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ABSTRACT
The merger of a black hole (BH) and a neutron star (NS) in most cases is expected to leave no material

around the remnant BH; therefore, such events are often considered as sources of gravitational waves
without electromagnetic counterparts. However, a bright counterpart can emerge if the NS is strongly
magnetized, as its external magnetosphere can experience radiative shocks and magnetic reconnection
during/after the merger. We use magnetohydrodynamic simulations in the dynamical spacetime of a
merging BH–NS binary to investigate its magnetospheric dynamics. We find that compressive waves
excited in the magnetosphere develop into monster shocks as they propagate outward. After swallowing
the NS, the BH acquires a magnetosphere that quickly evolves into a split monopole configuration and
then undergoes an exponential decay (balding), enabled by magnetic reconnection and also assisted by
the ring-down of the remnant BH. This spinning BH drags the split monopole into rotation, forming a
transient pulsar-like state. It emits a striped wind if the swallowed magnetic dipole moment is inclined
to the spin axis. We predict two types of transients from this scenario: (1) a fast radio burst emitted
by the shocks as they expand to large radii and (2) an X/γ-ray burst emitted by the e± outflow heated
by magnetic dissipation.

Keywords: Black holes (162), General relativity (641), Gamma-ray bursts (629), High energy astro-
physics (739), Neutron stars (1108), Plasma astrophysics (1261), X-ray bursts (1814), Radio
bursts (1339), Transient sources (1851), Relativistic binary stars (1386)

1. INTRODUCTION

Merging black hole (BH)–neutron star (NS) binaries
are promising sources of gravitational waves (GWs) (see,
e.g. Abbott et al. 2021, 2020; Abac et al. 2024, for re-
cent detections). Depending on the mass ratio of the
system and spin of the black hole, near-equal mass sys-
tems can feature tidal disruption of the neutron star
during merger, leading to dynamical mass ejection and
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the formation of a massive disk (Foucart 2012; Foucart
et al. 2018). These can power electromagnetic (EM)
counterparts such as kilonova afterglows (Lattimer &
Schramm 1974; Li & Paczynski 1998; Tanaka et al. 2014;
Kawaguchi et al. 2016; Fernández et al. 2017; Metzger
2020; Gottlieb et al. 2023a; Kawaguchi et al. 2024) and
gamma-ray bursts (GRBs) (Janka et al. 1999; Etienne
et al. 2012a,b; Paschalidis et al. 2015; Shapiro 2017; Ruiz
et al. 2018; Hayashi et al. 2022; Gottlieb et al. 2023b;
Martineau et al. 2024). However, the high mass ratio
typical of such systems (Abbott et al. 2021; Abac et al.
2024) would likely result in a non-disruptive merger,
leaving little or no matter surrounding the remnant BH
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(Foucart 2012; Foucart et al. 2018). Most BH–NS merg-
ers are expected to fall in this latter category and be
EM-quiet (Fragione 2021; Biscoveanu et al. 2022), sup-
ported by the absence of EM counterparts to previous
detections (e.g. Anand et al. 2021).

On the other hand, neutron stars can be equipped
with strong exterior magnetic fields, leading to potential
EM counterparts from magnetospheric interactions with
their binary companion. Previously studied scenarios
can be broadly split into two groups. Transients before
merger (precursors) can be produced through magne-
tospheric interactions (McWilliams & Levin 2011; Lai
2012; Piro 2012; Paschalidis et al. 2013; Carrasco et al.
2019, 2021) including flares (Most & Philippov 2023; Be-
loborodov 2021), or through gravitationally driven res-
onances in the neutron star such as crustal shattering
(Tsang et al. 2012; Penner et al. 2012; Most et al. 2024a).
Potential transients at merger (concurrent EM counter-
part) have been attributed to either a net electric charge
of the black hole (Levin et al. 2018; Zhang 2019; Dai
2019; Pan & Yang 2019; Zhong et al. 2019), or magnetic
flux shedding during the merger process (D’Orazio &
Levin 2013; Mingarelli et al. 2015; D’Orazio et al. 2016;
East et al. 2021).

Predicting magnetospheric dynamics of the merger
is intrinsically complicated by various competing pro-
cesses, some of which can be inferred from previous nu-
merical studies of a NS gravitationally collapsing into
a BH. In this related scenario, part of the magnetic
field is immediately shed during the collapse (Baum-
garte & Shapiro 2003; Lehner et al. 2012; Palenzuela
2013; Most et al. 2018). In the absence of resistive
dissipation, the resulting BH can in principle acquire
a net electric charge (Nathanail et al. 2017). However,
pair-production in realistic environments will lead to an
active magnetosphere supporting magnetic flux decay
(balding) of the BH (Lyutikov & McKinney 2011; Brans-
grove et al. 2021; Selvi et al. 2024). On a technical level,
most of the studies in numerical relativity have made use
of the force-free electrodynamics or vacuum approaches
to study magnetospheric dynamics. Compared to mag-
netohydrodynamic (MHD) approaches explicitly track-
ing matter dynamics, these crucially miss out the forma-
tion of monster radiative shocks from fast magnetosonic
waves (Beloborodov 2023) as was recently demonstrated
by Most et al. (2024a), which could be responsible for
some of the high-energy emission in this process.

Here, we present general relativistic (GR-)MHD sim-
ulations in full numerical relativity of a merging BH–NS
binary, in which the NS is swallowed whole. While BH–
NS merger simulations in GRMHD have become com-
mon (e.g., Chawla et al. 2010; Etienne et al. 2012a,b;

Kiuchi et al. 2015; Ruiz et al. 2018, 2020; Most et al.
2021; Hayashi et al. 2022, 2023; Izquierdo et al. 2024,
tracking the magnetospheric evolution requires special
flooring techniques (Tchekhovskoy et al. 2013; Parfrey
& Tchekhovskoy 2017). We employ such a sophisti-
cated MHD strategy to track the evolution of magneto-
sphere throughout inspiral and merger. Our simulations
identify novel types of shock-powered and reconnection-
driven transients from a BH–NS merger. Specifically, we
show that monster shocks are formed during the final
phase of the inspiral, which can primarily source X-ray
and radio bursts. In the post-merger phase, we find that
the magnetosphere of the remnant BH re-arranges into
a short-lived black hole pulsar state (Selvi et al. 2024),
capable of powering X-ray transients that may last for
several milliseconds.

We describe the simulation setup and the configura-
tion of the binary in Sec. 2. This is followed by detailed
discussions of two new transients from non-disrupting
BH–NS mergers. First, we present the formation of
monster shocks in Sec. 3. Next, we provide a detailed
analysis of the black hole pulsar state that our simula-
tions reveal in Sec. 4. We discuss the properties of the
expected EM emissions in Sec. 5. Finally, we conclude
by summarizing our findings in Sec. 6. Unless other-
wise stated, we adopt Gaussian units with c = G = 1

throughout this paper.

2. METHODS

We track the time evolution of a BH–NS binary as
well as the common binary magnetosphere using ideal
GRMHD for dynamical spacetimes (Duez et al. 2005).
To this end, we need to specify both initial conditions
and evolution parameters.

We use the Kadath/FUKA (Papenfort et al. 2021;
Grandclement 2010) initial data framework to construct
BH–NS initial data in extended conformal thin sand-
wich (XCTS) form (Grandclement 2006; Taniguchi et al.
2007, 2008; Foucart et al. 2008; Tacik et al. 2016). In or-
der to ensure that the NS is fully swallowed at merger,1

we adopt a non-spinning NS with mass MNS = 1.4M⊙
using the APR4 equation of state (Akmal et al. 1998),
and a BH with mass MBH = 8.0M⊙ and dimensionless
spin a = 0.3 aligned with the orbital axis (ẑ). The ini-
tial orbital separation of the binary is 60km, resulting
in ∼ 1.5 orbits before the merger. The neutron star is
initially magnetized with a dipolar field with a strength
|B∗| = 1.9×1016 G at the magnetic poles on the surface.
The precise value of the magnetic field is unimportant

1 See Foucart (2012); Foucart et al. (2018) for the allowed param-
eter space of a non-disrupting BH–NS merger.
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Figure 1. Merger of the BH–NS binary in our simulations, where the neutron star is swallowed whole. The entire process
shown in this figure happens in less than one millisecond.

for the magnetospheric dynamics we study, since we fix
the properties of the magnetosphere in terms of dimen-
sionless quantities such as magnetization σ = b2/ρ, and
plasma β = 2P/b2, where b2 is the magnetic energy den-
sity, ρ the rest-mass density and P the pressure. This al-
lows us to rescale the resulting magnetospheric dynamics
to arbitrary magnetic field strength. However, for purely
numerical reasons we have found that using a stronger
field strength eases the transition to a near force-free
magnetosphere near the stellar surface in the inspiral
computationally. Nevertheless, the chosen strength of
the magnetic field hardly impacts the bulk dynamics of
the NS (the plasma beta parameter is around β ∼ 103

inside the NS during the inspiral). We simulate three
models with an initial inclination between the magnetic
dipole moment and the orbital axis θB = 0◦, 30◦, and
60◦. The initial NS magnetic field is inclined toward the
companion BH at t = 0.

Dynamical evolutions are performed with the
Einstein Toolkit framework (Loffler et al. 2012), us-
ing the Frankfurt/IllinoisGRMHD (FIL) (Most et al.
2019; Etienne et al. 2015) code for solving the ideal
GRMHD equations in a dynamical spacetime. The
spacetime is evolved using FIL’s numerical relativity
solver, which implements the Z4c equations (Bernuzzi &
Hilditch 2010; Hilditch et al. 2013) in moving puncture
gauge (Alcubierre et al. 2003) using a fourth-order finite-
difference discretization (Zlochower et al. 2005). The
ideal GRMHD equations are solved using the ECHO
scheme (Del Zanna et al. 2007) with upwind constraint
transport (Londrillo & Del Zanna 2004). Similar to
our previous work (Most et al. 2024a), the fourth-order
derivative corrector in the ECHO scheme showed less ro-
bust behavior at strongly magnetized shockfronts, and
we have disabled it in our runs. A key feature of our

simulations is the ability to track the common mag-
netospheric dynamics in full MHD as opposed to vac-
uum or force-free electrodynamics. While several stud-
ies have evolved magnetic fields in the exterior region
in the context of BH–NS mergers (Paschalidis et al.
2015; Ruiz et al. 2018, 2020), reproducing correct (near-
) force-free magnetospheric dynamics within the MHD
formulation requires the use of robust primitive inver-
sion schemes (Kastaun et al. 2021) and special floor-
ing techniques (Tchekhovskoy et al. 2013; Parfrey &
Tchekhovskoy 2017), unlike floors commonly used in nu-
merical relativity simulations (e.g. Poudel et al. 2020).
A detailed prescription of the floors we use here is pro-
vided in Most et al. (2024a). It is precisely this flooring
scheme that allows us to correctly capture and uncover
the transients we present in this study. Similar to Most
et al. (2024a), we have supplemented the high-density
cold equation of state used in the initial data with a ther-
mal equation of state, Pth = ρϵ, which primarily governs
the magnetospheric dynamics. Here Pth is the thermal
pressure, and ϵ the specific internal energy. We use
a three-dimensional Cartesian grid with eight levels of
nested moving mesh refinement (Schnetter et al. 2004).
The coarsest grid extends to [−3025km, 3025km]3 and
the finest resolution is 168m. The finest grid level con-
sists of two patches covering 2–3× the size of the NS as
well as of the BH, being centered to and tracking each
of them.

A detailed description of the initial evolution of non-
disruptive BH–NS mergers can be found elsewhere (see
e.g. Kyutoku et al. 2021, for a recent review). Since the
magnetospheric transients in our simulations are mainly
driven during and after the merger, we briefly depict the
merger process in Figure 1, which highlights the high
degree of spatial asymmetry present in the process, and
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consequently, the need for full numerical relativity not
only for the spacetime evolution but particularly to cor-
rectly determine the geometry of magnetic field in the
post-merger phase.

3. MONSTER SHOCK

The initially dipolar magnetosphere of the NS is
sheared in the vicinity of the BH before and during
merger. This perturbation will launch waves into the
magnetosphere, which will either be transverse (Alfvén)
wave propagating along the magnetic field, or be a com-
pressional (fast magnetosonic) wave. In a dipole back-
ground field, the compressional waves are expected from
any non-toroidal perturbation in the magnetosphere, as
happens during the merger.

Propagation of fast magnetosonic waves to larger radii
r is not affected by the background field as long as their
wave amplitude E = δB ∝ r−1 is much smaller than
the background dipole field Bbg ∝ r−3. With increasing
r, this condition becomes broken, B2 − E2 approaches
zero, and the plasma drift speed in the wave approaches
the speed of light.2 will only happen efficiently on closed
field lines inside the light cylinder, in turn requiring a
minimum amplitude of the perturbation (see, e.g., Most
et al. (2024b) for a discussion in the context of non-linear
steepening of Alfvén waves). Recent analytical (Be-
loborodov 2023) and numerical (Chen et al. 2022; Van-
thieghem & Levinson 2025) works have demonstrated
that this leads to the formation of monster shocks (see
also Lyubarsky (2003) for earlier work). In particular,
in the equatorial plane of the magnetic dipole, the shock
appears when δB ≈ Bbg/2, which impliesB2−E2 touch-
ing zero at the trough of the compressional wave. Near
this point, the plasma develops a characteristic negative
velocity vr < 0, which leads to shock formation in front
of the crest of the wave. In practice, searching for zones
with vr < 0 provides a simple way to identify regions
of shock formation, in addition to detection of velocity
jumps and localized heating spikes. A similar analysis
was performed in Most et al. (2024a) to demonstrate
shock formation in the magnetosphere of a collapsing
magnetar.

In our simulations, the inspiral of the magnetized NS
drives a continuous excitation of magnetosonic waves in
the magnetosphere, peaking around the plunge of the NS
into the BH. The final plunge of the NS injects a strong
rarefaction mode into the surrounding magnetosphere
as the NS bulk velocity is maximally radially inward at

2 Orbiting systems possess an orbital light cylinder, rLC ∼ 1/Ωorb,
set by the orbital frequency Ωorb. Steepening or distortion of the
waves induced by a decreasing Bbg

the moment. In Fig. 2, we show the excited magneto-
sphere about half an orbit before the plunge for aligned
(θB = 0◦) magnetic axis. We find that the wave emit-
ted during the plunge leads to the development of a large
vr < 0 region characteristic of the monster shock, which
we show in the top row of Fig. 3. This phenomenology of
a leading shock with surrounding weaker shocks resem-
bles the results for the collapsing magnetar (Most et al.
2024a), and approximately agrees with the analytical
prediction (Beloborodov 2023, see Fig. 7 therein).

The profile of γvr across the shock region is affected
by deviations of Bbg from a pure dipole due to the or-
bital motion of the NS. As an additional validation, we
have also confirmed that the regions with vr < 0 develop
E2 ≈ B2 plateaus, corroborating that the observed fea-
ture is the monster shock.

We have also identified monster shocks for the inclined
models. One such model with θB = 60◦ is shown in
in the bottom row of Fig. 3. We caution that due to
the misalignment between magnetic equator and orbital
plane, the strongest part of the shock will appear off
the shown yz plane, and the trough of the wave preced-
ing the monster shock might not strongly exhibit vr < 0.
Yet, we can clearly identify a similar leading shock struc-
ture as in the aligned case.

4. TRANSIENT BLACK HOLE PULSAR

In this section, we present a detailed analysis of the
evolution of the post-merger magnetosphere, defined as
the region within the light sphere (r/c ≤ t − tmerger),
with a special emphasis on the near-horizon dynamics.
The merger remnant settles down to a Kerr BH with the
mass M = 9.2M⊙ and the dimensionless spin a = 0.57.
Relevant length and time scales are rg ≡ GM/c2 =

13.6km and rg/c = 46µs, or equivalently 1 millisecond
amounts to ∼ 22rg/c. The angular velocity of the outer
event horizon is ΩH = ac/2r+ = 3.43 × 103s−1, where
r+ = rg(1 +

√
1− a2) ≈ 25 km is the outer horizon ra-

dius. While we will quote values measured from our sim-
ulation data in the following discussions, we caution that
it is nontrivial to map our results (especially time scales)
in a coordinate-independent manner to those obtained
from other studies that used a fixed Kerr background,
since our merger simulations are performed using dy-
namically evolved coordinates.

4.1. Relaxation into a rotating split-monopole

The remnant BH is immersed in a dipole-like mag-
netic field shortly after the merger. Since black holes
cannot support closed magnetic field lines (MacDonald
& Thorne 1982), the dipole gets stretched out, with the
magnetic field lines opening up near the magnetic equa-
tor. In consequence, the BH magnetosphere transitions
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Figure 2. Poloidal structure (cut in the yz plane) of the perturbed magnetosphere of the BH–NS binary 0.9 ms before merger
for the aligned (θB = 0◦) model. Fast magnetosonic waves have toroidal electric fields Eϕ (left), and Alfvén waves have toroidal
magnetic perturbations δBϕ (right). Streamlines show fluid velocity in the left panel and magnetic field lines in the right panel.
The BH and NS are shown with a black and blue circle, respectively.

into a split-monopole topology (Komissarov 2004a), and
begins to dissipate the magnetic field energy at the cur-
rent sheet. The inclination of the split-monopole con-
figuration depends on the initial inclination of the NS
magnetic field. For all simulations, the topology of mag-
netic field lines transitions into a split-monopole over
a timescale of 1 ms,3 which is consistent with multiple
light crossing times across the horizon (2r+/c ≈ 0.2ms).

The distribution of magnetic flux on the remnant BH
is initially highly localized to the spot through which the
NS plunged into (Fig. 1). Over the transition period to
a split-monopole (t − tmerger ≲ 1ms), the magnetic flux
density on the BH horizon is redistributed, relaxing into
a relatively uniform distribution by t − tmerger ≈ 2ms.
The upper panels of Fig. 4 show the post-merger mag-
netosphere at t− tmerger = 3.3ms for the aligned model
(θB = 0◦), displaying an axisymmetric split-monopole
magnetosphere centered on the BH. Magnetic energy of
the magnetosphere is partially dissipated via reconnec-
tion in the equatorial current sheet, heating the plasma,
as can be seen from the plot of Pth/ρ in Fig. 4.

3 A similar reordering and collimation of the post-merger magnetic
field may also have been observed in previous works (East et al.
2021).

The frame dragging of the remnant BH induces co-
rotation of magnetic field lines and forms a rotating
split-monopole. The angular velocity of the magnetic
field lines in an axisymmetric force-free split-monopole
magnetosphere around a Kerr BH is given as ΩF =

a/8M to leading order in the spin (Komissarov 2004b;
Armas et al. 2020). For arbitrary high spins, ΩF can be
calculated either with a perturbative analytic expansion
(e.g. Armas et al. 2020) or using an iterative numeri-
cal method (e.g. Contopoulos et al. 2013; Nathanail &
Contopoulos 2014). The ratio ΩF /ΩH , which is 1/2 in
the limit a → 0, remains ≲ 1% different from 1/2 for
the spin a ≤ 0.7 (e.g. see Figure 1 of Contopoulos et al.
2013). Therefore, in the case of our merger remnant BH
with a = 0.57, we can safely assume ΩF /ΩH ≃ 0.5.

For the aligned (θB = 0◦) model, we measure the ro-
tation angular velocity of magnetic field lines as

ΩF =
−y (ux/u0) + x (uy/u0)

ϖ2
, (1)

where uµ is the four-velocity of the plasma and ϖ =√
r2 − z2 is the (coordinate) cylindrical radius. This

description is appropriate for the ideal MHD limit we
consider. Fig. 5 shows the measured ΩF /ΩH over a
spherical surface r = 2.4 rg encompassing the remnant
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Figure 3. Monster shocks launched from BH–NS mergers. Shown here are the Lorentz factor (left panels) and the radial spatial
velocity (right panels) on the meridional (xz) plane. Dashed orange circles are light spheres with the radius r = c(t− tmerger).
(Top) Simulation snapshot from the aligned model (θB = 0◦). A monster shock can be found near x ≃ 250km, with its
characteristic feature of a plasma moving radially inward (vr < 0) preceding the shockfront. (Bottom) Inclined model θB = 60◦.
A similar feature can be seen near x ≃ −400km.

BH.4 We observe that the rotation angular velocity of
magnetic field lines converges to ΩH/2 and the asymme-
try present in its distribution is decayed out over time.
In addition to the magnetic field morphology shown in
Fig. 4, this provides solid evidence that the post-merger
magnetosphere relaxes into a rotating split-monopole.

As naturally expected, for inclined magnetic field, the
remnant BH settles down to a rotating, inclined split-
monopole magnetosphere. The resulting global dynam-
ics of the magnetosphere closely resembles that of a

4 When computing the horizon angular velocity ΩH , we used the
mean radius of the instantaneous apparent horizon of the BH.

tilted pulsar, akin to a recently proposed black hole pul-
sar state (Selvi et al. 2024). We present detailed discus-
sions on this transient BH pulsar in later sections.

4.2. Rotation and alignment of current sheets

The spinning remnant BH induces a rotation of the
magnetic field lines and the current sheets via frame
dragging with respect to its spin axis. In the follow-
ing, we would like to track the motion of current sheets.
These are easily identified with the (toroidal) electric
current, jϕ, which we here approximate via its Newto-
nian expression,

jϕ ≈ ϵϕij∂iBj . (2)
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Figure 4. Post-merger magnetosphere of the remnant black hole having settled down to a rotating split monopole. The physical
quantities are shown in the xz plane. Left: fluid Lorentz factor γ. Right: ratio of the thermal pressure pth to the rest energy
density ρc2. Black solid lines show the in-plane magnetic field lines. An equatorial current sheet is formed at which the magnetic
field lines in upper and lower hemispheres reconnect, dissipating magnetic energy and causing a flux decay (balding) of the BH.
The inner magnetosphere is driven to co-rotate with the BH due to frame dragging. As a result, the post-merger magnetosphere
of an inclined model (e.g. θB = 30◦, bottom panels) exhibits features similar to those of tilted pulsars (see also Fig. 10). The
spin axis of the BH is along ẑ in all models.
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Figure 5. Angular velocity of magnetic field lines threading
the apparent BH horizon for θB = 0◦ simulation. Shown are
the distribution of ΩF for each latitude and the stationary
axisymmetric force-free solution ΩF ≃ ΩH/2 (red dashed
line).

We then analyze the time evolution of the current on a
fixed spherical surface of radius r = 2.4rg. In Fig. 6,
we show the distribution of |jϕ| on the meridional arc
ϕ = 0 (x > 0, y = 0) for all simulations. The equatorial
current sheet in the aligned case (θB = 0◦) does not
exhibit notable modulations in its latitude, where we
have confirmed in Sec. 4.1 that the magnetosphere is in
fact rotating with ΩF = 0.5ΩH . For the inclined cases,
rotation of the current sheet is clearly seen in Fig. 6.
The time interval between neighboring peaks is about
3.5 ms, revealing that the current sheet is rotating with
about half of the horizon angular velocity.

Over each meridional lines (ϕ = const.) on the spheri-
cal surface r = 2.4rg, we collect the latitude α0(ϕ) with
the maximum value of |jϕ|, which is effectively the lati-
tude of the current sheet at that azimuthal angle. Then
we define the current sheet inclination angle χ as5

χ =
max[α0(ϕ)]−min[α0(ϕ)]

2
. (3)

In Fig. 7, we show the measured χ(t) from θB = 30◦, 60◦

simulations. A nonlinear deformation of the NS during
the merger is found to greatly enhance the inclination
angle of the magnetic field around the merger remnant,
resulting in χ ≈ 60◦ for θB = 30◦. We observe a gradual
decay in χ(t) for both models, indicating the alignment
of the current sheet with respect to the BH spin axis over
time, which is consistent with the result of Selvi et al.
(2024). However, here we can only provide a crude es-
timate on the alignment timescale τχ ≈ 1000–2000 rg/c,
being limited by a short simulation time and a mild spin

5 See the section 3 of Selvi et al. (2024) for an alternative method
to measure χ(t) in terms of the magnetic moment.

of the BH. We also caution that the observed alignment
timescale could be affected by a high numerical dissipa-
tion (see Sec. 4.3).

4.3. Balding and ring-down of the remnant BH

In a split-monopole magnetosphere of a stationary
BH, the total magnetic flux threading the horizon

ΦB =
1

2

∮
|Br|dΩ, (4)

exponentially decays as a result of magnetic reconnec-
tion in the current sheet (Lyutikov & McKinney 2011;
Bransgrove et al. 2021; Selvi et al. 2024). In the top
panel of Fig. 8, we show the decay of the horizon mag-
netic flux ΦB for all simulations. Overall, the decay
times shown in Fig. 8 are an order of magnitude shorter
than those from the MHD simulations of Bransgrove
et al. (2021) and Selvi et al. (2024). This is likely due
to artificially high numerical resistivity (i.e., low spatial
grid resolution) compared to those studies. At higher
resolution than we use, our MHD solution will equally
not be able to recover the correct collisionless reconnec-
tion rate (Sironi & Spitkovsky 2014; Bransgrove et al.
2021). We therefore treat our results mainly qualita-
tively, in that the BH pulsar forms and balds, and de-
fer quantitative conclusions to an analytical model dis-
cussed in Sec. 4.4.

The magnetic flux decay timescale τΦ is almost iden-
tical for both of the inclined models, while the aligned
model exhibits about 30% faster decay until t−tmerger ≲
6ms. However, in a split monopole magnetosphere of a
stationary Kerr BH, the timescale τΦ may not notably
depend on the current sheet inclination angle χ (Selvi
et al. 2024). We investigate the origin of the accelerated
magnetic flux decay by examining additional physical
quantities, as follows.

Electromagnetic and gravitational perturbations
around a BH can be analyzed by means of the Newman-
Penrose (NP) scalars (Teukolsky 1972, 1973)

ψ4 = −Cabcdnam̄bncm̄d, (5)

ϕ2 = Fabm̄
anb, (6)

where Cabcd is the Weyl tensor, Fab is the electromag-
netic field tensor, and (la, na,ma, m̄a) are orthonormal
null tetrads

la = (ta + ra)/
√
2, (7)

na = (ta − ra)/
√
2, (8)

ma = (θa + iϕa)/
√
2. (9)

We use the dominant (l,m) = (2, 2) quadrupole mode of
ψ4 to monitor the BH ringdown, and the (l,m) = (1, 1)
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Figure 6. A spacetime diagram of the approximate electric current
∣∣jϕ∣∣ on a meridional arc ϕ = 0 at r = 2.4rg in three

simulations with different initial inclinations of the NS magnetic dipole moment (θB = 0◦, 30◦, 60◦), displaying the latitude
of the post-merger magnetospheric BH current sheet. For the inclined models (θB = 30◦, 60◦), the periodic oscillation in the
latitude represents the rotation of the inclined current sheet. The orbital current sheet of the NS in the inspiral phase is also
visible for t− tmerger ≲ −2ms, where tmerger indicates the merger time.
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Figure 7. Time evolution of the current sheet inclination
angle χ for the θB = 30◦, 60◦ models.

dipole mode of ϕ2 to monitor the electromagnetic mod-

ulation in the magnetosphere.6 We show the imaginary
part of ϕ(l=1,m=1)

2 and ψ
(l=2,m=2)
4 (hereafter denoted

simply as ϕ2 and ψ4 for brevity) in the middle and lower
panels of Fig. 8. In the following discussions, we denote
the exponential decay time scale of the NP scalar ϕ2
(ψ4) as τNP

ϕ (τNP
ψ ).

We compute the quasi-normal mode (QNM) frequen-
cies of the remnant BH for (s, l,m) = (−2, 2, 2) and
(s, l,m) = (−1, 1, 1) fundamental modes using the qnm
package (Stein 2019). The imaginary parts of the two
QNM frequencies are both around 12 rg/c. From the
real parts, we obtain the oscillation period 0.94ms for
ϕ2 and 0.59ms for ψ4. The damped sinusoidal oscilla-

6 The NP scalar ψ4 corresponds to the outgoing gravitational radi-
ation at null infinity. The Maxwell NP scalar ϕ2 is proportional
to the complex electric field Eθ + iEϕ. In an axisymmetric back-
ground magnetic field, Eθ corresponds to the Alfvénic modes and
Eϕ to the fast magnetosonic modes.
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Figure 8. Top: total magnetic flux extracted on a spherical
surface r = 2.4rg near the apparent horizon. The result from
θB = 30◦ (cyan solid line) and θB = 60◦ (orange solid line)
are lying almost on top of each other. Middle: imaginary
part of (l,m) = (1, 1) mode of the Maxwell Newman-Penrose
(NP) scalar ϕ2 extracted at r = 4.3rg. Bottom: imaginary
part of (l,m) = (2, 2) mode of the NP scalar ψ4 extracted at
r = 4.3rg. We only show the result from θB = 0◦ since the
result is almost identical for all simulations. Exponential de-
cays with timescales 31rg/c, 23rg/c and 13rg/c are indicated
by the black dashed, blue dotted, and red dashed lines.

tion of ψ4, shown in the bottom panel of Fig. 8, agrees
well with both real and imaginary parts of the computed
QNM frequency.

Inclined magnetic field (θB = 30◦, 60◦) — Both simu-
lations show τNP

ϕ = 31rg/c, which is the same as their
magnetic flux decaying timescale τΦ. Periodic oscilla-
tions of ϕ2 for t − tmerger ≳ 1.5ms are coming from
the rotation of current sheets (see Fig. 6), which has a
half-period of 2π/ΩH ≈ 1.8ms. From the fact that the
measured decay timescales τΦ and τNP

ϕ not only agree
with each other but also being disparate from the QNM
frequency, we deduce that τΦ = 31rg/c is the the flux
decay timescale of the BH pulsar due to magnetic recon-
nection in our setup, and the time decay of ϕ2 is simply
a consequence of the declining magnetic field strength.

Aligned magnetic field (θB = 0◦) — In the early phase
of the ringdown (t− tmerger ≤ 5ms), ϕ2 exhibits a rapid
decay with τNP

ϕ ≈ τNP
ψ . The period of the oscillations in

ϕ2, which lasts about 2.5 cycles, is measured to be 0.9ms
and shows a good agreement with the QNM frequency
(0.94ms). This indicates that the evolution of the post-
merger magnetosphere is dominated by the ringdown of
the BH, which rapidly sheds off magnetic fluxes from
the horizon. We show ϕ2 in the meridional (xz) plane
in Fig. 9. The magnetic flux shedding driven by QNMs
induces episodes of quasi-periodic modulations in the
magnetosphere, which leads to a more rapid reconnec-
tion of the field lines on the equatorial plane. The same
process has been also observed by Most et al. (2024a)
for the gravitational collapse of a NS with its spin axis
aligned with the magnetic moment. On the other hand,
both τΦ and τNP

ϕ are slowed down to ≈ 31rg/c later in
t − tmerger ≥ 6ms, implying that the balding process of
the BH begins to be affected more by resistivity. The
magnetic flux shedding by QNMs becomes subdominant
as gravitational perturbations fade out, then the flux
decay is governed by magnetic reconnection afterwards.
We caution that this observed behavior may change at
higher numerical resolutions, which will exhibit a bet-
ter scale separation between plasma and gravitational
effects.

4.4. Striped wind

The rotation of an inclined split-monopole magneto-
sphere on a BH leads to a striped wind (Selvi et al. 2024)
which appears to be similar to those from oblique pul-
sars (e.g. Michel 1982; Petri 2012; Tchekhovskoy et al.
2013; Cerutti & Philippov 2017), albeit without the
presence of a closed zone. We illustrate this in Fig. 10
for the θB = 30◦ simulation, where the sign change in
the toroidal magnetic field is clearly visible. Different
from a stationary pulsar solution with Bϕ ∼ 1/r (Michel
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Figure 9. Imaginary part of the Maxwell Newman-Penrose scalar ϕ(l=1,m=1)
2 , corresponding approximately to outgoing fast

magnetosonic waves, on the vertical (xz) plane normalized with the magnitude of magnetic field for the aligned case θB = 0◦ at
t− tmerger = 1.05ms.

Figure 10. Pulsar-like striped wind from the remnant black hole at t − tmerger = 7.0ms from θB = 30◦ simulation. We show
the toroidal magnetic field Bϕ with the magnetic field lines on the equatorial (xy) plane in both panels. The remnant black hole
is shown with a black circle and spinning counter clockwise in this figure. In the right panel, we show the stagnation surface
(ur = 0) with a black dashed line.

1982; Bogovalov 1999), the magnetic field here decays
over time. While this will not affect the geometry of
the striped wind, its amplitude will naturally become
a function of retarded time, Bϕ = Bϕ (r, θ, t− r/c), as
can be seen from the left panel of Fig. 10.

A stagnation surface at which ur = 0, separating the
inflow and outflow region of the plasma, appears in the

vicinity of the BH (Bransgrove et al. 2021); we show it
on the right panel of Fig. 10. Interestingly, the stagna-
tion surface is discontinuous across the rotating current
sheet, with its radius being greater at the upstream of
the current sheet (trailing part of the striped wind), ap-
pearing as a half-split spheroid with an offset along the
current sheet.
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Figure 11. Toroidal magnetic field of the striped wind
|Bϕ(r)| on the equatorial plane along the x̂ axis. Alternat-
ing signs (polaritires) of Bϕ in each stripes are denoted with
different colors. The dashed line shows the fit with Eq. (11).

We also find that the rotation angular velocity of the
magnetic field lines is slower (faster) at the upstream
(downstream) of the rotating current sheet, exhibiting
a symmetric deviation from ΩF = ΩH/2. We reserve
a more detailed analysis of these near-horizon dynamics
of oblique BH pulsars for future work.

An analytic model of the toroidal magnetic field
Bϕ in the wind can be developed as follows. For a
nearly force-free wind from a rotating split-monopole,
Bϕ can be approximated as (Michel 1982; Bogovalov
1999; Tchekhovskoy et al. 2016)

|Bϕ(r, θ)| ≈ Ωr sin θ

c
|Br| =

Ω

c

B∗r2∗ sin θ
r

, (10)

where Ω is the rotation angular velocity, B∗ is the sur-
face magnetic field strength, and r∗ is the radius of the
rotator. For a BH pulsar, we can replace the angular
velocity Ω with ΩF = ΩH/2, the radius r∗ with rH , and
the surface magnetic field B∗ with BH(t) = BH,0e

−t/τΦ .
The resulting extension of Eq. (10) for a BH pulsar is

|Bϕ(r, θ, t)| = ΩH
2c

BH,0r
2
He

−(t−r/c)/τΦ sin θ

r
, (11)

where (t− r/c) accounts for a retarded time.
Fig. 11 compares the θB = 30◦ simulation data with

Eq. (11) on the equatorial plane, using τΦ = 31rg/cmea-
sured from the balding process (Sec. 4.3) and shifting
t→ t−tmerger. Our approximate analytic model shows a

good agreement with the simulation result. The value of
BH,0 fitted from the simulation data is 1.5×10−2B∗, re-
vealing that the split-monopole BH pulsar inherits about
1% of the magnetic field strength from the companion
NS. A separate estimate from the BH magnetic flux
ΦB = 2πr2HBH,0 (top panel of Fig. 8) yields almost the
same value of BH,0, reassuring the validity of the ana-
lytic model Eq. (11) as well as the measured value of
BH,0.

4.5. Energetics

The wind from the BH pulsar is powered by the energy
extracted from the remnant BH through the Blandford-
Znajek (BZ) process (Blandford & Znajek 1977), leading
to a spin-down of the BH. The spin-down power of an
aligned split-monopole magnetosphere, to a leading or-
der of the BH spin,7 is given as (Tchekhovskoy et al.
2010)

PBZ =
(Φ2

B/4π)Ω
2
H

6πc
. (12)

The BZ power (12) can be written into a form more
commonly used in the pulsar literature

L =
2

3c
Ω2
FB

2
Hr

4
H , (13)

with ΩF = ΩH/2 and ΦB = 2πr2HBH .
The spin-down power (Eq. (12) or (13)) is carried

by the electromagnetic Poynting flux, which is not a
direct observable. It is the dissipation in the current
sheets which converts the electromagnetic field energy
of the wind into kinetic energy of particles and subse-
quent electromagnetic emissions (e.g. Philippov et al.
2019). In a steady pulsar magnetosphere, about 10–20
percent of the spin-down power can be dissipated within
10 light cylinder radii (e.g., Parfrey et al. 2012; Chen &
Beloborodov 2014; Philippov et al. 2015, see also Cerutti
& Beloborodov (2017) for a review).

Here we develop a toy model for the dissipation lumi-
nosity of a BH pulsar, closely following the approach by
Cerutti et al. (2020). From here we will use t to denote
the time after the formation of the split monopole i.e.
(t − tmerger) → t. The total dissipation luminosity is
given by a volume integral

LD =

∫
(J ·E) r2 sin θdrdθdϕ

=
cβrec
π

∫
(Bϕ)2 r sin θdrdθ,

(14)

7 The relative correction from the next order term ∝ (ΩH)4 is less
than 10−3 in our case. See Tchekhovskoy et al. (2010) for the
expansion formula up to (ΩH)6.
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Figure 12. The dissipation luminosity from a BH pul-
sar LD(t) computed with an analytic model developed in
Sec. 4.5, normalized with LD,43 ≡ LD/(10

43erg s−1) and
B∗,13 ≡ B∗/(10

13G). Due to a high (unphysical) numerical
resistivity in our simulation, we construct the light curves
using τΦ = 100rg/c (blue solid line) and τΦ = 500rg/c (or-
ange solid line) consistent with bounds from high-resolution
kinetic simulations of Bransgrove et al. (2021).

where βrec is the dimensionless reconnection rate (Uz-
densky & Spitkovsky 2014). A primary difference of our
toy model from that of Cerutti et al. (2020) is the ex-
ponential damping term in the Eq. (11) associated with
the flux decay of the BH. Substituting the expression
(11) into (14) and performing angular integration,

LD =
2βrecL0

π
e−2t/τΦ

∫ rmax

rmin

e2r/cτΦ

r
dr, (15)

where L0 = (2/3c)Ω2
FB

2
H,0r

4
H is an instantaneous BZ

power of the BH pulsar at t = 0. The upper and lower
bounds of the integral in Eq. (15) correspond to the
radial extent of the striped wind, rmin = rH and rmax ≈
ct, which gives

LD(t) =
2βrecL0

π
e−2t/τΦ

[
Ei

(
2t

τΦ

)
− Ei

(
2rH
cτΦ

)]
,

(16)
where Ei(x) =

∫ x
−∞(et/t)dt is the exponential intergral.

We apply our toy model to the θB = 30◦ simula-
tion. The initial spin-down power L0 can be computed
from the mass and spin of the remnant BH, and us-
ing BH,0/B∗ = 1.5% fitted from the simulation result
(see Sec. 4.4).8 The flux decay timescale τΦ = 31rg/c

8 Note that this ratio BH,0/B∗, namely the portion of the magnetic
flux that a nascent BH pulsar inherits from the swallowed NS, can
only be probed with a full numerical relativity merger simulation
as performed here.

from our simulation is dominated by unphysical numer-
ical resistivity, therefore we consider τΦ = 100rg/c and
τΦ = 500rg/c motivated from the high-resolution (ki-
netic) simulations of Bransgrove et al. (2021) as a more
realistic input for assessing light curves. The reconnec-
tion rate is fixed to βrec = 0.1 from kinetic plasma sim-
ulations (Sironi & Spitkovsky 2014).

In Fig. 12, we show the modelled dissipation lumi-
nosity LD(t) scaled with the initial NS magnetic field
strength. The time curve of the dissipation luminos-
ity exhibits a rapid rise to its peak value within a
few milliseconds, followed by exponential then power-
law decay over tens of milliseconds. A magnetar can
power a burst with the luminosity ∼ 1047erg s−1, while
a NS with B∗ ∼ 1012G will emit a relatively faint one
with ∼ 1041erg s−1. The exponential factor e2r/cτΦ in
Eq. (15) suggests that the region r ≈ rmax is predom-
inantly contributing to the total integral, implying the
forefront of the expanding striped wind with a thick-
ness ∆r ≈ cτΦ is mainly powering the total dissipation
luminosity.

The total dissipated energy E =
∫
LD(t)dt does not

converge due to a t−1 asymptotic decay of LD(t). Realis-
tically, dissipation in the current sheets would introduce
a faster decrease of Bϕ in radius, and the decay of BH(t)

below a certain threshold can halt the pair production
around the BH, turning off the BH pulsar. Naively set-
ting the end time of the burst as when LD(t) drops
down to 1/10 of its peak value, the burst lasts about
15 ms (60 ms) for τΦ = 100rg/c (500rg/c), with the av-
erage luminosity 2.6 × 1043 erg s−1 (4.2 × 1043 erg s−1)
for B∗ = 1013G.

5. ELECTROMAGNETIC TRANSIENT

5.1. Radio burst

The power dissipated in monster shocks at small radii
is immediately radiated in X-rays (Beloborodov 2023).
Later, when the shock expands to larger radii, it can be-
come a bright source of radio emission and emit a pow-
erful fast radio burst (FRB). Magnetized shocks emit a
radio precursor by the synchrotron maser mechanism; it
was initially proposed for termination shocks of pulsar
winds (Hoshino et al. 1992; Lyubarsky 2014) and then
for internal shocks in magnetized e± outflows to explain
repeating FRBs (Beloborodov 2017).

Consider first the monster shock at small radii r ∼
107–108 cm. Kinetic plasma simulations of magnetized
shocks (Sironi et al. 2021; Vanthieghem & Levinson
2025) show precursor emission with frequency ωpre ∼
3ω̃B = 3eB̃/mec, where B̃ is the upstream magnetic
field measured in the plasma rest frame, e is the elemen-
tary charge, and me is the electron mass. B̃ is reduced
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from the background value Bbg by the strong expansion
of the plasma ahead of the monster shock (Beloborodov
2023):

B̃ ≈ ωr

2cσbg
Bbg, (17)

where σbg = B2
bg/4πnbgmec

2 is the background magne-
tization parameter, and ω is the frequency of the mag-
netospheric perturbation that led to shock formation
(our simulation shows ωr/c ∼ 10). Density nbg can
be parameterized by multiplicity M ≡ nbg/n0, where
n0 = ∇ · E/4πe ∼ ΩBbg/2πec is the minimum density
required to support the magnetospheric rotation with
drift speed ∼ Ωr (Goldreich & Julian 1969). This gives
ωpre ∼ (rω/c)MΩ ∼ 104M rad/s. This simple estimate
is, however, deficient because it neglects the deceleration
of the upstream flow by strong radiative losses. Losses
dramatically change the radio precursor from monster
shocks at small radii by increasing its frequency and
suppressing its power (Beloborodov, in preparation).

Powerful radio emission is expected from the relativis-
tic shock when it expands far into the e± outflow, reach-
ing r ∼ 1013–1014 cm (Beloborodov 2017, 2020). Then,
a fraction ∼ 10−4 of the blast wave power is expected to
convert to radio waves, whose frequency decreases with
time (proportionally to the local B) and passes through
the GHz band, best for radio observations. In this paper,
we do not follow the outflow dynamics with shocks at
large radii; however, this may become possible for future
MHD simulations. Our simulation shows that shocks
launched from NS-BH mergers are asymmetric, but not
strongly collimated. Therefore, they can produce FRBs
observable for a broad range of line of sights. Note that
no baryonic ejecta are expected from BH swallowing a
NS, so nothing should block the FRB from observers.

5.2. Gamma-ray burst

The X-ray transient expected from the simulated
merger is powered by dissipation of magnetospheric
energy. Two dissipation mechanisms are observed in
the simulation: shocks and magnetic reconnection in
the split-monopole current sheet around the BH af-
ter the merger. Dissipation occurs at small radii,
which correspond to a large compactness parameter
ℓ = σTL/rmec

3, where L is the dissipation power and
σT is the Thompson cross section. Note that L and ℓ

scale as B2. For a strongly magnetized NS, e.g. with
B ∼ 1014 G, the huge ℓ implies that the dissipated
energy becomes immediately thermalized. Thus, the
merger ejects a hot “fireball” – a thermalized, magnet-
ically dominated e± outflow. As the outflow expands
to larger radii, it adiabatically cools, e± annihilate and
release a burst of quasi-thermal radiation similar to the

GRB from the magnetar collapse described in Most et al.
(2024a).

An additional dissipation mechanism is expected to
operate in the outflow at large radii, and can add a
nonthermal tail to the GRB spectrum. It is caused
by the striped structure of the outflow, similar to the
striped winds from pulsars. The stripes develop cur-
rent sheets where magnetic reconnection gradually dis-
sipates the alternating magnetic flux (Lyubarsky &
Kirk 2001; Cerutti et al. 2020). A similar mechanism
was previously proposed to operate in canonical GRBs
(Drenkhahn & Spruit 2002). It will release energy af-
ter the outflow becomes optically thin (which happens
quickly in the baryon-free outflow from BH–NS merger).
Therefore, it can generate energetic particles, emitting
a nonthermal component of the GRB.

6. CONCLUSIONS

We have presented a detailed numerical investigation
into the magnetospheric dynamics of BH–NS mergers
without tidal disruption. Using GRMHD simulations
capable of probing the near force-free limit, we identify
two mechanisms for generating an electromagnetic tran-
sient.

First, we observe that fast magnetosonic waves are
launched into the magnetosphere of the NS before it
plunges into the BH. These waves, as expanding out-
ward with almost the speed of light, develop into mon-
ster shocks due to a more rapidly decaying ambient mag-
netic field (Beloborodov 2023). The full MHD simula-
tion is essential for tracking this effect, so it could not
be captured by earlier vacuum or force-free simulations.
The launched shocks are expected to emit a bright radio
transient when they expand to large radii.

When the BH swallows the NS together with its mag-
netic dipole moment, its external magnetosphere quickly
rearranges itself into a split-monopole configuration with
a large-scale current sheet. Then, the BH gradually
loses the acquired “magnetic hair.” This balding is as-
sisted by magnetic reconnection and gravitational effects
(QNMs). The relative importance of these two processes
varies over time and depends on the misalignment be-
tween the magnetic dipole moment and the BH spin.
The split monopole is dragged into rotation by the BH
and forms a transient BH pulsar which can power a post-
merger EM signal in the X-ray and γ-ray band.

The monster shocks and the balding BH pulsar were
previously studied in symmetric setups with a single
compact object (Bransgrove et al. 2021; Beloborodov
2023; Most et al. 2024a; Selvi et al. 2024). Our ab-initio
simulations demonstrate how both phenomena naturally
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occur in the complex dynamical spacetime of the BH–
NS merger.

The binary parameters considered in our work are
representative of the BH–NS mergers detected to date
(Abac et al. 2024), implying that shock formation from
magnetosonic waves and the emergence of a BH pulsar
could be a common outcome for the BH–NS populations
observable with ground-based GW detectors such as the
LIGO/Virgo/KAGRA network.
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