSθϕ,t + δurδSθϕ,r + δuθδSθϕ,θ + δSrϕδu

r
,θ + δSθϕδu

θ
,θ + δSϕϕδu

ϕ
,θ, (18)

δσϕϕ +
2

3
δSϕϕδu

α
;α =e−ΦδSϕϕ,t + δurδSϕϕ,r + δuθδSϕϕ,θ, (19)

where δσµϕ and δuα
;α up to 2nd order in perturbations are given from the definitions as

δσtϕ =
eΦ

2

[
− Φ,rδu

rδuϕ − δurδuϕ,r − δuθδuϕ,θ

]
+

1

3
eΦδuϕδu

α
;α, (20)

δσrϕ =
1

2

[
Φ,rδuϕ − 2

r
δuϕ + δuϕ,r + e−Φδuϕδur,t + e−Φδurδuϕ,t

]
, (21)

δσθϕ =
1

2

[
δuϕ,θ − 2

cos θ

sin θ
δuϕ + e−Φδuϕδuθ,t + e−Φδuθδuϕ,t

]
, (22)

δσϕϕ =re−2Λ sin2 θδur + sin θ cos θδuθ −
1

3
r2 sin2 θδuα

;α + e−Φδuϕδuϕ,t, (23)

δuα
;α =re−Φ∂trW + re−Φ

(
Λ,r +

3

r

)
∂tW + e−Φ∂tθV +

cos θ

sin θ
e−Φ∂tV. (24)

A. Order matching

At this stage, it is instructive to expand the relevant quantities up to successive orders. We recall that we consider only axial
perturbations up to second-order, with the polar parity ones truncated at linear order. That is, W (2) = V (2) = 0 but Y(2) ̸= 0.
Some algebra now reveals that

δσ
(1)
tϕ =0 , (25)

δσ
(1)
rϕ =

r2

2
e−Φ sin θ(∂trY(1)) , (26)

δσ
(1)
θϕ =

r2

2
e−Φ

[
sin θ(∂tθY(1))− cos θ(∂tY(1))

]
, (27)

δσ
(1)
ϕϕ =− r2

3
e−Φ sin2 θ

[
r∂trW

(1) + rΛ,r∂tW
(1) + ∂tθV

(1) − 2 cos θ

sin θ
∂tV

(1)

]
, (28)

δuα(1)
;α =re−Φ∂trW

(1) + re−Φ

(
Λ,r +

3

r

)
∂tW

(1) + e−Φ∂tθV
(1) +

cos θ

sin θ
e−Φ∂tV

(1) , (29)

while

δσ
(2)
tϕ =s0(P,A) , (30)

δσ
(2)
rϕ =

r2

2
e−Φ sin θ(∂trY(2)) + s1(P,A) , (31)

δσ
(2)
θϕ =

r2

2
e−Φ

[
sin θ(∂tθY(2))− cos θ(∂tY(2))

]
+ s2(P,A) , (32)

δσ
(2)
ϕϕ =re−2Λ sin2 θδu(2)

r + sin θ cos θδu
(2)
θ − 1

3
r2 sin2 θδuα(2)

;α + e−Φδu
(1)
ϕ δu

(1)
ϕ,t , (33)

where s0(P,A), s1(P,A), and s2(P,A) are the terms composed of the combination of the linear polar (P = V (1),W (1)) and
linear axial perturbations (A = Y(1)), whose forms are concretely given in Appendix A.
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At linear-order, Eqs. (16) – (19) become

δS
(1)
tϕ = 0 , (34)

δS
(1)
rϕ =

r2

2
sin θ(∂rY(1)) , (35)

δS
(1)
θϕ =

r2

2

[
sin θ(∂θY(1))− cos θY(1)

]
, (36)

δS
(1)
ϕϕ = −r2

3
sin2 θ

[
r∂rW

(1) + rΛ,rW
(1) + ∂θV

(1) − 2 cos θ

sin θ
V (1)

]
. (37)

We assume that δS(1)
µν = 0 at t = 0, i.e., stress builds up from zero from a relaxed background state. We note that δS(1)

rϕ and

δS
(1)
θϕ are only composed of linear axial perturbations, while δS

(1)
ϕϕ is only composed of linear polar perturbations. Further note

that the other components δS
(1)
ij are non-zero, but do not contribute to the torsional-mode dynamics in a static, unmagnetized

star; they can be found elsewhere in the literature (e.g. [26]).

Moving on to second-order, Eqs. (16) – (18) become

δS
(2)
tϕ,t =eΦ

[
δσ

(2)
tϕ − δS

(1)
rϕ δu

r(1)
,t − δS

(1)
θϕ δu

θ(1)
,t − δS

(1)
ϕϕ δu

ϕ(1)
,t

]
, (38)

δS
(2)
rϕ,t =Φ,rδS

(2)
tϕ + eΦ

[
δσ

(2)
rϕ +

2

3
δS

(1)
rϕ δuα(1)

;α − δur(1)δS
(1)
rϕ,r − δuθ(1)δS

(1)
rϕ,θ − δS

(1)
rϕ δur(1)

,r − δS
(1)
θϕ δuθ(1)

,r − δS
(1)
ϕϕ δu

ϕ(1)
,r

]
,

(39)

δS
(2)
θϕ,t =eΦ

[
δσ

(2)
θϕ +

2

3
δS

(1)
θϕ δuα(1)

;α − δur(1)δS
(1)
θϕ,r − δuθ(1)δS

(1)
θϕ,θ − δS

(1)
rϕ δu

r(1)
,θ − δS

(1)
θϕ δu

θ(1)
,θ − δS

(1)
ϕϕ δu

ϕ(1)
,θ

]
. (40)

We note that the second-order perturbation, δS(2)
ϕϕ , does not contribute to the second-order equations for torsional oscillations.

From Eqs. (38) – (40), one can derive

δS
(2)
tϕ,t ≡S0(P,A), (41)

δS
(2)
rϕ,t =

r2

2
sin θ(∂trY(2)) +S1(P,A) + Φ,rδS

(2)
tϕ , (42)

δS
(2)
θϕ,t =

r2

2

[
sin θ(∂tθY(2))− cos θ(∂tY(2))

]
+S2(P,A), (43)

where again the Gothic symbols S0(P,A), S1(P,A), and S2(P,A) represent terms composed of combinations of the linear
polar and linear axial perturbations; they are shown explicitly in Appendix A. These equations can be immediately integrated,
again imposing the initial condition that we start with an unstressed state at all orders. By defining Si(P,A) for i = 0, 1, 2 as

Si(P,A) ≡
∫ t

0

Si(P,A)dt, (44)

one can get

δS
(2)
tϕ =S0(P,A) , (45)

δS
(2)
rϕ =

r2

2
sin θ(∂rY(2)) + S1(P,A) + Φ,r

∫ t

0

δS
(2)
tϕ dt , (46)

δS
(2)
θϕ =

r2

2

[
sin θ(∂θY(2))− cos θY(2)

]
+ S2(P,A) . (47)
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Now, simply4 considering δT
(S)
µν = −2µδSµν from Eq. (10), i.e., assuming that δµ = 0, we find its linear components

δT
(S)(1)
tϕ =0 , (48)

δT
(S)(1)
rϕ =− µr2 sin θ(∂rY(1)) , (49)

δT
(S)(1)
θϕ =− µr2

[
sin θ(∂θY(1))− cos θY(1)

]
, (50)

as well as its second-order components

δT
(S)(2)
tϕ =− 2µS0(P,A) , (51)

δT
(S)(2)
rϕ =− µr2 sin θ(∂rY(2))− 2µS1(P,A)− 2µΦ,r

∫ t

0

δS
(2)
tϕ dt, (52)

δT
(S)(2)
θϕ =− µr2

[
sin θ(∂θY(2))− cos θY(2)

]
− 2µS2(P,A) . (53)

The divergence of δT (S)(1)ϕν is given as

δT (S)(1)ϕν
;ν =−

[
µe−2Λ

sin θ
(∂rY(1))

]
,r

+
µ

r2

[
cos θ

sin2 θ
Y(1) − 1

sin θ
(∂θY(1))

]
,θ

− µe−2Λ

sin θ

(
Φ,r + Λ,r +

4

r

)
(∂rY(1)) +

3µ

r2

[
cos2 θ

sin3 θ
Y(1) − cos θ

sin2 θ
(∂θY(1))

]
. (54)

As is well-known, the relevant equations of motion are separable at first-order. Abusing notation slightly and decomposing
Y(1)(t, r, θ) =

∑
ℓ Y

(1)
ℓ (t, r)∂θPℓ(cos θ) for Legendre polynomials Pℓ(cos θ), one can express the divergence δT

(S)(1)ϕν
;ν , for

each ℓ, as

δT (S)(1)ϕν
;ν =− µe−2Λ

[
∂rrY(1)

ℓ +

(
µ,r

µ
+Φ,r − Λ,r +

4

r

)
(∂rY(1)

ℓ )− (ℓ+ 2)(ℓ− 1)

r2
e2ΛY(1)

ℓ

]
1

sin θ
∂θPℓ, (55)

where we have used the well known relation
[
∂2
θ + (cos θ/ sin θ)∂θ + ℓ(ℓ+ 1)

]
Pℓ = 0. Thus, the perturbation equation at

linear level reduces to

0 =δT (F)(1)ϕν
;ν + δT (S)(1)ϕν

;ν

=(ε+ p)e−2Φ(∂ttY(1)
ℓ )

1

sin θ
∂θPℓ

− µe−2Λ

[
∂rrY(1)

ℓ +

(
µ,r

µ
+Φ,r − Λ,r +

4

r

)
(∂rY(1)

ℓ )− (ℓ+ 2)(ℓ− 1)

r2
e2ΛY(1)

ℓ

]
1

sin θ
∂θPℓ, (56)

and hence

0 = −ε+ p

µ
e−2Φ+2Λ(∂ttY(1)

ℓ ) + ∂rrY(1)
ℓ +

(
µ,r

µ
+Φ,r − Λ,r +

4

r

)
(∂rY(1)

ℓ )− (ℓ+ 2)(ℓ− 1)

r2
e2ΛY(1)

ℓ , (57)

as in Ref. [6].
On the other hand, the divergence of δT (S)ϕν at second-order reads

δT (S)(2)ϕν
;ν =

µ

r2 sin θ

[
− r2e−2Λ(∂rrY(2))− r2e−2Λ

(
µ,r

µ
+Φ,r − Λ,r +

4

r

)
(∂rY(2))

−∂θθY(2) − cot θ∂θY(2) +
(
cot2 θ − 1

)
Y(2)

]
+ SS(P,A) , (58)

4 In considering second-order perturbations of the shear portion of the energy-momentum tensor we could, in principle, have terms that are proportional to
δµ. Such terms could be self-consistently associated with the density perturbation, δε, implicitly through Eq. (3). This is not trivial however since the shear
modulus depends only on the ion density, rather than the overall density, δε. In practice, if one considers a contribution from δµ, one has to add the terms
δµ(1)δS

(1)
rϕ to Eq. (52) and δµ(1)δS

(1)
θϕ to Eq. (53). These additional terms change the source term SS(P,A) in Eq. (58) a little, but as mentioned below,

the main results shown in this study are unchanged.
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where SS(P,A) is a coupling term composed of combinations of linear polar and axial perturbations, whose form is explicitly
shown in Appendix A. Thus, the second-order perturbation equation for axial-parity oscillations can be derived from

δT (2)ϕν
;ν = δT (F)(2)ϕν

;ν + δT (S)(2)ϕν
;ν = 0, (59)

which leads to

−(ε+ p)e−2Φ+2Λ(∂ttY(2))+µ(∂rrY(2)) +

[
µ,r + µ

(
Φ,r − Λ,r +

4

r

)]
(∂rY(2))

+
µ

r2
e2Λ

[
∂θθY(2) + cot θ∂θY(2) +

(
1− cot2 θ

)
Y(2)

]
= e2Λ sin θ [SF (P,A) + SS(P,A)] ,

(60)

where SF (P,A) is another part of the total coupling term composed of combinations of linear polar and axial perturbations,
whose form is explicitly shown in Appendix A. Now, we introduce a new variable, Ỹ(t, r, θ) ≡ Y(t, r, θ)/ sin θ, which leads to
Ỹ(2) = Y(2)/ sin θ. Then, Eq. (60) becomes

−(ε+ p)e−2Φ+2Λ(∂ttỸ(2))+µ(∂rrỸ(2)) +

[
µ,r + µ

(
Φ,r − Λ,r +

4

r

)]
(∂rỸ(2))

+
µ

r2
e2Λ

[
(∂θθỸ(2)) + 3∂θỸ(2)cot θ

]
= e2Λ [SF (P,A) + SS(P,A)] . (61)

We note that the operator defining Eq. (61) [i.e. the homogenous equation neglecting source terms] is identical to the linear
equation for torsional oscillations. Once one selects specific linear oscillation modes for the axial and polar parity to be excited,
one can examine the second-order spectrum. Furthermore, due to the coupling terms, Eq. (61) is generally not separable.

We close this section by stating that, in what remains of this paper, we numerically evolve Eq. (60) in isolation. That is, we
do not solve a closed system where mode amplitudes adjust iteratively as seed energy is sapped from the first-order spectrum
to grow modes at second-order as has been done, for example, in the f - [59, 60] and r-mode [61, 62] literatures. In reality,
Eq. (57) must be solved simultaneously to study the energy-transfer problem and onset of resonant or nonresonant parametric
instabilities (i.e., parent-daughter-daughter couplings in addition to the direct parent-parent-daughter couplings). However, such
complexity lies beyond the scope of this work, which is mostly concerned with deriving the relevant equations and illustrating
how axial-polar couplings at first order can enrich the nonlinear spectrum.

B. Boundary and initial conditions

The linear perturbation equation for torsional oscillations, Eq. (57), can be solved as an eigenvalue problem by taking a
harmonic time-dependence eiωt for angular frequency ω = 2πf . We impose a zero traction condition at the base of the crust
and the zero-torque condition at the interface between the crust and envelope (see e.g., Refs. [6, 24] for details). On the other
hand, the equations and boundary conditions for linear polar-parity oscillations are explicitly shown in Ref. [57, 58]. With
crustal elasticity, the interface (ii-) and shear (si-) modes can be excited in addition to the usual acoustic oscillations, i.e., the
fundamental (f -) and pressure (pi-) modes. Since the number of excitable i-modes is generally the same as the number of
interfaces, where the non-zero shear modulus discontinuously drops to zero, we can expect that two i-modes exist in our case.
In addition, since we simply consider linear polar perturbations without stratification for zero-temperature nuclear matter in
this study, we cannot discuss couplings induced by the gravity (g-) modes. However, high-overtones of g-modes are of low
frequency, which may play an important role in explaining the observed QPOs in magnetar flares. Their inclusion is relatively
straightforward, and will be investigated elsewhere.

Since it is not a priori clear which multipoles ℓ will be excited by non-linear effects for some given initial data, we examine
oscillations inside the crustal region over the whole angular domain 0 ≤ θ ≤ π in this study. To evolve Eq. (61) in two-
dimensional space (r, θ), one has to impose some boundary conditions. Here, as in the case of the linear perturbations with axial
parity, we impose a zero traction condition at the base of the crust (r = Rc) and at the interface between the crust and envelope
(r = Re). In symbols, we enforce

∂rỸ(2)|r=Rc,Re
= 0, (62)

because of Eq. (52). On the other hand, since we simply consider axisymmetric perturbations, the boundary conditions imposed
at θ = 0 and π should be ∂θỸ(2)|θ=0,π = 0. The time evolution is calculated with the iterated Crank-Nicholson method [63].
Hereafter, Nr and Nθ denote the grid number in the radial and θ direction, respectively.

In addition, we simply assume that Y(2) = 0 at t = 0 as an initial condition. That is, each Y(2) solution shown below is
completely induced by the source terms composed of the product of the linear axial and polar perturbations, with the coupling
timescale being essentially instantaneous.
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TABLE I. Eigenfrequencies determined via the (first-order) eigenvalue problem for the neutron star model considered in this study, i.e.,
M = 1.41M⊙ and R = 11.68 km constructed with the SLy4 EOS. The labelling of these modes is defined in Sec. III.

Mode Frequency (Hz)

2t0 23.9

3t0 37.8

4t0 50.7

5t0 63.2

6t0 75.6

2t1 898.5

3t1 899.0

4t1 899.7

5t1 900.6

6t1 901.7

2i2 40.9

2i1 45.2

2s1 895.1

2s2 1463.8

2s3 1806.5

2s4 2276.9

2s5 2829.0

2f 2407.1

IV. RESULTS: NONLINEAR COUPLING

The numerical results strongly depend on the spatial resolution. Numerical convergence tests, carried out by evolving Eq. (61)
assuming that SF (P,A) = SS(P,A) = 0 (i.e., the linear problem), are presented in Appendix B. These demonstrate how the
results vary with radial, Nr, and angular, Nθ, resolutions. Based on that analysis, we find that one adequately resolves the modes
up to the 1st overtones with angular quantum-numbers reaching ℓ ≃ 10 for Nr ≃ 500 and Nθ ≃ 100. So, hereafter we adopt
Nr = 500 and Nθ = 120 for evolutions with nonlinear coupling. We note that higher-order (n > 1) overtones may not be
resolved with our resolution even if they are excited, but these lie at far-too-high frequencies to be observable. If considering
problems with energy-transfer, these could still be relevant however (as for, e.g., p-g couplings [43]).

We now turn to the main results of this work and examine the torsional oscillations induced by non-linear couplings between
linear perturbations of both axial and polar parity by evolving Eq. (61) with the source terms, SF (P,A) and SS(P,A). As
mentioned above, order-ℓ linear perturbations are independent of all other order-ℓ′ ̸= ℓ linear perturbations. The polar perturba-
tions are also independent of the axial ones. So, one can examine the pattern of mode excitation induced by the linear coupling
via Eq. (61) by selecting a specific combination of axial and polar oscillation modes, e.g., 2t0 (the ℓ = 2 fundamental torsional
mode) and 2s1 (the ℓ = 2 first shear mode). In this study, as a first step, we consider the coupling between the torsional oscilla-
tions, ℓt0 (or ℓt1), and the ℓ = 2 polar oscillations (though we could consider modes of multipolarity even higher than ℓ = 11
for Nθ = 120, as detailed in Appendix B). A study involving other couplings may be shown elsewhere.

Several eigenfrequencies determined via the eigenvalue problem with a linear perturbation analysis, using the neutron star
model constructed in Sec. II, are listed in Table I. We note that in this study we identify the i1- and i2-modes in such a way that
the i2-mode is the mode excited at the crust-envelope interface, while the i1-mode (tangential) eigenfunction has jumps at both
the crust-core and crust-envelope interfaces. With the source terms, SF (P,A) and SS(P,A), determined explicitly using the
quoted eigenfrequencies and associated eigenfunctions, we evolve Eq. (61) for 10 seconds. For this, we expect a bandwidth of
∼ 0.1 Hz. Even if we select a specific combination of linear axial and polar oscillation modes, there is still freedom in setting
their amplitudes. In this study, we simply set the maximum amplitude of the selected linear axial (Y(1)) and polar perturbations
(either W (1) or V (1)) in the elastic region to be unity. On the other hand, since the source terms, SF (P,A) and SS(P,A),
are always composed of the product of the amplitudes of linear axial and polar perturbations, it is not the individual amplitudes
that are important but rather their product in the evolution of Y(2). One can expect the results shown in this study would be
qualitatively unchanged, even if one changes such a product into some value less than 1.
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FIG. 1. The FFT of Y(2) evolved for 10 seconds. Here we imposed a coupling (i.e. initial data) between 2t0 (23.9 Hz) and 2s1 (895.1
Hz). For reference, the 2t0 and 2s1 frequencies are shown with dotted lines and we have focused on the regions 0 ≤ f ≤ 200 Hz and
880 ≤ f ≤ 960 Hz as no modes are excited in the interval 200 ≤ f ≤ 880 Hz.

A. Seeding via coupled lowest-n modes

First, we show the results with coupling between 2t0 and 2s1. The FFT computed via the resulting waveform for Y(2) is
shown in Fig. 1. We find several modes are excited, which we identify as 2t0, 4t0, 2t1, and 4t1. In addition to these frequencies,
which appear in the linear perturbation analysis, we also find additional modes, whose frequencies correspond to the sum of
that associated with 2t0 and 2s1. We note that the oscillations with 2t1, 4t1, and 2t0 + 2s1 (= 919.0 Hz) seem to be excited
more strongly than those with 2t0 and 4t0 at the 2nd-order perturbation level, even though we consider the 2t0 mode to build
the source terms. Note we are showing only the second-order spectrum, not FFTs of the total eigenfunction Y . More precisely,
although we sometimes find Y(2)

amp,daughter > Y(2)
amp,parents, we still have Y(1)

amp,daughter + Y(2)
amp,daughter = Y(2)

amp,daughter ≪
Y(1)
amp,parents + Y(2)

amp,parents, where Y(i)
amp,daughter and Y(i)

amp,parents denote the amplitude of the i-th order perturbations for the
daughter and parent modes, respectively.

The reason why 3t0 is not excited can be understood by carefully examining the perturbation equations (61). In general, the
odd- and even-order Legendre polynomials for ℓ ≥ 2 can be written as

P2m =

m∑
j=0

aj cos
2j θ, (63)

P2m+1 =

m∑
j=0

bj cos
2j+1 θ, (64)

where aj and bj are appropriate constants. Meanwhile, the angular profile of polar and axial perturbations are essentially
expressed as Pℓp and ∂θPℓa/ sin θ, respectively, where the indices ℓ for the polar and axial perturbations are explicitly shown as
ℓp and ℓa. So, the coupling between the linear polar and linear axial perturbations in the source terms, Si=F,S in Eq. (61) for a
single mode behave like

Si(P,A) ≃ Pℓp

∂θPℓa

sin θ
(65)

≃
mp+ma∑

j=0

αj

(
∂θP2j

sin θ

)
for (ℓp, ℓa) = (2mp, 2ma), (66)

≃
mp+ma∑

j=0

αj

(
∂θP2j+1

sin θ

)
for (ℓp, ℓa) = (2mp, 2ma + 1), (67)

≃
mp+ma∑

j=0

αj

(
∂θP2j+1

sin θ

)
for (ℓp, ℓa) = (2mp + 1, 2ma), (68)

≃
mp+ma+1∑

j=0

αj

(
∂θP2j

sin θ

)
for (ℓp, ℓa) = (2mp + 1, 2ma + 1), (69)
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FIG. 2. FFT from the waveform obtained with the coupling between 2t0 (23.9 Hz) and 2i2 (40.9 Hz) in the top panel, and between 2t0 and 2i1
(45.2 Hz) in the bottom panel. The right panels are just enlarged views of the left panels. For reference, in the right panel, we show the 2t0,
2i2, and 2i1 frequencies with the dotted lines.

where αj is again some constant which is a combination of aj and bj . That is, the source terms should induce axial-type
oscillations up to order ℓp + ℓa. Moreover, from the above expression, we find that torsional oscillations with only even (odd)
values of ℓ are selectively excited when one considers polar and axial couplings such that ℓp and ℓa are both even or both odd
numbers (even and odd numbers or odd and even numbers). For example, only the ℓ = 2, 4, and 6 torsional oscillations can be
excited at second-order by the coupling between ℓp = 2 and ℓa = 4 at first order; similarly, only the ℓ = 3 and 5 second-order
torsional oscillations can be excited by the coupling between ℓp = 2 and ℓa = 3.

In addition to these mode excitations, since the source term in Eq. (61) is composed of a combination of linear polar and
linear axial perturbations, which respectively depend on time as exp(iωpt) and exp(iωat) with eigenfrequencies ωp and ωa of
the considered linear perturbations, one can expect an additional mode with frequency ω = ωp + ωa will be excited. This is
simply a property of inhomogeneous wave equations with harmonic source terms. Note that, in a full treatment of the non-linear
problem, one may expect the negative branch, ω = |ωp − ωa|, to be excited also. This is because the eigenvalue equations
depend on ω2, and hence both positive and negative roots are valid solutions. If we were to include source terms for total modes
including conjugates, we would excite all branches (ω = |ωp ± ωa|), though we set the amplitudes of the conjugates to zero for
simplicity.

In a similar way, in Fig. 2, we show the FFT obtained for an evolution triggered by the coupling between 2t0 and 2i1 os-
cillations (top panel), and between the 2t0 and 2i2 oscillations (bottom panel). As expected, we observe the additional mode
excitation with a frequency of 2t0 + 2i1 (≈ 69.0 Hz) for the coupling between 2t0 and 2i1, and with a frequency of 2t0 + 2i2 (≈
64.8 Hz) for the coupling between 2t0 and 2i2, highlighted by arrows in the right panels. However, in this case for the coupling
with i-mode oscillations, we observe not only the ℓ = 2 and ℓ = 4 modes but also many other, even-order (in ℓ) modes are
significantly excited. This result cannot be immediately understood from the analytic arguments surrounding Eq. (66). The
richness of the excited spectrum may come from the fact that the frequency of the additionally “superposed” excitation mode,
2t0 + 2i1 or 2t0 + 2i2, is higher than 4t0, and consequently the ℓt0-modes for ℓ ≥ 6 are also excited. In practice, in the coupling
of the 2t0 with the 2i-modes, the 4t0 and 6t0 modes, which are the two sides of the frequencies of 2t0 + 2i1 or 2t0 + 2i2, are
strongly excited, compared to the other modes.

We also note that excitations at higher frequencies (overtones) have more power in the FFT for cases coupled to s-modes,
while excitations with lower frequencies (fundamental oscillations) become stronger in cases with a coupling to an i-mode. Due
to this feature, as shown in Fig. 3, waveforms in cases with a linear-coupling to an i-mode (left panels) are of lower amplitude
(note the scaling on the axes) from that for the coupling with s-mode (right panel). We remind the reader that we have set the
(initial) amplitudes as equal for the seeding modes, and these have magnitude 1.
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FIG. 3. Waveforms of Y(2), excited due to the coupling of 2t0 with 2i2 (top-left), 2i1 (bottom-left), 2s1 (top-right), or 2s2 (bottom-right). We
note that the duration shown here for the coupling with i-modes (0.5 sec) is different from that with s-modes (0.1 sec).

B. Seeding via coupled overtones

Next, in Fig. 4, we show which modes are excited through the coupling of 2t1 (1st overtone of the torsional oscillations, rather
than the fundamental mode) with an i-mode [2i2 (black) or 2i1 (red)] in the top panel and with an s-mode [2s1 (black) or 2s2
(red)] in the bottom panel, focusing on the frequency range lower than 1 kHz.

Focusing first on the upper panel, we see that there are two closeby peaks at ∼ 900 Hz. One of these corresponds to the
2t1 and 4t1 oscillations (≈ 900 Hz), while the additional frequency denoted with an arrow (≈ 950 Hz), which does not appear
in the linear analysis, corresponds to 2t1 + 2i2 (2t1 + 2i1) for the coupling between 2t1 and 2i2 (2t1 and 2i1). The former of
these persists in the case with a shear mode coupling, while the latter does not. We find that, unlike the case of the coupling
of the fundamental torsional oscillations (Fig. 2) with the i-modes, the torsional-mode overtones actually become stronger than
the fundamental torsional modes, assuming that the amplitudes of the linear axial and polar perturbations in the source terms
are equal to one. This is interesting astrophysically as it suggests that higher-frequency modes might get excited to larger
amplitudes when considering higher-frequency seeds. In addition, since the frequency of the additional excitation (2t1 + 2i2 or
2t1 + 2i1) becomes much higher than those of the fundamental torsional oscillations, the strongest signals in the FFT among
the fundamental modes are associated with 2t0 and 4t0. The feature in the coupling of 2t1 with the s-modes is almost the same
as in the case of the coupling of 2t0, even though the frequency of the additional excitation lies outside of the frequency range
considered in the figure.

To consider such phenomena more generally, we show in Fig. 5 the FFTs computed from the waveforms of Y(2) when
considering seedings from the coupling of ℓt0 for ℓ = 3 − 6 with the 2i2- (top panel), 2i2- (middle panel), and 2si-modes for
i = 1, 2 (bottom panel), focusing on the frequency range lower than 200 Hz to best illustrate the spectral structure. One observes
a lot of mode excitations as well as the additional mode described earlier (with a frequency of ℓt0+ 2ii for i = 1, 2 in the case of
a coupling between ℓt0 and 2i-modes – couplings with the shear modes are higher frequency). The strongest peaks correspond
to this additional mode and those nearest neighbours in terms of frequency. In particular, the 2t0-mode is not excited for the
case of the coupling between 6t0 and 2i-modes, since the 2t0-mode frequency is located too far from the additional mode with
the frequency of 6t0 + 2ii for i = 1, 2. On the other hand, for the case of the coupling between the ℓt0 and 2s-modes, one can
observe the excitations of the ℓ′t0-modes with up to ℓ′ = ℓ+ 2, as discuss with Eq. (65). Even so, we find that three ℓ′t0-modes
with ℓ′ = ℓ− 2, ℓ, and ℓ+ 2 become much stronger signals for ℓ ≥ 4.

On the other hand, Fig. 6 is the same as Fig. 5, but with the coupling of ℓt1 instead of ℓt0 for ℓ = 3, 4, 5 and 6. In this
figure, we focus only on the frequency range lower than 200 Hz, but we find that the overtones (and the additional excitation,
which becomes in the frequency range of overtone now) are stronger than the fundamental oscillations, as shown in Fig. 4. In
the coupling of 3t1 with the 2i-modes, we find that the modes of 3t0 and 5t0 are strongly excited as expected with Eq. (65),
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the frequency induced by the couplings, which do not appear in the linear analysis.

unlike the case for the coupling with the fundamental torsional oscillations. In addition, for ℓ ≥ 4 we find that the modes of
ℓ′t0 with ℓ′ = ℓ± 2 become strong signals, while the mode with ℓt0 becomes weak. Meanwhile, in the coupling of ℓt1 with the
2s-modes, the feature is more or less similar to the case for the coupling of ℓt0 as shown in the bottom panel of Fig. 5. We note
that the frequency of ℓt1 weakly depends on the value of ℓ, but which modes are excited due to the mode coupling discussed in
this study strongly depends on the value of ℓ.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have derived equations describing the evolution of second-order, axisymmetric torsional oscillations inside
the elastic crust of a neutron star in general relativity. The relevant master equation, Eq. (60), was solved in the time domain
to determine the second-order displacement, Y(2), for a variety of astrophysically-motivated initial conditions. Though we only
evolve the second-order functions in the axial sector (i.e. we set V (2) = W (2) = 0), we self-consistently allow Y(2) to be
sourced by coupled axial-polar oscillations at first order. This represents a useful step forward towards the difficult inverse
problem of determining neutron star properties from oscillations observed in the tails of giant flares or other transients. Indeed,
most previous studies have focussed on the linear problem, while those that have been carried out at a non-linear level have not
included seeding by coupled axial-polar parents. Though we have not considered magnetic fields or crust-core coupling in this
paper, already the nonlinear analysis in our relatively simple case reveals some interesting features that are likely to apply to a
real, astrophysical star.

One of these features concerns the nature of excited daughters from a given pair of parents. In agreement with the analytic
predictions based on Legendre orthogonality (see Eqs. 65–69), a variety of modes can be excited from mixed couplings. Figs. 5
and 6 demonstrate a rich spectrum from just two seed modes of different multipolarity or tonality (torsional plus either interface
or shear modes), the amplitudes of which vary by several orders of magnitude and do not necessarily decrease with increasing
ℓ or n as one might naively expect. This implies that, in a real neutron star system where an elastic overstraining occurs, it is
critical to account for nonlinear dynamics.

There are several directions that would be worth pursuing in order to improve on this work. One of these concerns is feedback
in the coupling. In this study we have determined the linear oscillation spectrum via the eigenvalue problem, the solutions
of which then act as fixed (though still time-dependent) source terms in the second-order equation. However, a more realistic
approach would be to loop these into each other to study energy transfer, as in the Newtonian scheme devised by Dziembowski
[64] and others (e.g., [59, 60]). By including the energy transfer dynamics one can investigate the saturation amplitude of various
excited modes (see also Ref. [65]). These amplitudes can then be compared to the Bayes factors in various statistical analyses
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FIG. 5. FFT from the waveform obtained with the coupling of ℓt0 for ℓ = 3, 4, 5, 6 with 2i2 in the top panel, with 2i1 in the middle panel, and
with 2si for i = 1, 2 in the bottom panel.

for the dynamic spectra in various giant flare tails (e.g. [23]) to approach the inverse problem. Other obvious directions are to
include higher-order polar couplings, magnetic fields, and the core. Such studies will be carried out elsewhere.
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FIG. 6. Same as Fig. 5, but showing FFTs for cases sourced by couplings with ℓt1 instead of ℓt0.

Appendix A: Coupling terms appearing in the main text

In this Appendix, we collectively show the coupling terms appearing in the main text. In the order in which they appear, these
read

s0(P,A) =
1

2
eΦ

[
− Φ,rδu

r(1)δu
(1)
ϕ − δur(1)δu

(1)
ϕ,r − δuθ(1)δu

(1)
ϕ,θ

]
+

1

3
eΦδu

(1)
ϕ δuα(1)

;α , (A1)

s1(P,A) =
1

2
e−Φ

[
δu

(1)
ϕ δu

(1)
r,t + δu(1)

r δu
(1)
ϕ,t

]
, (A2)

s2(P,A) =
1

2
e−Φ

[
δu

(1)
ϕ δu

(1)
θ,t + δu

(1)
θ δu

(1)
ϕ,t

]
, (A3)

S0(P,A) =eΦ
[
s0(P,A)− δS

(1)
rϕ δu

r(1)
,t − δS

(1)
θϕ δu

θ(1)
,t − δS

(1)
ϕϕ δu

ϕ(1)
,t

]
, (A4)

S1(P,A) =eΦ
[
s1(P,A) +

2

3
δS

(1)
rϕ δuα(1)

;α − δur(1)δS
(1)
rϕ,r − δuθ(1)δS

(1)
rϕ,θ − δS

(1)
rϕ δur(1)

,r − δS
(1)
θϕ δuθ(1)

,r − δS
(1)
ϕϕ δu

ϕ(1)
,r

]
,

(A5)

S2(P,A) =eΦ
[
s2(P,A) +

2

3
δS

(1)
θϕ δuα(1)

;α − δur(1)δS
(1)
θϕ,r − δuθ(1)δS

(1)
θϕ,θ − δS

(1)
rϕ δu

r(1)
,θ − δS

(1)
θϕ δu

θ(1)
,θ − δS

(1)
ϕϕ δu

ϕ(1)
,θ

]
,

(A6)

SF (P,A) =
(ε+ p)e−2Φ

sin θ

{
δε(1) + δp(1)

ε+ p
∂ttY(1) + r(∂tW
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r
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FIG. 7. The FFT obtained from simulations with various resolutions in the radial direction, but fixed angular resolution Nθ = 60. The legend
values indicate Nr ×Nθ . For reference, the vertical dotted lines denote the ℓ = 2 frequencies of the fundamental (23.9 Hz) and 1st-overtone
(898.5 Hz) torsional oscillations determined via the eigenvalue problem.

where we note that δur(1) and δuθ(1), which correspond to W (1) and V (1), are of polar parity, while δu
(1)
ϕ , which corresponds

to Y(1), is axial.

Appendix B: Numerical convergence tests

In this Appendix, we examine the dependence of numerical results on the employed resolution. For this purpose, we study the
time evolution of Eq. (61), assuming that SF (P,A) = SS(P,A) = 0, which is equivalent to the linear perturbation analysis for
the torsional oscillations. So, we should confirm that the specific oscillation frequencies obtained from fast Fourier transform
(FFTs) of the time-dependent simulation data are close to the frequencies determined via the eigenvalue problem in the no-
coupling limit. First, we consider a simulation with initial data given by (say)

Ỹ(2)(r, θ) =
1

3

(
r

Re

)2
[
1−

(
r

Re

)
+

(
r

Re

)2
]
cos θ, (B1)

which corresponds to an ℓ = 2-like profile, because Ỹ in the linear analysis is expressed as Ỹ ∼ ∂θPℓ/ sin θ and ∂θPℓ=2 =
3 sin θ cos θ, even though the radial profile is arbitrary with the radius of the interface between the crust and envelope, Re.

Using the initial condition given by Eq. (B1), one can expect that only ℓ = 2 torsional oscillations would be excited because
the linear perturbations are not coupled with each other (recalling we have set the sources to zero). In Fig. 7, we show the FFT,
using the simulation data following evolution for 1 second, by adjusting the radial grid number Nr while keeping the angular
one fixed (Nθ = 60). In the same figure, we also plot, for reference, the fundamental and 1st overtone frequencies determined
via the eigenvalue problem, computed as 23.9 and 898.5 Hz respectively, with dotted vertical lines. We see that the frequency
of the 1st overtone determined with the simulation is severely impacted by a lower radial resolution until Nr ≳ 500. To more
closely compare the accuracy of the frequencies obtained from the simulation lasting one second, fFFT (symbols), with the
eigenvalues, feigen (dashed lines), the two values are shown as a function of Nr in Fig. 8; the top and middle panels respectively
correspond to the frequencies of the fundamental and 1st overtone torsional oscillations. Since the simulation spans 1 second,
our ability to resolve individual frequencies is limited to a band of width ∼ 1 Hz – for our purposes, such a Nyquist frequency
is already sufficiently small, though we increase the run duration to 10 seconds in the next section. Nevertheless, one observes
accuracy improvements with Nr until Nr ∼ 500. To clarify this point, we also check the relative deviation, ∆, of fFFT from
feigen, calculated through

∆ =
|fFFT − feigen|

feigen
. (B2)

The results are shown in the bottom panel of Fig. 8. In light of this test, we hereafter adopt Nr = 500 in this study.
In a similar way, if one selects an ℓ = 3 mode-like initial condition, i.e., Ỹ(2) ∼ 5 cos2 θ − 1, and checks the FFT using the

simulation data, one can see that only 3t0 is excited among the fundamental oscillations, while 2t0 is not excited. Or, if one
selects the sum of ℓ = 2 and ℓ = 3 mode-like profiles as an initial condition, one can see that 2t0 and 3t0 are simultaneously
excited among the fundamental oscillations.



17

24

25

26

2t
0 

(H
z)

23.9 Hz

600

700

800

900

2t
1 

(H
z)

898.5 Hz

0 100 200 300 400 500
10–3

10–2

10–1

Nr

Δ

2t0

2t1
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time evolution on the grid number Nr in the radial direction, where the grid number in the θ direction is fixed to Nθ = 60. The horizontal
dashed lines denote the frequencies determined via the eigenvalue problem. In the bottom panel, the relative deviation from the frequencies
determined via the eigenvalue problem is shown.

Next, we investigate the dependence on Nθ. The oscillations with larger ℓ have more nodes in the angular direction. So, to see
the dependence on Nθ, it is necessary to study oscillations with large ℓ. For this purpose, we adopt the initial condition given by

Ỹ(2)(r, θ) =

(
r

Re

)2
[
1−

(
r

Re

)
+

(
r

Re

)2
]
cos9 θ(1 + cos θ), (B3)

which, importantly, does not correspond to the angular profile of any specific mode. Even so, since cos9 θ and cos10 θ resemble
that of ℓ = 10 and 11 modes, we can expect excitations of modes corresponding to ℓ ≤ 11. Using the initial condition given
by Eq. (B3) and evolving for 1 second, we compute the FFT shown in Fig. 9 for various angular resolutions: Nθ = 30 (solid),
60 (dashed), and 120 (dotted). One can observe that the deviation from the eigenvalue-determined frequencies grows with ℓ and
is also larger for lower resolution. In Fig. 10, the relative deviation calculated with Eq. (B2) is shown as a function of Nθ for
ℓ = 6− 10. In any case, we find that one reasonably resolve modes reaching ℓ ≃ 10 with Nθ = 90 or 120.
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