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Abstract

The recent direct detection of gravitational waves (GWsirfibinary black hole
mergersl[ll, 2] opens up an entirely new non-electromagwaidow into the Universe
making it possible to probe physics that has been hiddenmrtdaelectromagnetic
observations. In addition to cataclysmic events involMihack holes, GWs can be
triggered by physical processes and systems involvingroedtars. Properties of
neutron stars are largely determined by the equation o $EDS) of neutron-rich
matter, which is the major ingredient in calculating thdlatestructure and proper-
ties of related phenomena, such as gravitational wave amif®m elliptically de-
formed pulsars and neutron star binaries. Although the EQ®watron-rich matter is
still rather uncertain mainly due to the poorly known densiépendence of nuclear
symmetry energy at high densities, significant progres®bas made recently in con-
straining the symmetry energy using data from terrestualesar laboratories. These
constraints could provide useful information on the lintitssWs expected from neu-
tron stars. Here after briefly reviewing our previous worlconstraining gravitational
radiation from elliptically deformed pulsars with ternést nuclear laboratory data in
light of the recent gravitational wave detection, we esterthe maximum gravita-
tional wave strain amplitude, using an optimistic valuetfog breaking strain of the
neutron star crust, for 15 pulsars at distances 0.16 kp®tkpc from Earth, and find
it to be in the range of [0.2 — 31.1] x 10724, depending on the details of the EOS
used to compute the neutron star properties. Implicatiomsgiacussed.

1. Introduction

Gravitational waves are tiny disturbances in space-tinedlipted by General Relativity in
1916. A century after the fundamental predictions of Alligristein, the Laser Interfer-
ometer Gravitational-Wave Observatory (LIGO) has detkdieectly gravitational waves
from black hole mergers[L] 2]. This detection has the pa@ktd transform profoundly our
understanding of the Universe, as gravitational wave astrty opens up the possibility to
probe physics that has been hidden to current electromagretervations/ [3]. Because
gravity interacts extremely weakly with matter, gravibail waves carry much cleaner and
detailed picture of their sources as opposed to their elmagnetic counterparts! [4].
Several types of gravitational waves and their correspandources have been dis-
cussed in the literature: (ihspiral gravitational waves are triggered during the latest stages
of compact binary systems where the two objects finally deland merge. These systems
typically consist of two neutron stars, two black holes, esdnstrated by LIGO [1,]2], or
a neutron star and a black hole whose orbit decayed to the phaihthe two masses are
about to coalesce. This requires one of the original stabe tmassive enough to undergo
collapse to a compact object without destroying its companand without disrupting the
bound orbit[[5]. (ii)Burst gravitational waves are generated in sudden cataclysmic events,
such as supernova explosions or gamma-ray bursts [5]. Aisphg symmetric explosion
cannot lead to emission of GWSs in General Relativity. In otdgproduce GWSs a supernova
must exhibit some asymmetry. It is known that many pulsamnéal in supernovae have
large speeds relative to neighboring stars (high "birttk&iy, and this suggests strongly
that certain spernovae do exhibit considerable non-spddemotion [6]. (iii) Stochastic
gravitational waves could even have been produced during the very early Universi
before any stars had been formed, merely as a consequermdyfrtamics and expansion



Nuclear constraints on gravitational waves from deformealdars 3

of the Cosmos [5]. Very similar to the Cosmic Micro-wave Baakund (CMB), which is an
electromagnetic leftover from the Big Bang, these GWSs p&tg from many independent
events amounting to a Cosmic Gravitational-wave Backgid@GB). Such gravitational
waves may carry critical information about the very earlyivdrse, as they would have
been stretched out as the Cosmos expandedC@minuous gravitational waves are gen-
erated by sources with steady and well-defined frequencamiples of such sources are
binary neutron star or black hole systems orbiting the comaosmter of mass, or a (rapidly)
spinning neutron star with some long-living axial asymméti].

Ground-based gravitational wave observatories, such @®©Lland VIRGO, will also
allow studies of a large population of neutron stars. Addiily, in space eLISA(Evolved
Laser Interferometric Space Antenna), a planned spaceamiby the European Space
Agency expected to launch in the early 2020s, will provideuaprecedented instrument
for GWs search and detectidn [8]. The eLISA will survey theibequency gravitational-
wave bandwidth and is expected to detect a wide variety aftevend systems in Space.

Rotating neutron stars are considered to be one of the maspgcts for sources of
continuous GWs potentially detectable by the LIGO [9] an®R&IO (e.g. Ref.[[10]) laser
interferometric observatories. According to General Ratg, a perfectly symmetric ro-
tating object self-bound by gravity does not generate GVWerit GWs over an extended
time period, a pulsar needs to exhibit a long-living axigirametry, e.g., a "mountain” on
its surfacel[[7]. In the literature, several different metdbhms causing such asymmetries
have been discussed:

() Anisotropic stress built up during the crystallizatiperiod of the neutron star crust
may be able to support long term asymmetries, such as statcritains” on the
neutron star surface [11].

(i) In addition, because of its violent formation in supeva the rotational axis of a
neutron star may not necessarily be aligned with its pralaipoment of inertia axis,
which results in a neutron star precession [12]. Becaushkisf ¢ven if the pulsar
remains symmetric with respect to its rotational axis, ieates GWs [12, 13].

(iii) Also, neutron stars have extremely strong magnetid$iewhich could create mag-
netic pressure and, in turn, deform the pulsar, if the magseid rotational axes do
not coincide [[14].

These mechanisms generally cause a triaxial pulsar coafignr GWs are characterized
by a very small dimensionless strain amplitudg, The magnitude of the strain ampli-
tude depends on how much the pulsar is distorted from axi@insstry which depends
on details of the EOS of neutron-rich matter. The EOS of rarcteatter under extreme
pressure, density and/or isospin asymmetry is still lgrgelcertain and rather theoreti-
cally controversial. A major source of these uncertainisethe rather poorly known den-
sity dependence of the nuclear symmetry enefgy,, (p) which encodes the information
about the energy associated with the neutron-proton asymineneutron-rich matter, see,
e.g. [15,16/ 17, 18, 19, 20]. Fortunately, both nuclearcstmes and reactions provide
useful means to probe the,,,,(p) in terrestrial nuclear laboratories [21]. For example,
several observables in heavy-ion reactions are known temgtae to thel,,,, (p) from



4 Plamen G. Krastev and Bao-An Li

sub-saturation to supra-saturation densities, see,Refs, [22] 23| 24, 25]. For a compre-
hensive recent review, see articles in Refl [20]. Thanksi¢ohard work of many people
in both nuclear physics and astrophysical communitiessidenable progress has been
achieved in recent years in constraining the symmetry gresgecially around and below
the nuclear matter saturation density using data from lastkdtrial experiments and astro-
physical observations, see, e.g., Refs] [26) 27| 28, 29,180his chapter, we first briefly
review our earlier work on constraining the GWs expectedhfatdliptically deformed pul-
sars[[31] in light of the recent direct gravitational waveedtions [1[ 2]. Applying several
nucleonic EOSs constrained by laboratory nuclear expetisneve then estimate the GW
strain amplitude for fifteen pulsars for selected neutran @bnfigurations. Our focus is on
illustrating effects of nuclear symmetry energy on the GYsistamplitude from deformed
pulsars. Recent reviews on effects of the density deperdehcuclear symmetry energy
on GWs from various neutron star oscillations![32], binaeptnon star mergers [33], the
pure general relativistic w-mode_[34] as well as the EOS4tyalegeneracyl [35] can be
found in the referred references.

2. Strain amplitude of gravitational waves from deformed pul-
sars

For consistency, we first recall the formalism applied to pate the gravitational wave
strain amplitude following closely the discussion of R&1]. A rotating neutron star
generates GWs if it has some long-living axial asymmetry. akeady discussed in the
introduction, there are several mechanisms that could tleatkllar deformations, and in
turn gravitational wave emission. Generally, such praggsesult in triaxial neutron star
configuration, which in the quadrupole approximation, wiogénerate GWSs dtvice the
rotational frequency of the starl[9]. These waves are cleniaed by a strain amplitude at
the Earth’s vicinity given by [36]

162G el 1>

ho =
ct r

(1)

In the above equation is the neutron star rotational frequendy, is the stellar principal
moment of inertiag = (I, — I,,y)/1.. is its equatorial ellipticity, anat is the distance to
Earth. The ellipticity is related to the maximum quadrupmlement of the star via [37]
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where fordowly rotating (and static) neutron stabg, can be written as [37]
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In this expressiow,,,.. is the breaking strain of the neutron star crust which isematin-
certain at present time. Although earlier studies estithttte value of the breaking strain
to be in the range .. = [10~° — 10~2] [36], more recent investigations using molecular
dynamics suggested that the breaking strain could be & darg,,,., = 0.1 [38]. Using a
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rather conservative value of,,,, = 0.01 in a previous work[[31] we reported the nuclear
constraints on the gravitational wave signals to be expefttan several pulsars close to
Earth. Here, to estimate the maximum valuehgf we takeo,,., = 0.1 and revisit some
key issues. From Eqd.](1) ard (2) it is clear thatdoes not depend on the moment of
inertial, ., and the total dependence upon the underlying EOS is cdyidlae quadrupole
moment®,,. Thus Eqg.[(Il) can be rewritten as

(P max 2
ho = x—meE (4)
r
with x = /204875 /15G /.
In a previous work[[39] we have computed the moment of inestiboth static and

rotating neutron stars. In the case of slowly rotating reeustars, in Ref[ [40], it has been
shown that the following empirical relation

Mk M 4
I ~ 0.237M R? 1+4.2< m>+90< km)] (5)

MoR MoR

holds for neutron star configurations with masses greater th/; and a wide range of
EOSs. We first solve the Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff (TO¥Yations (TOV)I[[41, 42]

dP(r e(rym(r P(r Ar3p(r om(r)]17 "
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dm(r) B
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to compute the neutron star magd, and radius,R. We then proceed to calculate the
moment of inertia and the quadrupole moment using [Eg. (5)Eand3) respectively, and
the neutron star ellipticity, via Eq. [2). For rotational frequencies up~0o300H z, global
properties of rotating neutron stars stay approximatehstant [39]. Therefore for slowly
rotating stars, if one knows the pulsar’s rotational fregyeand its distance from the Earth,
the above formalism can be applied to estimate the GW straplitude. Then these esti-
mates can be compared with the current upper limits for theitaty of the laser interfer-
ometric observatories, such as LIGO and VIRGO [31].

3. Model EOSsconstrained by terrestrial nuclear experiments

For completeness, below we summarize relevant EOS detdlitsving closely Ref[[31].
We assume a simple model of stellar matter of nucleons ahdl légptons (electrons and
muons) in beta-equilibrium. For many astrophysical stsidieis more convenient to ex-
press the EOS in terms of the pressure as a function of demsityd isospin asymmetry

d = (pn — pp)/p Wherep,, andp, are the densities of neutrons and protons. In[Hig. 1 we
show the pressure as a function of density for two extremescasymmetric (upper panel)
and pure neutron matter (lower panel). We pay particul@nttin to the EOS calculated
with the MDI [43,[44] (momentum-dependent) interaction duse its symmetry energy
has been constrained in the subsaturation density regitimetgvailable nuclear laboratory
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Figure 1. (Color online) Pressure as a function of densitysfanmetric (upper panel) and
pure neutron (lower panel) matter. The green area in therypgeel is the experimental
constraint on symmetric matter extracted by Danielewi@gdy and Lynch [46] from ana-
lyzing the collective flow in relativistic heavy-ion colims. The corresponding constraint
on the pressure of pure neutron matter, obtained by contbthimflow data and an extrap-
olation of the symmetry energy functionals constraineawel.2p, (oo = 0.16 fm~3) by
the isospin diffusion data, is the shaded black area in therlpanel. Taken from Ref. [31].

data [45]. Here we emphasize that the EOS of symmetric nuahedter with the MDI
interaction is constrained by the available data on calledtow in relativistic heavy-ion
collisions [46]. The single-particle potential corresgimy to the MDI EOS is given by

. p—r pr
Ur 7T757 y L = Ay
(p,T.0,p,x) () p” (x )po
P o o—1
+B <—> (1—z6%) — 87':17 —0p_
Po +1 pg
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wherer = 1/2 (—1/2) for neutrons (protons)y, A, (x), A¢(x), B, C;+,Cr 7, 0, andA
are parameters discussed in Ref. [43]. The paramei®introduced in Eq.[{8) to account
for the largely uncertain density behavior of the nucleansyetry energy’,,,,,(p) as pre-
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Figure 2. (Color online) The density dependence of the mudgmmetry energy for dif-
ferent values of the parameteiin the MDI interaction. Taken from Ref?].

dicted by various models of the nuclear interaction and/anyrbody approaches. As illus-
trated in Fig[ 2, the different values ofresult in a wide range of possible behaviors for the
density dependence of the nuclear symmetry energy. It waslgtrated that only EOSs
with z in the range between -1 and 0 have symmetry energies cansigth the isospin-
diffusion laboratory daté [47] and the fiducial value for treutron-skin of% Pp [48]. We
therefore consider only these two limiting cases in catoudgthe boundaries of the possible
neutron star configurations. The green area inlFig. 1, ineheity range opy = [2.0—4.6],
represents the experimental constraint on the pressusggrohstric nuclear mattef), ex-
tracted from analysis of collective flow data from relatiisheavy-ion collisions [46]. The
pressure of pure neutron mattéyn ;s = Py + p*>dEsym(p)/dp, is determined by the den-
sity dependence of the nuclear symmetry endrgy,(p). Because the constraints on the
nuclear symmetry energy are available only for densitiaseetdhan approximately.2pq,

as shown by the red and green square symbols in the lower paRé.[1, the most reli-
able estimate of the EOS of neutron-rich matter can be therebmputed by extrapolating
the model of the EOS for symmetric nuclear matter and the sgtnymrenergy to higher
densities. In the lower panel, the black shaded region septe the best estimate on pres-
sure of neutron matter at high densities predicted by the Mi2raction withx = 0 and

x = —1 as the lower and upper bounds on the symmetry energy and tistraimed EOS
of symmetric matter with flow data. The estimated error bédrhe neutron matter EOS
at higher densities are much wider compared to the uncerteange of the EOS of sym-
metric matter. This is consistent with the estimate in R46][ In Fig.[1, in addition to
the MDI EOS, we also display results by Akmal et al.|[49] wiklet418 + dv + UIX %
interaction (APR) and Dirac-Brueckner-Hartree-Fock (OBHalculations[[50, 51] with
Bonn B One-Boson-Exchange (OBE) potential (DBHF+Bonn B)[Tablel summarizes
the saturation properties of the EOSs used in this work.

For modeling neutron stars, at baryon densities below agpaiely 0.07 fm 3 the
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Table 1. Saturation properties of the nuclear EOSs (for sgimienuclear matter) shown in
Fig. 1.

EOS £0 Es R m* (PO) Esym(pO)
(fm=3) (MeV) (MeV) (MeV/c?) (MeV)
MDI 0.160 -16.08 211.00 629.08 31.62
APR 0.160 -16.00 266.00 657.25 32.60
DBHF+Bonn B 0.185 -16.14  259.04 610.30 33.71

The first column identifies the equation of state. The remaginblumns exhibit the following quan-
tities at the nuclear saturation density: saturation (baygensity; energy-per-particle; compression
modulus; nucleon effective mass; symmetry energy. Takam fRef. [31].

EOSs used in this work are supplemented by a crustal EOShvidimore applicable at
lower densities. For the inner crust we apply the EOS by Eletbi al. [53] and for the
outer crust the one by Haensel and PicHon [54]. At higheritiessve assume a contin-
uous functional for the equations of state applied here.r @fetails of the extrapolation
procedure of the DBHF+Bonn B EOS see Ré&f.1[51].) The MDI EOS been used in
various calculations of neutron star properties and rélpteenomena. For example, it has
been used to constrain the neutron star radius [48] with am&®d range consistent with
the observational data [65]. It has been also applied tot@ngpossible time variations
of the gravitational constari¥ [56] with the help of thegravitochemical heating approach
developed by Jofre et al. [67]. In addition, we applied the INHDS to limit a number
of other global, transport and thermal properties of badtictind rapidly rotating neutron
stars[[39, 58, 59, 60].
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Figure 3. (Color online) Neutron star mass-radius relafieft panel) and moment of inertia
(right panel). Right panel adapted from Ré&f.1[[39].
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Figure 4. (Color online) Neutron star quadrupole momerit flanel) and ellipticity (right
panel). Adapted from Ref._[31].

4. Constraining propertiesof gravitational wavesfrom defor med
pulsars

Fig.[3 displays the neutron star mass-radius relationfi@fte), wherel/ and R are calcu-
lated by integrating Eqs[](6) anld (7), and moment of inertght frame). The moment of
inertia is calculated through Ed.](5), which as already oeet holds for slowly rotating
neutron stars. In Fid.]4 we display the neutron star quadeupmment (left panel) and
ellipticity (right panel) as computed through Eds. (3) dBpréspectively. The quadrupole
moment decreases with increasing neutron star mass footiheduations of state applied
in this work. As noted previously in Rel. [31], this decreaselependent upon the EOS
and is most pronounced for the MDI EOS with= —1. This trend is explained in terms of
increasing the central density with the neutron star masgavidr pulsars have higher cen-
tral density and becausk,; measures the pulsar’'s degree of distortion (Eig. 3, lefepan
they also exhibit smaller deformations compared to statk lwiver central densities. In
addition, the neutron star mass is well known to be mainlgmeined by the symmetric
component of the nuclear equation of state. On the other,edneutron star radius
depends strongly on the slope of the nuclear symmetry endrggther words, an EOS
with a stiff F,,,, such as the MDI EOS witkh = —1, produces less centrally condensed
neutron star models, and in turn pulsars with a greater degfréeformation. In this re-
spect, we recall that the MDI equation of state with= —1 results in stellar models with
greater radii compared to those of configurations calcdlatigh the rest of the EOS ap-
plied in this work (e.g., EqL{2)). These findings are coesistvith previous investigations
suggesting that more centrally condensed stellar contignsaare less deformed by rapid
rotation [61]. As concluded in Ref. [31], such neutron stardels are also to be expected
to be more “resistant” to any kind of distortion.

Because the ellipticity is proportional tod®,, it also decreases with the increase of
the neutron star mass (see the right panel ofFig 4). It is demodels with stiff sym-
metry energy, such as the MDI EOS with= —1, favor larger crust "mountains”. These
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Figure 5. (Color online) Gravitational wave strain amplituas a function of the neutron
star mass. The figure legend is the same as in Eigs. Bland 4.

results are consistent with recent investigatians [33]pliring one of us, where it was
demonstrated that gravitational wave signals could peoeidtical information about the
high-density behavior of nuclear symmetry energy.

In Fig.[8 we show the gravitational wave strain amplitutlg, versus stellar mass for
selected pulsars. We chose fifteen neutron stars with eatdtirequencies less than 300
Hz so thatl,, and ®5, can be approximately estimated via Edsl (5) add (3). Theke pu
sars are also relatively close to Earth<{ 1 kpc) to maximizehq of the expected GWs.
The results shown in Fig] 5 demonstrate that the strain amdglidepends on the details of
the EOS of neutron-rich matter and the dependence is morpnced for lighter stellar
models. The dependence upon the EOS is also stronger fogamtions calculated with
stiffer equations of state. As already discussed, such Imddee lower central densities
and are therefore less bound by gravity. This makes them ewmsiy distorted by vari-
ous mechanisms (see introduction section) and as a resaltegrprospects for sources of
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Table 2. Properties of nearby pulsars considered in thaystu

PSR v r h(()APR) hg:v:O) h(()m:—l) h(()DBHF—i—BormB)
(Hz) _(kpe)

J0437-4715 17391 0.16 5.937 7.092 16.582 10.439
J0711-6830 182.12 0.86 1.211  1.447 3.383 2.130
JO751+1807 287.46 0.60 4.325 5.167 12.081 7.606
J1012+5307 190.27 0.52 2.186 2.612 6.107 3.845
J1022+1001 62.50 0.60 0.204 0.244 0.571 0.360
J1024-0719 193.72 0.35 3.367 4.023 9.406 5.921
J1045-4509 133.80 0.30 1874 2.239 5.235 3.296
J1455-3330 125.16 0.70 0.703  0.840 1.963 1.236
J1643-1224 216.36 045 3.267  3.903 9.125 5.745
J1730-2304 123.11 050 0.952 1.137 2.659 1.674
J1744-1134 24543 0.17 11.128 13.294 31.082 19.568
J1857+0943 186.49 0.91 1.200 1.434 3.353 2.111
J2124-3358 202.79 0.25 5166 6.172 14.430 9.084
J2145-0750 62.30 0.62 0.197 0.235 0.549 0.346
J2322+2057 20797 0.78 1.741  2.080 4.864 3.062

The first column identifies the pulsar. The remaining coluamesthe rotational frequency, distance
to Earth, and the calculated upper limits on the gravitaierave strain amplitude, for the equations
of state applied in this study. Since the masses of most skthalsars are presently unknown we
have used a canonical valuelod M, to compute the gravitational-wave strain amplitudg,which

is given in units ofl.0 x 10724,

stronger GWSs (see Ed.l(1)). The gravitational wave straipliéumde calculated with the
MDI EOS withz = 0 andx = —1 serve as a limit on the maximuhy of the gravitational
waves generated by these neutron stars. Here we recalh#ss estimates ignore the dis-
tance measurement uncertainties, and they also shouldns&leced as upper limits af
becauseaby, has been calculated with= 0.1, and it may go as low a&) .

The results shown in Fifg] 5 are summarized in Thble 2 whereghede the upper limits
on hy for the pulsars considered here. The specific results listdtk table are for neutron
star configurations of.4M . Depending on the distance from Earth, rotational frequenc
and details of the EOS, teaximal h is estimated to be in the range[0.2—31.1] x 10~ 2.
The exact values dfy would depend on the neutron star mass.

At the end, in Figl. b we take a different view of the resultgptiiged in Fig[’5. We show
the maximal gravitational wave strain amplitude as a fumcf the gravitational wave
frequency and compare our estimates with the current steigitivity of the LIGO and
VIRGO detectors. The specific case shown in the figure is fatroa star configurations
with massl.4M computed with the MDI EOS withe = 0 andz = —1. Because these
equations of state are constrained with data from teratstriclear laboratories they limit
the possible neutron star models and therefore the GWs &xpfrom them. The results in
Fig.[6 (and Tabl€l2) would suggest that the GWs from the psilsansidered here should
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Figure 6. (Color online) GW strain amplitude as a functiont®frequency from deformed
pulsars. The curves give the estimated relative strainitsatiss of the LIGO S6 and
VIRGO VSR2/VSR3runs.The H1, L1, and V1 denote the senséwif the LIGO Hanford
and Livingston observatories, and VIRGO observatory retsgdy. Thex symbols show
predictions for the GW strain amplitude for models df. 4\, neutron star computed with
thex = 0 (red) andz = —1 (green) EOSs. The sensitivity strain data is taken from the
LIGO Open Science Center [66].

be within the current detection range of LIGO and VIRGO. Hegreno signal detection
from any of these targets were reported. The fact that suatexiibn has not been made
yet deserves a few comments. First and most importantlyalicutating the upper limits
on hg we have used the maximum value of the breaking strain of thérow star crust,
o = 0.1 [38], which is very optimistic. Theoretical calculationkmdiffer by at least four
orders of magnitude, where it could take values as low as 10~ [36]. In fact, one of
the major challenges is to come up with a reasonable mechahet causes large defor-
mations[[62]. In this regard, accretion-powered pulsargdcbe promising candidates due
to the expected asymmetry of the accretion flow near theastlirface([33]. However, the
required computational modeling of such systems is ndatrbecause of their complicated
dynamics. Second, we have assumed a particular stellarahaigs\/;. On the other hand,
as illustrated in Fid.]% decreases with the increase of the neutron star mass whiahsme
that heavier pulsars emit weaker gravitational waves. QAltfh masses of pulsars tend to
cluster around the canonical neutron star mas$.48/, heavier pulsars, with masses
~ 2M have been reported [63,164]. Third, we have applied a verplsimpproximate
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relation for the maximum quadrupole moment where we didketinto account uncertain
effects that may be caused by the properties of the neutanrcigtst. Lastly, distance esti-
mates based on dispersion measurements could also be ofattaof 2-3 [65]. We also
remind that Eq[(1) implies that the best prospects for G\Wsr(frotating neutron stars) are
pulsars relatively close to Earth rotating at high frequen¢ ~ ®2002/r) — the results
displayed in Figd.15 and 6 would be modified in favor of GW d&teg by increasing the
rotational frequency (and/or decreasing distance to Eayitit the and, for more realistic
calculations,®5; needs to be computed exactly numerically by solving thetEindield
equations for rapidly rotating neutron stars.

5. Summary and outlook

In this work we revisited and updated our estimates on thewlpits on the gravitational
wave signals expected from elliptically deformed millised pulsars and compared our
predictions with the current strain sensitivity of LIGO atRGO. More specifically, we
provided estimates on the strain amplitude of gravitatiormaes to be expected from fifteen
pulsars at distances from Earth 0.16 kpc to 0.91 kpc andiso&dtfrequencies below 300
Hz. We have applied the MDI EOS constrained by nuclear ldbpralata and calculated
the upper limit on the gravitational-wave signal to be expédrom these pulsars. Depend-
ing on the EOS details theaximum hy is found to be in the range of [0.2—31.1] x 10724,
Effects of the density dependence of nuclear symmetry graggexamined.

In the near future, new experiments especially those usaigihtnsity/energy radioac-
tive beams in terrestrial nuclear laboratories will pr@/idore accurate information about
the EOS of dense neutron-rich matter, especially the higkitiebehavior of nuclear sym-
metry energy. The EOS of neutron-rich matter will be betterstrained in a wide density
range and most of the studies presented in this work will fieae further. The better
constrained EOS will then help predict more accurately erigs of pulsars and the grav-
itational waves emitted by them. Similarly, rapid progr@sastrophysical observations
of neutron stars and measurements of gravitational wavelsigvill help us better under-
stand the structure of pulsars and extract more accuratfggmation about the underlying
EOS. Ultimately, combining results from terrestrial lafimries and astrophysical observa-
tions will help us reach the shared goal of thoroughly urtdeding the nature of dense
neutron-rich nucleonic matter.
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