
Core Collapse Supernova Gravitational Wave Sourcing and Characterization
based on Three-Dimensional Models

R. Daniel Murphy,1 Anthony Mezzacappa,1 Eric J. Lentz,1, 2 and Pedro Marronetti3

1Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of Tennessee, Knoxville, Knoxville, TN 37996-1200, USA ∗

2Physics Division, Oak Ridge National Laboratory,
P.O. Box 2008, Oak Ridge, TN 37831-6354, USA

3Physics Division, National Science Foundation, Alexandria, Virginia 22314, USA
(Dated: March 11, 2025)

We present for the first time an analysis of high-frequency gravitational wave emission from proto-
neutron stars (PNS) in core collapse supernovae (CCSNe) that combines spatial decomposition
and modal decomposition to both source and characterize the emission. Our analysis is based
on three-dimensional CCSN simulations initiated from a Solar-metallicity 15M⊙ progenitor and a
zero-metallicity 25M⊙ progenitor. We decompose the gravitational wave strains into five spatial
regions, and find that strains are initially largest in the PNS surface layers from accretion and
later largest from the Ledoux convective and convective overshoot regions deep within the PNS. We
compute the fractional gravitational wave luminosity as a function of enclosed radius and observe
that the majority of the luminosity moves from the PNS surface at ∼100 ms postbounce to deep
within the PNS at later times. Using a self-consistent perturbative analysis, we investigate the
evolution of the quadrupolar, non-radial, quasi-normal oscillation modes of the PNS. We find that
the frequency of the evolving high-frequency component of the gravitational wave signal is well
matched to the eigenfrequency evolution of the 2g2-mode initially, then the 2g1-mode, and finally
the 2f -mode, as labeled by the Cowling classification. We show that the 2g-modes emit most of
their power in gravitational waves initially from the PNS surface region, but within a few 100 ms
after bounce, it is the convective overshoot region of the PNS, just above the region of sustained
Ledoux convection, that emits the most gravitational wave power for the 2g1-mode. Eventually,
the 2f -mode is the dominant mode producing gravitational waves, and these waves are emitted
primarily from the convective overshoot region. Thus, with three interconnected analyses, we show
that, while the gravitational wave emission is global, stemming from multiple regions in and around
the PNS, it nonetheless remains possible to source the dominant contributions to it. We find that
high-frequency gravitational wave emission from the PNS in CCSNe is more complex than assessed
by other methods, as well as time dependent, first emitted mainly by 2g-modes driven by accretion
onto the PNS and later emitted by the 2f -mode driven by sustained Ledoux convection.

I. INTRODUCTION

Core collapse supernova theory has advanced sig-
nificantly in the past decade. Sophisticated three-
dimensional explosion models have been painstakingly
developed and published during this time by groups
around the world. In particular, the efficacy of neu-
trino shock reheating to power the explosions, with
the aid of fluid and shock instabilities, has been
demonstrated. And the spectrum of possible explo-
sion mechanisms—specifically, neutrino-driven versus
magnetohydrodynamically-driven explosions—has been
more clearly defined. For reviews of the progress made in
multidimensional core collapse supernova modeling that
has brought us to the current state of the art, we refer
the reader to Mezzacappa [1], Kotake et al. [2], Janka
et al. [3], Janka et al. [4], Burrows [5], Janka et al. [6],
Müller [7], Mezzacappa et al. [8], Müller [9], Burrows and
Vartanyan [10], and Yamada et al. [11].
The excitement over progress made in modeling core

collapse supernovae is in part due to the fact that we are
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now in a position to make sophisticated predictions for
multimessenger emissions—in particular, gravitational
wave emissions—from these events. The new window
on the Universe that was opened with the first detection
of gravitational waves from a binary black hole merger
[12], which also occurred within the past decade, and
the fact that gravitational waves will emerge unimpeded
from the deepest regions of these supernovae and will
bear the imprints of the components of the central en-
gine driving them (e.g., see Mezzacappa and Zanolin [13]
for a complete discussion of the association between com-
ponents of the explosion mechanism and components of
the gravitational wave emission), make this a particu-
larly exciting time to model core collapse supernovae. A
Galactic or near-extra-Galactic event will enable valida-
tion of supernova models, as well as parameter estimation
of important physical properties of these astrophysical
systems, such as macroscopic properties of the remnant
PNS (e.g., masses and radii), and perhaps microscopic
properties such as the nuclear equations of state (e.g.,
see [14]).

The full benefits of a core collapse supernova gravita-
tional wave detection cannot be enjoyed unless the grav-
itational wave emission is both sourced and character-
ized. With regard to the former, several groups have
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endeavored to decompose the emission spatially [15–17].
In particular, in Mezzacappa et al. [16, 17], the gravita-
tional wave emission was decomposed across five regions
below the supernova shock wave. Moving outward in ra-
dius, they corresponded to (1) the region of sustained
Ledoux convection deep within the PNS, (2) the region
of convective overshoot lying directly above the convec-
tive region, (3) the surface layer of the PNS, (4) the
neutrino-net-cooling layer above the PNS surface, and (5)
the neutrino-net-heating, or gain, layer directly below the
shock, wherein neutrino energy deposition occurs, pow-
ering the supernova. In the latter of these two studies,
in the models considered, it was demonstrated that the
gravitational wave emission is initially excited by accre-
tion funnels impinging on the PNS surface and later by
sustained Ledoux convection in the PNS. In the former
case, the dominant emission—i.e., the largest strains—
are initially found to be within the PNS surface layers
just above and just below the PNS surface. In the latter
case, the dominant emission was found to be within the
convective overshoot layer within the PNS. The transi-
tion from one case to the other followed the natural evo-
lution to explosion and the associated diminishment of
accretion onto the PNS, as well as the development of
sustained Ledoux convection within the PNS owing to
the diffusion of neutrinos out of it on the characteristic
timescale of O(100) ms.

To characterize gravitational wave emission from core
collapse supernovae, the community has turned to modal
analyses/astroseismological studies—specifically, of the
high-frequency emission from the PNS. (The studies
cited above point to the gain layer as the origin of low-
frequency emission resulting from the SASI and explo-
sion.) Sotani and collaborators [18–23], Torres-Forné
and collaborators [24–26], Morozova and collaborators
[27, 28], and Westernacher-Schneider and collaborators
[29, 30] have pioneered PNS modal analyses based on
the perturbation of a spherically symmetric background
obtained by spherically averaging over multidimensional
simulation data, all while assuming hydrostatic equilib-
rium. Obviously, for rotating stellar cores this presents
a problem [31–33]. In the models we consider here,
our progenitors are nonrotating and, consequently, more
amenable to the application of modal analysis methods
as they have been applied in the past. With regard
to hydrostatic equilibrium, Zha et al. [34] demonstrated
that it does not apply strictly in the models they con-
sidered, though the degree to which it is violated is sig-
nificantly less within the PNS and occurs largely, as ex-
pected, in the region encompassing the Ledoux convec-
tive layer. Despite the obvious shortcomings of such as-
sumptions, the modal analyses produce results that are in
good agreement with some results obtained directly from
the underlying simulations. In particular, the predictions
for the peak frequency of gravitational wave emission
as a function of time after bounce track well the high-
frequency feature (HFF) seen in all core collapse super-
nova simulation spectrograms, especially if the equations

linearized as part of the modal analysis are the equa-
tions on which the simulations are based. Westernacher-
Schneider et al. [29], Westernacher-Schneider [30] empha-
sized the need to use a pseudo-Newtonian modal analysis
on simulation data that arises from simulations in which
general relativity is accounted for by using an “effective
potential” to correct the Newtonian gravitational poten-
tial in an otherwise Newtonian treatment of gravity and
hydrodynamics.
The assignment of particular modes of oscillation of

the PNS to the peak emission as a function of postbounce
time is a bit less definitive. In two-dimensional analyses,
some groups find the HFF is described well by either
a low order 2g-mode [24, 26] or an 2f -mode [35], with
the superscript denoting an ℓ = 2 quadrupolar mode.
Others find the HFF begins as a low order 2g-mode and
later becomes the fundamental 2f -mode [21, 27, 34, 36,
37]. Using three-dimensional simulation data for their
modal analysis, Radice et al. [28] and Nakamura et al. [38]
find agreement with the latter description of the HFF.
Additionally, there are multiple classification methods,
the most commonly used approach being the Cowling
classification. Rodriguez et al. [36] have shown that the
assignment of a particular mode to the emission can vary
as the modal classification method varies.
This becomes important when trying to fit the HFF

to a polynomial that is a function of either the surface
gravity of the source, or the mean density. It is well
known from astroseismology that the peak frequency of
g-modes depends on the surface gravity of the source,

fpeak ∼ GM

R2
, (1)

where G is Newton’s gravitational constant, M is the
mass of the source, and R is the radius of the source.
Fits to the HFF using the surface gravity are found to
work well in [31, 39–42]. The peak frequency of an f -
mode depends on the square root of the mean density of
the source,

fpeak ∼
√

M

R3
. (2)

Thus, knowledge of the PNS oscillation mode producing
the gravitational wave emission at a particular time af-
ter bounce—i.e., knowledge of the windows of the HFF in
the gravitational wave spectrogram in which each mode
dominates—is needed in order to fit the spectrogram to
the appropriate source characteristic—i.e., surface grav-
ity versus mean density—to generate so-called “universal
relations” [23, 25, 37, 43]. Torres-Forné et al. [25] use
both, one to fit the 2g-mode component of the spectro-
gram and the other to fit the 2f -mode component. Sotani
et al. [23], on the other hand, attempt to fit the entire
spectrogram with a single fit and found that the use of
the mean density as the fundamental physical quantity
on which the fit is based yielded the best results, and
this was reaffirmed for different treatments of gravity in
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Sotani et al. [37]. Mori et al. [43], likewise attempt to
fit both 2g- and 2f -modes from one-dimensional simula-
tions with a single fit and find that coefficients can be
chosen so that both the surface gravity and mean den-
sity based fits match the data well. They find that it is
more important to include enough data to cover the late
time behavior, at least out to 5 seconds postbounce, in
order to determine the coefficients of the fit accurately.
Given the fit, and the physical quantity underpinning it,
the spectrogram can be used to determine the surface
gravity or the mean density of the PNS, as a function of
time after bounce [44–46]. Further assumptions can iso-
late one of the quantities that enters into the expression
for both the surface gravity and the mean density—i.e.,
the PNS mass, M , or its radius, R—in order to deter-
mine the other as a function of time after bounce, as the
supernova unfolds.

In this paper, we improve upon, and augment, the
sourcing of gravitational wave emission reported in Mez-
zacappa et al. [16, 17], and use it for the models consid-
ered here. In addition, we conduct a modal analysis of
these models based on a proper pseudo-Newtonian treat-
ment, as described by Westernacher-Schneider [30], con-
sistent with the pseudo-Newtonian treatment of gravity
used in our Chimera simulation code, used to produce
the simulation data on which our analyses are based.
The sourcing and characterization of the gravitational
wave emission in our models, afforded by these methods,
paints a consistent and more complete picture than can
be obtained using only one of these “tools.”

II. MODELS AND METHODS

Using an improved method of spatially decomposing
the gravitational wave emission relative to what was re-
ported in Mezzacappa et al. [17], together with an anal-
ysis of the PNS oscillation modes generating the gravi-
tational wave emission, we investigated the gravitational
wave emission from the collapse, and explosion, of the
Solar-metallicity 15 M⊙ progenitor from Woosley and
Heger [47] and the zero-metallicity 25 M⊙ progenitor
from Heger and Woosley [48], using three-dimensional
core collapse supernova simulations performed with the
Chimera code [49]. These are part of the D-series simu-
lations described in Mezzacappa et al. [17], with the for-
mer denoted as the D15 model and the later denoted as
the D25 model. Both models were initially nonrotating.

The Chimera code is a multiphysics code that com-
bines Newtonian self-gravity with a monopole correction
for general relativistic effects, multigroup flux-limited dif-
fusion neutrino transport in the ray-by-ray approxima-
tion, Newtonian hydrodynamics, and a nuclear reaction
network to simulate core collapse supernovae. Neutrino
emission and absorption interactions included are elec-
tron capture on protons and nuclei, electron—positron
annihilation and nucleon—nucleon bremsstrahlung and
the corresponding inverse weak reactions. The neutrino

scattering processes included are isoenergetic scattering
on nuclei, and neutrino—electron and neutrino—nucleon
scattering. The equation of state used in the D-series
combines the EOS from Lattimer and Swesty [50] with
a nuclear incompressibility of K = 220 MeV at densi-
ties above 1011 g cm−3 and the EOS from Baron et al.
[51] for densities below that. A 17-species alpha net-
work computes nuclear burning in the outer regions with
temperatures below 6.5 GK [52]. Chimera uses a two-
component, overlapping ‘Yin-Yang’ grid in spherical po-
lar coordinates (r, θ, ϕ), with the polar region of each
component grid removed, at an angular resolution of one
degree, and 720 radial zones. The innermost region of
the star (< 8 km) is evolved in spherical symmetry, with
the radius of this region determined so that it always lies
sufficiently below the convective region of the PNS.
For our modal analysis we linearize the Newto-

nian hydrodynamic equations following methods in
Westernacher-Schneider [30]. We also work in the spher-
ical coordinate basis {(∂r)i, (∂θ)i, (∂ϕ)i}. For a Newto-
nian perfect fluid, the equations relating density, ρ, pres-
sure, P , and gravitational potential, Φ, are given by

∂tρ+∇i(ρv
i) = 0, (3)

∂t(ρvi) +∇j(ρv
jvi) + ∂iP = −ρ∂iΦ, (4)

∇2Φ = 4πρ, (5)

where ∂µ denotes the partial derivative with respect to
the µ component, ∇i is the spatial covariant derivative, v
is the fluid velocity, Latin indices represent spatial com-
ponents, and repeated indices are summed over. We also
use geometrized units, with G = c = 1.
We note that the results of Westernacher-Schneider

[30] and Zha et al. [34] show good agreement between
gravitational wave generation in pseudo-Newtonian core
collapse supernova simulations and the eigenmodes com-
puted from a purely Newtonian perturbative analysis.
A true pseudo-Newtonian modal analysis would involve
linearizing some equation of motion for the pseudo-
Newtonian potential, instead of Equation (5). Consid-
ering a definition of the pseudo-Newtonian potential de-
fined by Equation (53) in Rampp and Janka [53], we
can see that introducing this equation would require the
linearization of several additional terms and, ultimately,
greatly complicate the system of equations needed to de-
scribe linear perturbations. The implementation of a
pseudo-Newtonian perturbative method may be impor-
tant to consider, and will be useful in quantifying the
accuracy of the Newtonian approach of Westernacher-
Schneider [30], but is beyond the scope of this paper.
We linearize about a spherically-averaged time slice of

our three-dimensional simulation data such that thermo-
dynamic variables are replaced by

u → u0(r) + δu, (6)

where u0(r) is the spherically-averaged-background
(equilibrium) quantity and δu is the corresponding Eu-
lerian perturbation. We note explicitly that because all
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background quantities are spherically averaged, they only
have a radial dependence ρ0 = ρ0(r), P0 = P0(r), etc.,
while the perturbations contain, at this point, radial,
polar, and azimuthal dependence. We assume that the
background is in hydrostatic equilibrium, for which

vi0 = 0. (7)

Equation (4) for the background then becomes

∂rP0

ρ0
= −∂rΦ0. (8)

For simplicity, moving forward we drop the subscript,
0, for background equilibrium quantities, as well as the
explicit radial dependence of all quantities.

Here, we include a detailed derivation of the Newtonian
modal analysis to explicitly account for all assumptions
and approximations made in our analysis in order to fa-
cilitate reproducibility in any future studies. Linearizing
with respect to the Eulerian perturbations δU , the con-
tinuity equation given by Equation (3) is then written
as

∂t(ρ+ δρ) +∇i

[
(ρ+ δρ)(vi + δvi)

]
= 0, (9)

which yields

∂tδρ+∇(ρδvi + δρvi + δρδvi) = −∂tρ−∇i(ρv
i). (10)

The terms on the right-hand side sum to zero. They
contain only background terms and satisfy Equation (3).
Additionally, because vi = 0 (the background fluid is
assumed to be in hydrostatic equilibrium) and we only
keep linear perturbative terms, the second two terms in
the covariant derivative above are eliminated. We then
have

∂tδρ+ ρ∇iδv
i + δvi∇iρ = 0. (11)

Recall that for the flat 3-metric, γij , the covariant deriva-
tive of a generic contravariant vector V i is given by
∇iV

i = ∂iV
i + V i∂iln

√
γ, where γ is the determi-

nant of the flat 3-metric and in spherical coordinates√
γ = r2sinθ. Then,

∂tδρ+ ρ∂iδv
i + ρδvi∂iln

√
γ + δvr∂rρ = 0, (12)

where we have also used the fact that ρ = ρ(r). There-
fore, ∇iρ = ∂rρ is the only nonzero derivative term.

We can relate the Eulerian velocity perturbation to the
Eulerian fluid element displacement vector ξi by

δvi = ∂tξ
i + vj∇jξ

i − ξj∇jv
i, (13)

which reduces to δvi = ∂tξ
i when the background veloc-

ity is zero. Thus,

∂tδρ+ ρ∂i∂tξ
i + ρ∂tξ

i∂iln
√
γ + ∂tξ

r∂rρ = 0. (14)

Guided by Poisson and Will [54], as done in
Westernacher-Schneider [30], we integrate this equation
in time and set the integration constant to zero to obtain

δρ+ ρ∂iξ
i + ρξi∂iln

√
γ + ξr∂rρ = 0. (15)

The momentum equation given in Equation (4) is
rewritten by making the same substitutions. The first
term is given by

∂t(ρvi) → ∂t [(ρ+ δρ)(vi + δvi)]

= ∂t(ρvi) + ∂t(ρδvi + δρvi + δρδvi)

≈ ∂t(ρvi) + ∂t(ρδvi)

= ∂t(ρvi) + ∂t(ργijδv
j)

= ∂t(ρvi) + ργij∂tδv
j + γijδv

j∂tρ. (16)

Given that the background fluid is in hydrostatic equi-
librium with vi = 0, Equation (3) results in ∂tρ = 0, as
well. We then have

∂t(ρvi) → ∂t(ρvi) + ργij∂tδv
j . (17)

The second term in Equation (4) becomes

∇j(ρv
jvi) → ∇

[
(ρ+ δρ)(vj + δvj)(vi + δvi)

]
= ∇j(ρv

jvi) +∇j(ρv
jδvi + ρδvjvi + ρδvjδvi)

+∇j(δρv
jvi + δρvjδvi + δρδvjvi

+ δρδvjδvi). (18)

Neglecting terms containing higher-order perturbations
and using the fact that the background is static, we see
that the second and third terms in Equation (18) vanish.
The second term in Equation (4) thus contributes no new
terms:

∇j(ρv
jvi) → ∇j(ρv

jvi). (19)

The final terms in the momentum equation transform
straightforwardly to

∂iP → ∂i(P + δP )

= ∂iP + ∂iδP (20)

and

−ρ∂iΦ → −(ρ+ δρ)∂i(Φ + δΦ)

= −ρ∂iΦ− δρ∂iΦ− ρ∂iδΦ− δρ∂iδΦ

= −ρ∂iΦ− δρ∂iΦ− ρ∂iδΦ, (21)

where we have neglected terms higher-order in the per-
turbations.

Collecting the terms given by Equations (17),
(19),(20), and (21), the momentum equation becomes

[∂t (ρvi) +∇j(ρv
jvi) + ∂iP + ρ∂iΦ

]
+ ργij∂tδv

j + ∂iδP = −δρ∂iΦ− ρ∂iδΦ. (22)
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The term in square brackets contains only background
terms, which satisfy Equation (4), and so it vanishes.
We are thus left with

ργij∂tδv
j + ∂iδP = −δρ∂iΦ− ρ∂iδΦ. (23)

Expressing the velocity perturbation in terms of the fluid
displacement vector, we have

ργij∂
2
t ξ

j + ∂iδP = −δρ∂iΦ− ρ∂iδΦ. (24)

Finally, linearizing the Poisson equation, Equation (5),
we find

∇2δΦ = 4πδρ−∇2Φ+ 4πρ

= 4πδρ, (25)

where the last equality follows from the fact that the
last two terms in the line above satisfy Equation (5) and
vanish.

We can now specify that our perturbation is purely
azimuthal, as has been done in past studies [27, 30, 34],
and we can then split Equation (24) into separate radial
and azimuthal equations. Using the components of the
flat 3-metric in spherical coordinates and recalling that
the background terms have only a radial dependence, we
can rearrange Equations (15), (24), and (25) to arrive at
the following linear system:

δρ+ ρ∂iξ
i + ρξi∂iln

√
γ + ξr∂rρ = 0, (26)

∂2
t ξ

r +
1

ρ
∂rδP +

δρ

ρ
∂rΦ+ ∂rδΦ = 0, (27)

r2∂2
t ξ

θ +
1

ρ
∂θδP + ∂θδΦ = 0, (28)

∇2δΦ− 4πδρ = 0. (29)

Here, we make the distinction that our simulation data
does not include the actual Newtonian potential Φ, but
the pseudo-Newtonian effective potential. Since Equa-
tions (3) and (4) are satisfied in both the Newtonian
and pseudo-Newtonian frameworks, we eventually intend
to use the pseudo-Newtonian quantities for pressure and
density. However, we know that Equation (5) is not sat-
isfied for the pseudo-Newtonian effective potential of the
simulation. For this reason, we will remove direct depen-
dencies on the purely Newtonian potential Φ by using
the hydrostatic condition of Equation (8) to replace it in
terms of the density ρ and pressure P . While Equation
(8) is not satisfied by the simulation data either, inside
the PNS the condition is approximately satisfied.

Consistent with considerations of the energy-averaged
neutrino mean free paths in our D15 and D25 models,
we define the PNS surface in this analysis as the 1011 g
cm−3 density contour, with its associated radius RPNS.
Figure 1 shows how well the hydrostatic condition is sat-
isfied within the PNS. We see that outside the convective
region of D15 at the earliest times, the hydrostatic con-
dition is satisfied to within ∼10%. Figure 2 shows that,

beyond the surface of the PNS, large deviations from hy-
drostatic equilibrium are observed, particularly at late
times. Thus, within the PNS, to a good approximation
we can assume hydrostatic equilibrium and rewrite Equa-
tion (27) as

∂2
t ξ

r +
1

ρ
∂rδP − δρ

ρ2
∂rP + ∂rδΦ = 0. (30)

The linearized system given by Equations (26)–(29)
can be solved using separation of variables by assuming
Anzätze for the variables in the linear system:

δu = δû(r)Yℓe
−iσt, (31)

ξr = ηr(r)Yℓe
−iσt, (32)

ξθ =
η⊥(r)

r2
∂θYℓe

−iσt, (33)

with u representing either ρ, P , or Φ, σ as the angular
frequency, and Yℓ being the axisymmetric spherical har-
monics. In solving for the Eularian displacement vector,
we introduce the radial component of the amplitude of
the displacement as ηr and the azimuthal component of
the amplitude of the displacement as η⊥. The angular
frequency of the perturbation, σ, is related to the linear
frequency, f , by σ = 2πf , with f given in units of Hz.
We can eliminate the dependence on δP by inserting

these Anzäzte into Equation (28), to find

0 = r2∂2
t

(η⊥
r2

∂θYℓe
−iσt

)
+

1

ρ
∂θ
(
δρ̂Yℓe

−iσt
)

+ ∂θ

(
δΦ̂Yℓe

−iσt
)

= −σ2η⊥e
−iσt∂θYℓ +

δP̂

ρ
e−iσt∂θYℓ

+ δΦ̂e−iσt∂θYℓ. (34)

For nontrivial solutions, we must have the coefficients of
e−iσt∂θYℓ satisfy

−σ2η⊥ +
1

ρ
δP̂ + δΦ̂ = 0. (35)

Rearranging this equation, we thus find δP̂ is determined
by

δP̂ = ρ
(
σ2η⊥ − δΦ̂

)
. (36)

As in all other modal analyses of the PNS, we assume
the perturbations are adiabatic. Then

∆P

∆ρ
= c2s, (37)

where ∆ designates a Lagrangian perturbation and c2s is
the square of the sound speed. The sound speed is related
to the density and pressure by

c2s =
Γ1P

ρ
, (38)
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FIG. 1. Plots of the deviation from hydrostatic equilibrium, where ∂rP = −ρ∂rΦ. The deviations are plotted at different times
differentiated by color. The earliest time plotted is determined by the start time of the HFF, as defined by Murphy et al. [14].
The star symbol indicates the surface of the PNS, defined as the 1011 g cm−3 density contour. The deviation from hydrostatic
equilibrium outside the PNS surface is shown by dashed lines. Left: Early-time equilibrium deviations for model D15. Right:
Early-time equilibrium deviations for model D25.
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-0.15

-0.1

-0.05

0

0.05 D15 400 ms
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FIG. 2. Deviation from hydrostatic equilibrium for the D15
model at late times, with different times denoted by different
colored lines. The star marks the surface of the PNS, defined
as the 1011 g cm−3 density contour, and the deviation from
hydrostatic equilibrium outside the PNS is shown by dashed
lines.

with Γ1 being the local adiabatic index. Lagrangian
perturbations can be related to Eulerian perturbations
through the Eulerian displacement vector:

∆u = δu+ ξi∇iu. (39)

This leads to an additional elimination of the δρ̂ depen-
dence. The adiabatic condition becomes

δP + ξi∂iP

δρ+ ξi∂iρ
= c2s, (40)

which, due to the spherically-averaged background, re-
duces to

δρ =
1

c2s
δP +

1

c2s
ξr∂rP − ξr∂rρ. (41)

Plugging in our Anzätze for δρ, δP , and ξr, Equation
(41) becomes

δρ̂Yℓe
−iσt =

1

c2s
δP̂Yℓe

−iσt

+
1

c2s
ηrYℓe

−iσt∂rP − ηrYℓe
−iσt∂rρ, (42)

and, for nontrivial solutions, δρ̂ must be determined by

δρ̂ =
1

c2s
δP̂ +

ηr
c2s

∂rP − ηr∂rρ. (43)

Using Equation (36), and the definition of the sound
speed, we then have

δρ̂ =
1

c2s
ρ
(
σ2η⊥ − δΦ̂

)
+ ηr

ρ

Γ1

∂rP

P
− ηr∂rρ

= ρ

(
σ2

c2s
η⊥ − δΦ̂

c2s
+

ηr
Γ1

∂rP

P
− ηr

∂rρ

ρ

)

= ρ

(
σ2

c2s
η⊥ − δΦ̂

c2s
− Bηr

)
, (44)

where we have introduced the Schwarzschild discrimi-
nant, defined as

B = ∂rlnρ−
1

Γ1
∂rlnP. (45)
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We can now insert our Anzätze into Equations (26),
(27), and (29), and use Equations (36) and (44), to sim-
plify our system of equations. For Equation (26), we find

0 = δρ̂Yℓe
−iσt + ρ∂r

(
ηrYℓe

−iσt
)
+ ρ∂θ

(η⊥
r2

∂θYℓe
−iσt

)
+ ρηrYℓe

−iσt∂rln
√
γ + ρ

η⊥
r2

∂θYℓe
−iσt∂θln

√
γ

+ ηrYℓe
−iσt∂rρ (46)

and, evaluating ∂iln
√
γ, explicitly

0 = δρ̂Yℓe
−iσt + ρYℓe

−iσt∂rηr + ρ
η⊥
r2

e−iσt∂2
θYℓ

+ ρηrYℓe
−iσt 2

r
+ ρ

η⊥
r2

e−iσtcotθ∂θYℓ

+ ηrYℓe
−iσt∂rρ. (47)

We can use the identity

∂2
θYℓ + cotθ∂θYℓ = −ℓ(ℓ+ 1)Yℓ (48)

for ℓ ̸= 0 to obtain

0 = δρ̂Yℓe
−iσt + ρYℓe

−iσt∂rηr − ρ
η⊥
r2

Yℓe
−iσtℓ(ℓ+ 1)

+ ρηrYℓe
−iσt

(
2

r
+

∂rρ

ρ

)
= δρ̂+ ρ∂rηr − ρη⊥

ℓ(ℓ+ 1)

r2
+ ρηr

(
2

r
+ ∂rlnρ

)
.

(49)

Replacing δρ̂ with Equation (44) we see that

0 = ρ

(
σ2

c2s
η⊥ − δΦ̂− Bηr

)
+ ρ∂rηr − ρη⊥

ℓ(ℓ+ 1)

r2
+ ρηr

(
2

r
+ ∂rlnρ

)
= ∂rηr +

(
2

r
+ ∂rlnρ− B

)
ηr

+

(
σ2

c2s
− ℓ(ℓ+ 1)

r2

)
η⊥ − 1

c2s
δΦ̂. (50)

Using the definition of the Schwarzschild determinant,
we then have

∂rηr +

(
2

r
− 1

Γ1
∂rlnP

)
ηr

+

(
σ2

c2s
− ℓ(ℓ+ 1)

r2

)
η⊥ − 1

c2s
δΦ̂ = 0. (51)

For Equation (30), we find

0 = ∂2
t

(
ηrYℓe

−iσt
)
+

1

ρ
∂r

(
δP̂Yℓe

−iσt
)

− ∂rP

ρ2
δρ̂Yℓe

−iσt + ∂r

(
δΦ̂Yℓe

−iσt
)

= −σ2ηrYℓe
−iσt +

1

ρ
Yℓe

−iσt∂rδP̂

− ∂rP

ρ2
δρ̂Yℓe

−iσt + Yℓe
−iσt∂rδΦ̂

= −σ2ηr +
1

ρ
∂rδP̂ − ∂rP

ρ2
δρ̂+ ∂rδΦ̂. (52)

Using Equations (36) and (44), we can replace δP̂ and
δρ̂ so that

0 = −σ2ηr +
1

ρ
∂r

[
ρ
(
σ2η⊥ − δΦ̂

)]
− ∂rP

ρ

(
σ2

c2s
η⊥ − δΦ̂

c2s
− Bηr

)
+ ∂rδΦ̂

= −σ2

(
1− B∂rP

σ2ρ

)
ηr + σ2∂rη⊥

+ σ2

(
∂rlnρ−

∂rP

ρc2s

)
η⊥ −

(
∂rlnρ−

∂rP

ρc2s

)
δΦ̂.

(53)

Note that

∂rlnρ−
∂rP

ρc2s
= ∂rlnρ−

∂rP

ρ

ρ

Γ1P

= ∂rlnρ−
1

Γ1
∂rlnP

= B. (54)

We can define the gravitational acceleration as ∂rP/ρ =

G̃ and further define the Brunt-Väisälä frequency
squared as G̃B = N 2. Thus, Equation (53) becomes

0 = −σ2

(
1− N 2

σ2

)
ηr + σ2∂rη⊥ + σ2Bη⊥ − BδΦ̂, (55)

and, rearranging terms, we have

∂rη⊥ −
(
1− N 2

σ2

)
ηr + Bη⊥ − B

σ2
δΦ̂ = 0. (56)

The same procedure for Equation (29) yields

0 = ∇2
(
δΦ̂Yℓe

−iσt
)
− 4πδρ̂Yℓe

−iσt

= ∇2
(
δΦ̂Yℓe

−iσt
)

− 4πρ

(
σ2

c2s
η⊥ − δΦ̂

c2s
− Bηr

)
Yℓe

−iσt. (57)
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The Laplacian can be evaluated as

∇2
(
δΦ̂Yℓe

−iσt
)

=
1

r2
Yℓe

−iσt∂rr
2∂rδΦ̂ +

1

r2sinθ
δΦ̂e−iσt∂θsinθ∂θYℓ

=

(
∂2
rδΦ̂ +

2

r
∂rδΦ̂

)
Yℓe

−iσt

+

(
1

r2
∂2
θYℓ +

1

r2
cotθ∂θYℓ

)
δΦ̂e−iσt

=

(
∂2
rδΦ̂ +

2

r
∂rδΦ̂

)
Yℓe

−iσt − ℓ(ℓ+ 1)
δΦ̂

r2
Yℓe

−iσt,

(58)

where the last step used the identity in Equation 48. Sub-
stituting Equation (58) for the Laplacian term in Equa-
tion (57), nontrivial solutions require that the coefficients
of Yℓe

−iσt satisfy

∂2
rδΦ̂ +

2

r
∂rδΦ̂ +

(
4πρ

c2s
− ℓ(ℓ+ 1)

r2

)
δΦ̂

+ 4πρBηr − 4πρ
σ2

c2s
η⊥ = 0. (59)

In order to keep our ultimate system of equations to first-
order ordinary differential equations, we now define

F ≡ ∂rδΦ̂. (60)

Then, Equation (59) becomes

∂rF +
2

r
F +

(
4πρ

c2s
− ℓ(ℓ+ 1)

r2

)
δΦ̂

+ 4πρBηr − 4πρ
σ2

c2s
η⊥ = 0. (61)

We can rearrange Equations (51), (56), (60), and (61)
in order to set up a system of ordinary differential equa-
tions in r that can be solved to determine the perturba-
tive quantities. We arrange the system such that

∂ru⃗ = A(σ, r, ρ, P,Γ1)u⃗, (62)

where

u⃗ = (δΦ̂, F, ηr, η⊥)
T (63)

and

A =
0 1 0 0

ℓ(ℓ+1)
r2 − 4πρ

c2s
− 2

r −4πρB 4πρσ2

c2s
1
c2s

0 ∂rlnP
Γ1

− 2
r

ℓ(ℓ+1)
r2 − σ2

c2s
B
σ2 0 1− N 2

σ2 −B

 . (64)

This system of equations assumes that ℓ ̸= 0 and that
∂rP/ρ = −Φ, as described in the derivation.

We can solve this system by integrating along r and en-
forcing boundary conditions. The inner boundary condi-
tions are found by imposing regularity conditions at the
origin [55], as derived in Westernacher-Schneider [30] for
the Newtonian perturbative equations we are using here.
They are:

ηr(r0) = A0r
ℓ−1
0 , (65)

η⊥(r0) =
A0

ℓ
rℓ0, (66)

δΦ̂ = C0r
ℓ
0, (67)

∂rδΦ̂ = ℓC0r
ℓ−1
0 , (68)

where r0 is the inner boundary, A0 is an arbitrary
amplitude taken to be 10−5 for our analysis, as in
Westernacher-Schneider [30], and C0 is found by using
a root-finding method to evaluate(

∂rδΦ̂ +
ℓ(ℓ+ 1)

r
δΦ̂

)∣∣∣∣
r=RPNS

= 0, (69)

with RPNS being the radius of the surface of the
PNS. Equation (69) is equivalent to Equation (A10) of
Westernacher-Schneider [30], and we use it instead of
Equation (A12). As noted by Westernacher-Schneider,
the rest mass perturbations δρ̂ that escape through RPNS

are of small amplitude and mainly leak into different har-
monics. Therefore, such perturbations can be ignored.
We confirm that using Equation (A12) does not yield
appreciable differences relative to the results obtained
when using Equation (69). For the outer boundary con-
dition, we require the Lagrangian pressure perturbation
to vanish:

∆P |R =
(
ρσ2η⊥ − ρδΦ̂ + ηr∂rP

)∣∣∣
RPNS

= 0, (70)

corresponding to a free surface. This boundary condition,
or the relativistic counterpart, is also used in [20, 27, 34,
43, 56, 57], with varying definitions of the PNS surface.
Figures 1 and 2 show that hydrostatic equilibrium below
the PNS surface is approximately satisfied. We do not
implement the vanishing radial perturbation amplitude
at the shock as a boundary condition as done in [24, 26]
given that the region around the shock is far outside of
hydrostatic equilibrium.
To solve Equations (62), we choose a set of frequencies

σ = 2πf and integrate out to the surface of the PNS, then
use a root finding procedure to determine the σ that sat-
isfies the boundary conditions. This means that we have
a nested root solve to determine C0 for each frequency
we consider. The solution procedure for Chimera data
at a particular time step proceeds as follows:

1. Preset some frequency array σ′ spanning the range
in which we expect to find roots that satisfy Equa-
tion (70).

(a) We choose a frequency range of 200-2000 Hz
to capture the HFF, and had a frequency res-
olution ∼3 Hz.
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(b) The root finding will not guarantee all roots
are found. Therefore, it is important to have
frequency resolution within this array fine
enough to capture adjacent eigenfrequencies
that may be within ∼10 Hz of each other.

2. Read in spherically-averaged, hydrodynamic and
thermodynamic variables from Chimera for the
entire radial grid.

(a) Compute derivatives of ρ and P using fourth-
order finite differencing.

(b) Interpolate all background quantities onto a
uniformly-spaced grid from r0 to RPNS, using
cubic splines.

3. For each frequency:

(a) Preset some array of C ′
0.

i. Ensure sufficient resolution to capture the
root. We find typical values between
±10−19 when working in geometrized
units, with G = c = 1.

(b) Set inner boundary conditions using Equa-
tions (65) and (66).

(c) Integrate Equation (62) to RPNS.

(d) Using values of C ′
0 that bound Equation (69),

determine the proper C0 via the bisection
method.

(e) Use C0 to set inner boundary conditions using
Equations (67) and (68).

(f) Integrate Equation (62) to the surface of the
PNS.

4. Using values of σ′ that bound the root of Equation
(70), use the bisection method to determine σ.

(a) Repeat step 3 for the new bounding frequency
found at each step of the bisection method.

We implemented a solver using both the ordinary dif-
ferential equation solver library ODEPACK [58] and a
direct integration method using the trapezoid rule. We
found good agreement between the methods. The ODE-
PACK solver yielded negligible increases in the accuracy
of the solution, while greatly increasing the computation
time.

As noted previously, theChimera code enforces spher-
ical symmetry within the first ∼8 km of the origin, well
below the innermost radius of region 1 in our analysis. In
Mezzacappa et al. [17], to ensure that the imposition of
spherical symmetry in this limited volume did not impact
our findings, we computed the gravitational wave strain
in “region 0,” whose inner boundary corresponded to the
outer boundary of the spherical region and whose outer
boundary coincided with the inner boundary of region 1.
Negligible gravitational wave strain was found in region
0. Consistent with this treatment, the inner boundary of

our modal analysis is set to be the inner boundary of re-
gion 0. Thus, the eigenfunctions ηr and η⊥ extend below
region 1, but not all the way to the origin.

III. RESULTS

We extract gravitational wave strains from the
Chimera simulations using the methods described in
section II.b of Mezzacappa et al. [17]. Using the same
procedure, we compute N2m given by

N2m =
16

√
3πG

15c4

∫ 2π

0

dφ′
∫ π

0

dϑ′
∫ b

a

dr′r′3

×
[
2ρvrY ∗

2m sinϑ′ + ρvϑ sinϑ′ ∂

∂φ′Y
∗
2m + ρvφ

∂

∂φ′Y
∗
2m

]
− 16

√
3πG

15c4

∫ 2π

0

dφ′
∫ π

0

dϑ′Y ∗
2m sinϑ′ (r4bρbvrb − r4aρav

r
a

)
(71)

and defined by

N2m ≡ G

c4
dI2m
dt

(72)

to determine the transverse-traceless gravitational wave
strain as

hTT
ij =

1

r

+2∑
m=−2

dN2m

dt

(
t− r

c

)
f2m
ij , (73)

where r is the radius of the observer, m is the azimuthal
component of the spherical harmonic, t is the simulation
time, and f2m

ij are the tensor spherical harmonics. We
compute both polarizations of the strains, which relate
to hTT

ij by

h+ =
hTT
θθ

r2
, (74)

h× =
hTT
θϕ

r2sinθ
. (75)

The final term in (71) is the surface term for the radial
boundaries ra and rb, which vanishes in the total strain
calculation where ra = 0 and rb = ∞, with ρb = 0.

A. Regional Decomposition of the Strains

We introduce a modification to the procedure applied
in [17]—specifically, a modification to the regional break-
down of the gravitational wave sources. Regions 1–4 are
identical to our previous work. Region 1 is defined with
an inner boundary at the innermost mean radius at which
the convective mass flux is 5% of its peak value, and the
outer boundary is the outermost mean radius at which
the convective mass flux is 5% of its peak value. Re-
gion 2 extends from the outer boundary of region 1 to
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the mean density contour of 1012 g cm−3. Region 3 is
bounded below and above by the mean density contours
of 1012 g cm−3 and 1011 g cm−3 respectively. Region 4
encompasses the net cooling region from the mean den-
sity contour of 1011 g cm−3 to the mean gain radius, at
which net neutrino-heating sets in. Previously, region 5
was defined to extend from the mean gain radius to the
maximum shock radius. However, because the contribu-
tion to gravitational wave emission outside the shock is
minimal (the preshock flow is spherical given a spherical
progenitor), extending region 5 to the edge of the compu-
tational domain circumvents challenges associated with
using the shock as a regional boundary without compro-
mising the determination of the gravitational wave emis-
sion itself. The resulting strains for each region, and the
total strain, are shown for each polarization for D15 and
D25 in Figure 3.

From Figure 3, we can determine the dominant re-
gion(s) producing strong gravitational wave strains dur-
ing each epoch of the core collapse supernova. We include
both the h+ and h× strains, following the conclusions of
Pajkos et al. [59]. For the first 100 ms after bounce, the
D15 and D25 models do not produce significant strains,
and those are not shown. For the h+ polarized strains
of the D15 model, beginning almost immediately 100 ms
after bounce, it is region 4 that initially produces gravi-
tational wave strains followed soon after by region 3, pro-
ducing strains of a similar amplitude. From 100 to 130
ms, regions 1 and 2 do not show much activity, but 130 ms
after bounce they begin to output high-frequency grav-
itational waves as Ledoux convection sets in [16]. The
amplitudes of the strains produced in regions 1 and 2
continue to grow, and at 160 ms postbounce the strains
of region 2 are roughly the same amplitude as those of
regions 3 and 4. Roughly 240 ms after bounce, region 2
has become the region with the largest-amplitude strains.
At 300 ms after bounce, region 1 produces strain ampli-
tudes approximately equal to the amplitudes in regions
3 and 4. As the simulation continues to progress, the
amplitudes in regions 3 and 4 decrease as accretion onto
the PNS subsides after the explosion begins. Regions 1
and 2 maintain their high-amplitude strains for the rest
of the simulation, as the Ledoux convection that drives
them continues due to the lepton gradients sustained by
neutrino diffusion and emission from the PNS. The D25
model shows the same behavior in regional production of
gravitational waves with time, although the exact tran-
sition times vary between the models. This behavior is
clear in both polarizations of the strains.

From these strains, we see that the general evolution
of gravitational wave generation for the D-series models
100 ms after bounce proceeds as: (i) region 4 initially
produces small amplitude gravitational wave strains, (ii)
region 3 produces strains of similar amplitude a few tens
of ms later, (iii) Ledoux convection begins and causes
gravitational wave strains to be produced in regions 1
and 2, (iv) within 300 ms after bounce region 1 will have
strains of the same magnitude as regions 3 and 4, and re-

gion 2 will produce the greatest strains, (v) as accretion
onto the surface of the PNS slows, the strains produced
in regions 3 and 4 decrease, (vi) sustained Ledoux con-
vection keeps the magnitude of the strains produced in
regions 1 and 2 fairly constant for the rest of the simu-
lation. Note that, during phases (iii) and (iv), there is
significant contribution to the total strain across regions
1–4. During these phases, ∼200–500 ms for D15 and
∼250–380 ms for D25, we see the greatest total strain
in both polarizations. Not included in this analysis is
the development of standing-accretion-shock-instability
(SASI)–produced gravitational waves, which are below
∼250 Hz, and the gravitational wave memory, which be-
gins to develop at the time of shock revival, with high
amplitude, low-frequency, ∼50 Hz and below, gravita-
tional waves.

B. Fractional Luminosity as a Function of Radius

This evolution of the gravitational wave production in
CCSNe is not only seen in the strains. It is also apparent
when examining the gravitational wave luminosity. We
can compute the total gravitational wave luminosity as a
function of time from [60]

dE

dt
=

c3

G

1

32π

+2∑
m=−2

〈∣∣∣∣dA2m

dt

∣∣∣∣2
〉
, (76)

where the ⟨⟩ indicate averaging over several wave cycles
and

A2m ≡ dN2m

dt
=

G

c4
d2I2m
dt2

. (77)

Due to the nonlinear dependence on A2m, it is not pos-
sible to decompose the luminosity into regions, as was
done for the strains. However, it is possible to compute
(76) from the center of the PNS out to a particular ra-
dius and compare that to the total gravitational wave
luminosity of the entire star. This does not allow for an
exact determination of the gravitational wave luminos-
ity within each region of the star, but should allow for
an estimate of the fraction of the total luminosity that
is emitted within a particular radius, with an obvious
correlation then with each region.
Figure 4 shows the fractional luminosity as a function

of radius and time, for each model, for times after the
HFF develops. The procedure for determining the start
time of the HFF is described in Murphy et al. [14], and
is 127 ms and 134 ms after bounce for D15 and D25,
respectively. The radii containing 90% and 95% of the
gravitational wave luminosity are plotted in red and blue,
respectively. The fact that these radii lie on top of each
other shows that the majority of the gravitational wave
luminosity is well bounded by these radii, and that the
radii beyond the red and blue curves do not contribute
much to the total gravitational wave luminosity.



11

-2
0
2

R 1

-2
0
2

R 2

-2
0
2

R 3

-2
0
2

R 4

-3
0
3

R 5

100 200 300 400 500 600 700
Time Postbounce (ms)

-4
0
4

Total

-2
0
2

R 1

-2
0
2

R 2

-2
0
2

R 3

-2
0
2

R 4

-3
0
3

R 5

100 200 300 400 500 600 700
Time Postbounce (ms)

-5
0
5

Total

-3
0
3

R 1

-3
0
3

R 2

-3
0
3

R 3

-3
0
3

R 4

-8
0
8

R 5

100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450
Time Postbounce (ms)

-8
0
8

Total

-3
0
3

R 1

-3
0
3

R 2

-3
0
3

R 3

-3
0
3

R 4

-10
0

10
R 5

100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450
Time Postbounce (ms)

-12
0

12
Total

FIG. 3. Gravitational wave strains by region using updated region boundaries as described in the text. The vertical axis shows
Dh+,×, with D = 10 kpc. Left column shows the strains for the h+ polarization. Right column shows the strains for the h×
polarization. The top row is for model D15. The bottom row is for model D25. Note the scales on the vertical axes, as they
differ across region, polarization, and model.

In both models, we see that the majority of the gravita-
tional wave luminosity stems from region 3 to the center
of the PNS at the onset of the HFF. By 300 ms after
bounce for the D15 model and 200 ms after bounce for
the D25 model, the majority of the gravitational wave lu-
minosity originates from below region 3. From that time
until the end of the simulation, the majority of the gravi-
tational wave luminosity originates from regions 1 and 2.
This is consistent with the evolution of the gravitational
wave strains in our regional analysis, discussed earlier.

C. Modal Analysis

If the goal of our modal analysis is to accurately find
the vibrational modes of the PNS that give rise to grav-
itational wave emission, the resulting eigenfrequencies
that solve Equation (62) should be able to reproduce the

qualitative behavior we see in the regional strain and
fractional luminosity plots of Figures 3 and 4. Addition-
ally, they should reproduce the qualitative behavior, to
be discussed, in the spectrograms in Figure 5. Deter-
mining whether a mode reproduces this behavior is non-
trivial. To simplify our discussion, we will focus on only
the vibrational modes that are close in frequency to the
HFF.

The spectrograms for the D-series models presented
in Mezzacappa et al. [17] have been updated using the
methods outlined in Section II.C of Murphy et al. [14].
The D25 model uses a window size of 30 ms, while the
longer signal of D15 allows us to use a 45 ms window. All
other aspects of the windowing scheme are the same as in
Murphy et al. [14], meaning the effective window length
is 3 ms for each model. Figure 5 shows the resulting
spectrograms.

For our modal analysis, we examine only the quadrupo-
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FIG. 4. Fractional gravitational wave luminosity as a function of time and radius. The regional boundaries corresponding to
the definitions in the text are plotted as a function of time in black, yellow, and green. The red dashed line corresponds to the
radius at which 90% of the gravitational wave luminosity is contained, and the blue dashed line represents the radius at which
95% of the luminosity is contained.

lar, ℓ = 2 non-radial modes, given they are the largest
contributors to the gravitational wave signal. Figure 5
shows the eigenfrequencies determined by the procedure
outlined in Section II, overlaid on the spectrograms. The
PNS modes are classified according to the Cowling clas-
sification scheme introduced in Cowling [61]. This clas-
sification is determined by the number of nodes in the
ηr eigenfunction—i.e. the number of times it changes
sign—for a given frequency. Modes with eigenfunctions
that have no nodes are labeled as fundamental 2f -modes.
Modes with frequencies above the fundamental mode fre-
quencies are labeled as 2pn-modes with n representing the
number of nodes, and modes with frequencies below the
fundamental mode frequencies are labeled as 2gn-modes.
We note that other classification schemes are available,
as outlined in Rodriguez et al. [36]. In cases where there
is no fundamental mode, we label the lowest-frequency
mode with a given number of nodes as a 2gn-mode and
the corresponding highest-frequency mode with the same
number of nodes as a 2pn-mode. If there are more than
two modes at a given time with the same node count,
those modes with frequencies between the 2gn- and

2pn-
mode are labeled as 2hn, or hybrid, modes.
In Figure 5, we see that, for each model, the portion

of the HFF with the highest power-spectral density is
tracked throughout its evolution by different modes pre-
dicted by our modal analysis. As the HFF begins to
develop, it is the 2g2-mode that tracks it best. Between
180–200 ms after bounce the 2g2-mode stops tracking the
HFF and the 2g1 mode takes over as the best tracking
mode. Around 400 ms after bounce, the 2f -mode begins
to follow the HFF most closely. We thus identify three
modes that track the HFF throughout its evolution: 2g2,
2g1, and

2f .
We include the 2h2-mode in Figure 5 because track-

ing the evolution of ηr for the 2h2- and
2f -modes shows

they are the same spectrogram feature. The 2h2-mode
becomes the 2f -mode, as the minimum of the ηr eigen-
function rises above zero, thus removing two nodes. This
is shown in Figure 5 when the line colors transition from
gray to blue.
In order to determine if these modes match the evo-

lution of gravitational wave emission as seen in the sim-
ulation data of Figures 3, 4, and 5, we investigate the
total kinetic energy within a mode, EGW , and the power
emitted as gravitational waves, PGW . To compute the
total kinetic energy, we first calculate the kinetic energy
density of a mode with frequency σ as [24, 27]

E(r) = σ2

8π
ρ

[
η2r + ℓ(ℓ+ 1)

η2⊥
r2

]
. (78)

The total kinetic energy contained within a mode in the
Newtonian limit is then given by

EGW = 4π

∫ RPNS

0

r2Edr. (79)

The total power radiated from each mode as gravitational
waves, in the Newtonian limit, is [62]

PGW =
1

8π

(ℓ+ 1)(ℓ+ 2)

(ℓ− 1)l

[
4πσℓ+1

(2ℓ+ 1)!!

∫ RPNS

0

δρ̂rl+2dr

]2
,

(80)
where δρ̂ is defined in Equation (44). Just as in the case
of gravitational wave luminosity, the nonlinearity with re-
spect to δρ̂ makes clear we cannot use Equation (80) to
calculate the power output regionally. However, we can
introduce the gravitational wave production efficiency de-



13

FIG. 5. Spectrograms of the gravitational wave emission from models D15 and D25, with the color axis representing the
logarithm of the power spectral density log10(P). Note the differing color axes between the models, with the higher-mass
progenitor resulting in a higher power spectral density. The left column shows the spectrograms of the h+ signals. The right
column shows the spectrograms of the h× signals. Overlaid on each spectrogram are the eigenfrequencies for each mode that
lies close to the HFF.

fined by Torres-Forné et al. [24] as

ηGW =
PGW

EGW f
, (81)

and use the regional energy contained within a mode as

EGW = 4π

[∫
R1

r2Edr +
∫
R2

r2Edr +
∫
R3

r2Edr
]

= E1 + E2 + E3 (82)

to decompose the total power output in gravitational
waves as

PGW = ηGW fEGW

= ηGW f(E1 + E2 + E3)

= P1 + P2 + P3. (83)

Figure 6 shows the resulting efficiency of gravitational
wave production of each mode for each model. With the

exception of the 2h2- and
2p1-modes, the times where a

mode is most efficient correspond directly to the times
where they best fit the HFF, for both models. It is un-
clear why the 2h2-mode is shown to be so efficient at
early times when the spectrograms in Figure 5 do not
show a significant feature at those frequencies, for either
model. Additionally, in both models a 2p1-mode is ob-
served to have a gravitational wave emission efficiency
higher than that of both the 2g1- and 2f -modes until
∼450–460 ms after bounce when the 2f -mode becomes
the highest efficiency mode. We plot the eqigenfrequen-
cies of the 2p1-mode in Figure 5 and see that it does
not correspond to any particular feature in the spectro-
grams. We note that Torres-Forné et al. [24] see sim-
ilar behavior, where the 2p4-mode is the most efficient
emitter of gravitational waves in their model but the 2p1
most closely tracks the highest amplitude feature in their
spectrogram. At this time we have not investigated what
physical mechanism may be responsible for the reduction
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in efficiency for these modes. As these modes do not con-
tribute to the HFF, they are not further investigated in
this study.

For the modes that do match the evolution of the HFF,
we compute the approximate regional power emitted as
gravitational waves for each region n as

Pn = ηGW fEn. (84)

Figure 7 shows the power radiated as gravitational waves
for each mode by color, and the regions in which the
power is radiated is denoted by line type. Note that the
vertical axis is on a log scale, to capture the full range
of the power radiated as gravitational waves. The 2h2-
mode is included here for its connection to the 2f -mode.
Before ∼210 ms for the D25 model and before ∼240 ms
for the D15 model, the power radiated as gravitational
waves is concentrated in region 3, denoted by a solid line,
regardless of what mode is emitting the most power at
that time. Given that the modal analysis uses the surface
of the PNS as the outer boundary, we cannot use it to
investigate region 4, but from 4, we expect the gravita-
tional wave luminosity to be dominated by region 3 even
when the strains are slightly larger in region 4. At ∼240
ms after bounce for the D15 model, and ∼210 ms after
bounce for the D25 mode, the dominant power output is
from the 2g1-mode shown in green, and the majority of
the power is emitted in region 2, shown as a dashed line.
For the D15 model at ∼350 ms after bounce, the 2g1-
mode begins to radiate power more strongly from region
1, and at ∼360 ms after bounce, the 2f -mode, denoted
in blue, becomes the dominant emitter of gravitational
waves, with the majority of power coming from region
2. The transition of dominant gravitational wave pro-
duction from region 2 to region 1 for D25 also occurs at
∼330 ms, but when the 2f -mode becomes dominant at
∼420 ms, region 1 remains the dominant region. At the
end of the D15 simulation, the power output of regions
1 and 2 are roughly equal, with region 1 being slightly
larger.

Finally, we examine the individual spectrograms for
regions 1–4 given the corresponding strains in Figure 3.
Figures 8 and 9 show these spectrograms, produced us-
ing the same parameters as in Figure 5, overlaid with
the eigenfrequencies that lie closest to the HFF from our
modal analysis. The evolution of the source of gravi-
tational wave emission is seen in the spectrograms and
directly corroborated by the power emitted by each mode
in Figure 7. In both the D15 and D25 models, gravita-
tional wave emission begins with the highest amplitude
strains coming from accretion onto the PNS, in regions
3 and 4, corresponding to low-order 2g-modes. At these
early times, there is no feature in region 1 that is tracked
by these modes. Conversely, in the D15 model, after
∼300 ms postbounce, the 2f -mode is clearly tracked in
region 2, and at later times in region 1, as well. During
the same period, there is a weaker signal in region 3, and
almost no signal in region 4. The D25 model does not
evolve long enough for the 2f -mode to track the HFF, but

the 2g1-mode does track the HFF in both regions 2 and
3, with the dominant contribution coming from region 2
and with little or no contribution coming from region 3
or 4, respectively, towards the end of the simulation.

IV. SUMMARY, DISCUSSION, AND
CONCLUSION

We have presented the first analysis that combines spa-
tial decomposition of gravitational wave emission with a
modal analysis of the emission, in an effort to source and
characterize it. For the spatial analysis, we have intro-
duced some improvements to the approach detailed in
Mezzacappa et al. [17]. For the modal analysis, we use a
new tool based on a modal analysis appropriate for sim-
ulation data generated by a pseudo-Newtonian approach
to gravity, consistent with the treatment of gravity im-
plemented in Chimera. The necessity of the latter was
demonstrated by Westernacher-Schneider [30].
For the spatial decomposition of the gravitational wave

emission, we computed, as in [17], the gravitational wave
strains from five separate regions: (i) the region of sus-
tained Ledoux convection deep within the PNS, at den-
sities above 1012 g cm−3 (region 1), (ii) the region of
convective overshoot (region 2), (iii) the surface layer
of the PNS, below a density of 1011 g cm−3, which we
use to define the PNS surface (region 3), (iv) the net
neutrino cooling layer between the PNS surface and the
gain radius (region 4), and finally, (v) the region above
the gain radius (region 5). For the two models consid-
ered here, the general evolution of the gravitational wave
strain amplitudes by region is well described as follows:
(i) The strains start with small amplitudes in region 4 at
∼100 ms postbounce. (ii) The strain amplitudes rise to
similar levels in region 3 by ∼110 ms postbounce. (iii)
The strain amplitudes of region 2 become comparable to
those of regions 3 and 4 by ∼160 ms postbounce. (iv)
Simultaneously, the strains in region 1 also increase but
remain slightly below those of regions 2, 3, and 4. (v) The
strains in regions 1 and 2 continue to grow while, starting
at ∼440 ms postbounce for D15 and ∼300 ms postbounce
for D25, the strains in regions 3 and 4 begin to decrease.
(vi) The strains in region 1 and 2 become approximately
constant, on average, with the highest amplitude strains.
In addition to computing the gravitational wave strains

by region and, in particular, following the evolution of the
strain amplitudes, we computed the fractional gravita-
tional wave luminosities for our two models, as a function
of radius from the center of the PNS. The strains are de-
composable by region and can be added to give the total
strain. The regional luminosities cannot be added to ob-
tain the total value, but its approximate localization can
be accomplished by integrating outward in radius. We
find in both of our models that the evolution of the radius
within which 90–95% of the luminosity produced is con-
sistent with the evolution of the largest strains, with the
90–95% luminosity contours moving inward with post-
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FIG. 6. The efficiency of producing gravitational waves as defined in the text for the same modes presented in Figure 5 with
the same legend. We see that across the two models, after 100 ms, the modes producing gravitational waves most efficiently
proceed from 2g2 to 2g1 to 2f .
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FIG. 7. Plots of the approximate power emitted as gravitational waves calculated using Equation (84). Results are separated
by region for each mode contributing to the HFF. Mode label is denoted by color with 2h2 denoted by yellow, 2f denoted by
blue, 2g1 denoted by green, and 2g2 denoted by purple. The region in which the power output is approximated is denoted by
line type, with region 1 denoted by a dotted line, region 2 denoted by a dashed line, and region 3 denoted by a solid line.

bounce time from regions 3 and 4 to regions 1 and 2.

We focused our modal analysis on the prominent,
canonical HFF present in our spectrograms and the spec-
trograms from other modeling groups. To label our eigen-
frequencies, we used the Cowling classification scheme.
The modes that track the HFF in our two models are
the 2g2-mode at the onset of the HFF, the 2g1-mode be-
ginning at ∼180 ms postbounce, and the 2f -mode at
∼360 ms postbounce for D15, and at ∼420 ms post-
bounce for D25. This evolution of the HFF from low-
order 2gn-modes to the 2f -mode is consistent with the
findings from three-dimensional models in Radice et al.
[28], as well as the findings from two-dimensional models

in [21, 27, 34, 37].

The modal analysis, which complements the spatial
analysis, as shown in Figures 7, 8 and 9, together pro-
viding a more complete picture, affords a third window
onto the sources of gravitational emission. We computed
a measure of the power emitted as gravitational waves
in each region. At the beginning of the HFF, the mode
radiating gravitational waves with the greatest power ac-
cording to this measure, neglecting the 2h2-mode, is the
2g2-mode, and the dominant region is region 3. (Recall
that our modal analysis does not extend past region 3.)
By ∼180 ms postbounce, the 2g1-mode becomes dom-
inant, and regions 2 and 3 radiate gravitational waves
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FIG. 8. Spectrograms by region for model D15, corresponding to regional h+ polarized strains in Figure 3. The eigenfrequencies
from the modal analysis are overlaid and differentiated by color. Modes are classified according to the Cowling classification,
as described in the text.

with approximately the same power. Over the next ∼30
ms, by ∼210–220 ms postbounce, region 2 becomes the
dominant production region of gravitational waves. By
∼360 ms for D15 and ∼420 ms for D25, the 2f -mode has
become the dominant producer of gravitational waves.
In the D15 model, the dominant region remains region 2
until region 1 becomes slightly larger at the end of the
simulation. For D25, region 1 becomes dominant ∼330
ms and remains dominant for the rest of the simulation.

Thus, all three approaches to sourcing the gravita-
tional wave emission in the models presented here tell
a consistent story: Gravitational wave emission is dom-
inated early by the PNS surface layers, as material ac-
cretes onto the PNS surface during the development of
explosion, and dominated later by the region of sustained
Ledoux convection and the region of convective over-
shoot, deep within the PNS, as explosion develops and
accretion onto the PNS surface decreases.

Using indirect rather than direct methods in the con-
text of three-dimensional models, others have concluded
that gravitational wave emission from the PNS is excited

primarily from outside [28, 42, 63]. In particular, Radice
et al. [28] calculate the flux of the accreted turbulent
kinetic energy at the surface of the PNS and show a
trend between it and the total gravitational wave energy
emitted, across a range of progenitors from 9–60 M⊙.
Powell and Müller [42] find that this empirical relation-
ship between the turbulent kinetic energy flux onto the
PNS and the emitted gravitational wave energy fits the
emission from their models, as well, for an ultra-stripped
3.5 M⊙ helium core and an 18 M⊙ progenitor. Addition-
ally, Powell and Müller [42] also show that the non-radial
kinetic energy within the convective zone of the PNS in
their models grows over the same time period that the
total gravitational wave strain amplitudes are decreasing.
With regard to the latter, we too see our total strains de-
crease with time, as we have shown, as the contributions
from the surface layers decrease and the contributions
from the convective and convective-overshoot layers are
more or less sustained over the later periods of our runs.
Therefore, a decrease in the total strain does not imply
that the primary excitation mechanism of gravitational
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FIG. 9. Spectrograms by region for model D25, corresponding to regional h× polarized strains in Figure 3. The eigenfrequencies
from the modal analysis are overlaid and differentiated by color. Modes are classified according to the Cowling classification,
as described in the text.

wave emission from the PNS is accretion onto it at all
times. A similar analysis was conducted by Vartanyan
et al. [63], who correlated turbulent accretion onto the
PNS with periods of maximum strain. Again, as we have
shown here, we expect the period of maximum strain to
correspond to the period in which all regions we have de-
fined here contribute significantly to gravitational wave
emission—i.e., when we have significant surface emission,
excited by accretion onto the PNS, and significant emis-
sion from the convective and convective-overshoot lay-
ers, excited by sustained Ledoux convection. The total
strain does not, and cannot, tell us how the strain is par-
titioned over the regions of the PNS. Therefore, it cannot
tell us that the strains in the convective and convective-
overshoot regions remain large after the total strain has
dropped off as accretion-induced strains drop off. Our
results, based on direct methods, show that the origin
of the high-frequency gravitational wave emission in core
collapse supernovae, which stems from the PNS, is gener-
ally more complex than has been assessed by other meth-
ods, and time-dependent.

Finally, in the modal analysis by Zha et al. [34], based
on two-dimensional axisymmetric CCSN simulation data,
they find that the same eigenmodes we have identified
here as best fitting the HFF in our spectrograms also fit
the HFF in their spectrograms, namely the 2g2-,

2g1-,
and 2f -modes, with early times after bounce matched by
2gn-modes with more nodes, up to n = 4. They em-
phasize that the eigenfunctions that best match the HFF
are global—i.e., that the amplitudes of the eigenfunctions
are significant throughout the PNS. This global nature is
also noted in the perturbative analysis of axisymmetric
models in Eggenberger Andersen et al. [64]. Our results
show the same global character. For example, as shown
here, the power emitted as gravitational waves is seen
across our regions 1–3, a significant fraction of the PNS
volume, for all modes. However, it is clear there exist
times when the power output across these regions dif-
fers by at least an order of magnitude, especially beyond
300 ms postbounce, between regions 1 or 2 and region 3.
That is, while global in nature, the dominant contribu-
tions to gravitational wave emission can still be sourced.
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