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Explaining the critical 
role of nuclear physics in  

explaining the birth, life, and  
death of stars …

Ten Compelling Questions

What is the raw material for making stars and where did it come from?
What forces of nature contribute to energy generation in stars?
How and where did the chemical elements form? ?

How long do stars live?
How will our Sun die?
How do massive stars explode? ?

What are the remnants of such stellar explosions?
What prevents all stars from dying as black holes?
What is the minimum mass of a black hole? ?

What is role of FSU researchers in answering these questions?
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Building bridges between 
nuclear physics and astrophysics



Death of a Star Birth of a PulsarDeath of a Star — Birth of a Pulsar: Core-Collapse Supernova

Big Bang creates H, He, and traces of light elements
Massive stars create all chemical elements: from 6Li to 56Fe
Once 56Fe is produced the stellar core collapses
Core overshoots and rebounds: Core-Collapse Supernova!
99% of the gravitational energy radiated in neutrinos
An incredibly dense object is left behind: A neutron star or a black hole

Neutron stars are solar mass objects with 10 km radii
Core collapse mechanism and r-process site remain uncertain!

. . . see “Blingnova: The origin of gold” (Washington Post)
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The Human Blueprint

Human beings are carbon-based lifeforms

Human beings have calcium making our bones

Human beings have iron running through our blood

Human beings breath air which is rich in Nitrogen and Oxygen

If only Hydrogen and Helium were made in the Big Bang,
how and where did the rest of the chemical elements form?
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A Star is Born

A protostar achieves stardom at 10 million K

Gravitational energy converted into thermal (kinetic) energy

Protons overcome their Coulomb repulsion and fuse:

p + p ! d + e+ + ⌫e

p + d ! 3He + �
3He + 3He ! 4He + p + p

The proton-proton chain:

ALL interactions in nature essential to achieve stardom

Thermonuclear fusion halts the gravitational collapse

Stellar evolution continues through several thermonuclear stages
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Stellar Nucleosynthesis

Stars are incredibly efficient thermonuclear furnaces
After H-burning terminates the stellar core contracts
Gravitational energy is transformed into thermal energy
The heavier He-ashes (with a larger Z ) can now fuse

Thermonuclear fusion continues until the formation of an Iron core
Thermonuclear fusion terminates abruptly
Every C in our cells, O in the air, and Fe in our blood was made in stars

We all truly are “star stuff”...Carl Sagan
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Subrahmanyan Chandrasekhar … and  
Chandra’s X-ray TelescopeS. Chandrasekhar and X-Ray Chandra

White dwarfs resist gravitational collapse through electron degeneracy pressure rather
than thermal pressure (Dirac and R.H. Fowler 1926)
During his travel to graduate school at Cambridge under Fowler, Chandra works out the
physics of the relativistic degenerate electron gas in white dwarf stars (at the age of 19!)
For masses in excess of M =1.4 M� electrons becomes relativistic and the degeneracy
pressure is insufficient to balance the star’s gravitational attraction (P ⇠n5/3 !n4/3)

“For a star of small mass the white-dwarf stage is an initial step towards complete
extinction. A star of large mass cannot pass into the white-dwarf stage and one is left
speculating on other possibilities” (S. Chandrasekhar 1931)
Arthur Eddington (1919 bending of light) publicly ridiculed Chandra’s on his discovery
Awarded the Nobel Prize in Physics (in 1983 with W.A. Fowler)
In 1999, NASA lunches “Chandra” the premier USA X-ray observatory
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The Main Actors: Some Historical Facts 

Chandrasekhar shows that massive stars will 
collapse (1931)

Chadwick discovers the neutron (1932) 
(… predicted earlier by Majorana but never published)

Baade-Zwicky introduce the concept of a 
neutron star (1933) 
(… Landau mentions dense stars that look like giant nuclei)

Oppenheimer-Volkoff use GR to compute the 
structure of neutron stars (1939) 
(predict  0.7 solar masses as maximum neutron star mass)



Neutron Stars: Dame Jocelyn Bell Burnell 

Detected a bit of “scruff”  (1967)

Discovers amazing regularity in the signal  
(P=1.33730119 seconds)

May the signal be from an alien civilization?   
(Little Green Man 1)

Paper announcing first pulsar published   
[Observation of a Rapidly Pulsating Radio Source  
A Hewish, SJ Bell, et al., Nature 217, 709 (1968)]

Nobel awarded to Hewish and Ryle (1974)

“No-Bell” roundly condemned (Hoyle)

“I believe it would demean  
Nobel Prizes if they were  

awarded to research 
students, except in  

very exceptional cases and 
I do not believe this is one 

of them”



The Crab Pulsar
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Qyc4bgK7AXE  

Biography of a Neutron Star: The Crab Pulsar

SN 1054 first observed as a new “star” in the sky on July 4, 1054
Event recorded in multiple Chinese and Japanese documents
Event also recorded by Anasazi residents of Chaco Canyon, NM
Crab nebula and pulsar became the SN remnants

Name: PSR B0531+21 Distance: 6,500 ly
POB: Taurus Temperature: 106 K
Mass: 1.4 M� Density: 1014g/cm3

Radius: 10 km Pressure: 1029 atm
Period: 33 ms Magnetic Field: 1012 G
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A Grand Challenge: How does 
subatomic matter organize itself? A Grand Challenge: How does subatomic matter organize itself?

“Nuclear Physics: Exploring the Heart of Matter” (2010 Committee on the Assessment and Outlook for Nuclear Physics)

Consider nucleons (A) and electrons (Z ) in a volume V at T ⌘0
Enforce charge neutrality protons = electrons + muons
Enforce conservation laws: Charge and Baryon number
n!p+e�+⌫̄ (beta decay) p+e�!n+⌫ (electron capture)

Impossible to answer such a question under normal laboratory
conditions — as such a system is in general unbound!
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The 2015  
LONG RANGE PLAN  

for NUCLEAR SCIENCE

 REACHING FOR THE HORIZON

The Site of the Wright Brothers’ First Airplane Flight



The Anatomy of a Neutron Star
Atmosphere (10 cm):  Shapes Thermal Radiation (L=4psR2T4)
Envelope (100 m):  Huge Temperature Gradient (108K 4106K)
Outer Crust (400 m):  Coulomb Crystal (Exotic neutron-rich nuclei)
Inner Crust (1 km):  Coulomb Frustration (“Nuclear Pasta”)
Outer Core (10 km):  Uniform Neutron-Rich Matter (n,p,e,µ)
Inner Core (?):  Exotic Matter (Hyperons, condensates, quark matter)



Addressing Future Challenges
Same dynamical origin to neutron skin and NS radius

Same pressure pushes against surface tension and gravity!
Correlation involves quantities differing by 18 orders of magnitude!
NS radius may be constrained in the laboratory (PREX-II, SPREX, …)

However, a significant tension has recently emerged! 
Stunning observations have established the existence of massive NS
Recent observations has suggested that NS have small radii; How small?
Extremely difficult to reconcile both; perhaps evidence of a phase transition?

Time delay due to NS radiation dipping into  
gravitational well of WD!

The Neutron Star Radius

9.1+1.3
�1.4 km

(90%conf.)

Guillot et al (2013)

<11 km (99% conf).

M-R by J. 
Lattimer

WFF1=
Wiring, Fiks 

and Fabrocini 
(1988) 

Contains 
uncertainties from:

Distance
All spectral 
parameters
Calibration

WFF1 violates causality!



“We have detected gravitational waves. We did it”
David Reitze, February 11, 2016

The dawn of gravitational wave astronomy 
Initial black hole masses are 36 and 29 solar masses
Final black hole mass is 62 solar masses, 3 solar 
masses radiated in GW  

properties of space-time in the strong-field, high-velocity
regime and confirm predictions of general relativity for the
nonlinear dynamics of highly disturbed black holes.

II. OBSERVATION

On September 14, 2015 at 09:50:45 UTC, the LIGO
Hanford, WA, and Livingston, LA, observatories detected

the coincident signal GW150914 shown in Fig. 1. The initial
detection was made by low-latency searches for generic
gravitational-wave transients [41] and was reported within
three minutes of data acquisition [43]. Subsequently,
matched-filter analyses that use relativistic models of com-
pact binary waveforms [44] recovered GW150914 as the
most significant event from each detector for the observa-
tions reported here. Occurring within the 10-ms intersite

FIG. 1. The gravitational-wave event GW150914 observed by the LIGO Hanford (H1, left column panels) and Livingston (L1, right
column panels) detectors. Times are shown relative to September 14, 2015 at 09:50:45 UTC. For visualization, all time series are filtered
with a 35–350 Hz bandpass filter to suppress large fluctuations outside the detectors’ most sensitive frequency band, and band-reject
filters to remove the strong instrumental spectral lines seen in the Fig. 3 spectra. Top row, left: H1 strain. Top row, right: L1 strain.
GW150914 arrived first at L1 and 6.9þ0.5

−0.4 ms later at H1; for a visual comparison, the H1 data are also shown, shifted in time by this
amount and inverted (to account for the detectors’ relative orientations). Second row: Gravitational-wave strain projected onto each
detector in the 35–350 Hz band. Solid lines show a numerical relativity waveform for a system with parameters consistent with those
recovered from GW150914 [37,38] confirmed to 99.9% by an independent calculation based on [15]. Shaded areas show 90% credible
regions for two independent waveform reconstructions. One (dark gray) models the signal using binary black hole template waveforms
[39]. The other (light gray) does not use an astrophysical model, but instead calculates the strain signal as a linear combination of
sine-Gaussian wavelets [40,41]. These reconstructions have a 94% overlap, as shown in [39]. Third row: Residuals after subtracting the
filtered numerical relativity waveform from the filtered detector time series. Bottom row:A time-frequency representation [42] of the
strain data, showing the signal frequency increasing over time.
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Observation of Gravitational Waves from a Binary Black Hole Merger

B. P. Abbott et al.*

(LIGO Scientific Collaboration and Virgo Collaboration)
(Received 21 January 2016; published 11 February 2016)

On September 14, 2015 at 09:50:45 UTC the two detectors of the Laser Interferometer Gravitational-Wave
Observatory simultaneously observed a transient gravitational-wave signal. The signal sweeps upwards in
frequency from 35 to 250 Hz with a peak gravitational-wave strain of 1.0 × 10−21. It matches the waveform
predicted by general relativity for the inspiral and merger of a pair of black holes and the ringdown of the
resulting single black hole. The signal was observed with a matched-filter signal-to-noise ratio of 24 and a
false alarm rate estimated to be less than 1 event per 203 000 years, equivalent to a significance greater
than 5.1σ. The source lies at a luminosity distance of 410þ160

−180 Mpc corresponding to a redshift z ¼ 0.09þ0.03
−0.04 .

In the source frame, the initial black hole masses are 36þ5
−4M⊙ and 29þ4

−4M⊙, and the final black hole mass is
62þ4

−4M⊙, with 3.0þ0.5
−0.5M⊙c2 radiated in gravitational waves. All uncertainties define 90% credible intervals.

These observations demonstrate the existence of binary stellar-mass black hole systems. This is the first direct
detection of gravitational waves and the first observation of a binary black hole merger.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.061102

I. INTRODUCTION

In 1916, the year after the final formulation of the field
equations of general relativity, Albert Einstein predicted
the existence of gravitational waves. He found that
the linearized weak-field equations had wave solutions:
transverse waves of spatial strain that travel at the speed of
light, generated by time variations of the mass quadrupole
moment of the source [1,2]. Einstein understood that
gravitational-wave amplitudes would be remarkably
small; moreover, until the Chapel Hill conference in
1957 there was significant debate about the physical
reality of gravitational waves [3].
Also in 1916, Schwarzschild published a solution for the

field equations [4] that was later understood to describe a
black hole [5,6], and in 1963 Kerr generalized the solution
to rotating black holes [7]. Starting in the 1970s theoretical
work led to the understanding of black hole quasinormal
modes [8–10], and in the 1990s higher-order post-
Newtonian calculations [11] preceded extensive analytical
studies of relativistic two-body dynamics [12,13]. These
advances, together with numerical relativity breakthroughs
in the past decade [14–16], have enabled modeling of
binary black hole mergers and accurate predictions of
their gravitational waveforms. While numerous black hole
candidates have now been identified through electromag-
netic observations [17–19], black hole mergers have not
previously been observed.

The discovery of the binary pulsar systemPSR B1913þ16
by Hulse and Taylor [20] and subsequent observations of
its energy loss by Taylor and Weisberg [21] demonstrated
the existence of gravitational waves. This discovery,
along with emerging astrophysical understanding [22],
led to the recognition that direct observations of the
amplitude and phase of gravitational waves would enable
studies of additional relativistic systems and provide new
tests of general relativity, especially in the dynamic
strong-field regime.
Experiments to detect gravitational waves began with

Weber and his resonant mass detectors in the 1960s [23],
followed by an international network of cryogenic reso-
nant detectors [24]. Interferometric detectors were first
suggested in the early 1960s [25] and the 1970s [26]. A
study of the noise and performance of such detectors [27],
and further concepts to improve them [28], led to
proposals for long-baseline broadband laser interferome-
ters with the potential for significantly increased sensi-
tivity [29–32]. By the early 2000s, a set of initial detectors
was completed, including TAMA 300 in Japan, GEO 600
in Germany, the Laser Interferometer Gravitational-Wave
Observatory (LIGO) in the United States, and Virgo in
Italy. Combinations of these detectors made joint obser-
vations from 2002 through 2011, setting upper limits on a
variety of gravitational-wave sources while evolving into
a global network. In 2015, Advanced LIGO became the
first of a significantly more sensitive network of advanced
detectors to begin observations [33–36].
A century after the fundamental predictions of Einstein

and Schwarzschild, we report the first direct detection of
gravitational waves and the first direct observation of a
binary black hole system merging to form a single black
hole. Our observations provide unique access to the

*Full author list given at the end of the article.

Published by the American Physical Society under the terms of
the Creative Commons Attribution 3.0 License. Further distri-
bution of this work must maintain attribution to the author(s) and
the published article’s title, journal citation, and DOI.
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What will we learn from 
Neutron-Star Mergers

Tidal polarizability scales as R5 …
observations and population synthesis studies suggest
these systems to be most abundant [40]. After energy and
angular momentum losses by GWs have driven the inspiral
of the NSs for several 100 Myrs, there are two different
outcomes of the coalescence. Either the two stars directly
form a black hole (BH) shortly after they fuse (‘‘prompt
collapse’’), or the merging leads to the formation of a
differentially rotating object (DRO) that is stabilized
against the gravitational collapse by rotation and thermal

pressure contributions. Continuous loss of angular momen-
tum by GWs and redistribution to the outer merger remnant
will finally lead to a ‘‘delayed collapse’’ on time scales of
typically several 10–100 ms depending on the mass and the
EoS. For EoSs with a sufficiently highMmax stable or very
long-lived rigidly rotating NSs are the final product.
A prompt collapse occurs for three EoSs of our sample

(marked by x in Table I and Fig. 1). One observes this
scenario only for EoSs with small Rmax. In the simulations
with the remaining EoSs DROs are formed. The evolution
of these mergers is qualitatively similar. The dynamics are
described in [21,22].
For all models that produce a DRO the GW signal is

analyzed by a post-Newtonian quadrupole formula [21].
The inset of Fig. 2 shows the GW amplitude of the plus
polarization at a polar distance of 20 Mpc for NSs de-
scribed by the Shen EoS. Clearly visible is the inspiral
phase with an increasing amplitude and frequency (until
5 ms), followed by the merging and the ringdown of the
postmerger remnant (from 6 ms). All DROs are stable
against collapse well beyond the complete damping of
the postmerger oscillations. In Fig. 2 we plot the spectra
of the angle-averaged effective amplitude, hav¼0:4f~hzðfÞ
(see, e.g., [16]), at a distance of 20 Mpc for the Shen
EoS (solid black) and the eosUU (dash-dotted) together
with the anticipated sensitivity for Advanced LIGO [17]
and the planned Einstein Telescope (ET) [41]. Here

~hzðfÞ ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ðj~hþj2 þ j~h%j2Þ=2

q
is given by the Fourier trans-

forms, ~hþ=%, of the waveforms for both polarizations
observed along the pole. As a characteristic feature of the
spectra a pronounced peak at fpeak ¼ 2:19 kHz for the
Shen EoS and 3.50 kHz for eosUU is found, which is
known to be connected to the GW emission of the merger
remnant [7]. Recently, this peak has been identified as the
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FIG. 1 (color online). NS M-R relations for all considered
EoSs. Red curves (gray in print version) correspond to EoSs
that include thermal effects consistently, black lines indicate
EoSs supplemented with a thermal ideal gas. The horizontal
line corresponds to the 1:97M& NS [3].
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FIG. 2 (color online). Orientation-averaged spectra of the GW
signal for the Shen (solid) and the eosUU (black dash-dotted)
EoSs and the Advanced LIGO [red dashed (gray in print ver-
sion)] and ET (black dashed) unity SNR sensitivities. The inset
shows the GW amplitude with þ polarization at a polar distance
of 20 Mpc for the Shen EoS.

TABLE I. Used EoSs. Mmax and Rmax are mass and radius of
the maximum-mass TOV configuration, fpeak is the peak fre-

quency of the postmerger GWemission with the FWHM (a cross
indicates prompt collapse of the remnant). f~hzðfpeakÞ is the

effective peak amplitude of the GW signal at a polar distance
of 20 Mpc. The tables of the first five and next seven EoSs are
taken from [25,26], respectively.

Mmax Rmax fpeak, FWHM f~hzðfpeakÞ
EoS with references [M&] [km] [kHz] [10'21]

Sly4 [27] þ!th 2.05 10.01 3.32, 0.20 2.33

APR [28] þ!th 2.19 9.90 3.46, 0.18 2.45

FPS [29] þ!th 1.80 9.30 x x
BBB2 [30] þ!th 1.92 9.55 3.73, 0.22 1.33

Glendnh3 [31]þ!th 1.96 11.48 2.33, 0.13 1.27

eosAU [32] þ!th 2.14 9.45 x x
eosC [33] þ!th 1.87 9.89 3.33, 0.22 1.27

eosL [34] þ!th 2.76 14.30 1.84, 0.10 1.38

eosO [35] þ!th 2.39 11.56 2.66, 0.11 2.30

eosUU [32] þ!th 2.21 9.84 3.50, 0.17 2.64

eosWS [32] þ!th 1.85 9.58 x x
SKA [36] þ!th 2.21 11.17 2.64, 0.13 1.96

Shen [37] 2.24 12.63 2.19, 0.15 1.43

LS180 [36] 1.83 10.04 3.26, 0.25 1.19

LS220 [36] 2.04 10.61 2.89, 0.21 1.63

LS375 [36] 2.71 12.34 2.40, 0.13 1.82

GS1 [38] 2.75 13.27 2.10, 0.12 1.46

GS2 [39] 2.09 11.78 2.53, 0.12 2.15

PRL 108, 011101 (2012) P HY S I CA L R EV I EW LE T T E R S
week ending

6 JANUARY 2012

011101-2

pð~dij~θi; ~E;H; IÞ ¼ pð~dij~θi;H; IÞ. (The waveform signal
depends on ~E only through ~Λi which is already included as
a waveform parameter.)
The marginalized PDF [Eq. (20)] is now

pð~EjD;H;IÞ ¼ 1

pðDjH;IÞ

Z
d~θin;1…d~θin;n

× pð~EjH;IÞ
Yn

i¼1

½pðm1i;m2ij~E;H;IÞ

× pð ~Λijm1i;m2i; ~E;H;IÞLð~di; ~θin;i;H;IÞ%;
ð24Þ

where we have defined the quasilikelihood for the intrinsic
parameters as

Lð~di; ~θin;i;H;IÞ ¼
Z

d~θex;ipð~θex;ijH; IÞpð~dij~θi;H; IÞ:

ð25Þ

Because ~Λi is a deterministic function of m1i, m2i and the
EOS parameters,

pð ~Λijm1i; m2i; ~E;H; IÞ ¼ δð ~Λi − ~Λðm1i; m2i; ~EÞÞ: ð26Þ

The marginalized PDF finally becomes

pð~EjD;H; IÞ ¼ 1

pðDjH; IÞ

Z
dm11dm21…dm1ndm2n

× pð~EjH; IÞ
Yn

i¼1

½pðm1i; m2ij~E;H; IÞ

× Lð~di; ~θin;i;H; IÞj ~Λi¼ ~Λðm1i;m2i; ~EÞ
%: ð27Þ

The problem has now been reduced to computing the
quasilikelihood [Eq. (25)] for each BNS event and then
computing Eq. (27).

B. Likelihood and signal-to-noise ratio

The final ingredient we need to evaluate the marginalized
PDF is an expression for the likelihood pð~dij~θi;H; IÞ for
each GWevent.4 In this paper we assume that each detector
in the network has stationary, Gaussian noise and that the
noise between detectors is uncorrelated. This means that
the power spectral density (PSD) SnðfÞa of the noise naðtÞ
in detector a is

h ~naðfÞ ~na&ðf0Þi ¼ 1

2
δðf − f0ÞSnðfÞa; ð28Þ

where ~naðfÞ is the Fourier transform of the noise of
detector a and h·i represents an ensemble average. For a
GW event with true parameters θ̂, resulting in the GW
signal haðt; θ̂Þ, the data stream of detector a will be

daðtÞ ¼ naðtÞ þ haðt; θ̂Þ: ð29Þ

For stationary, Gaussian noise, it is well known that the
probability of obtaining the noise time series nðtÞ is

pn½nðtÞ% ∝ e−ðn;nÞ=2; ð30Þ

where ða; bÞ is the usual inner product between two time
series aðtÞ and bðtÞ weighted by the PSD

ða; bÞ ¼ 4Re
Z

∞

0

~aðfÞ ~b&ðfÞ
SnðfÞ

df: ð31Þ

FIG. 2 (color online). Radius and tidal deformability of
tabulated EOS models (solid line) and the least-squares piece-
wise-polytrope fits (dashed line) to those tabulated models given
in Table I. The 20 vertical lines represent the most likely NS
masses of the ten known BNS systems [38]. Some of these
masses, however, have significant uncertainties. The overlapping
vertical bands represent the 1σ uncertainty in the masses of the
pulsars J1614-2230 (1.97( 0.04M⊙) [1] and J0348þ 0432
(2.01( 0.04M⊙) [2], both in neutron-star–white-dwarf binaries.

4In the following subsections, when we discuss the likelihood
for individual GW events, we omit the event index i for brevity.
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Gravitational waves – EoS survey

characterize EoS by radius of 
nonrotating NS with 1.35 M

sun

Triangles: strange quark matter; red: temperature dependent EoS; others: ideal-gas for thermal effects

all 1.35-1.35 simulations

M
1
/M

2
 known from 

inspiral

Pure TOV property => Radius measurement via fpeak

Important: Simulations for the same binary mass, just with varied EoS

→ Empirical relation between GW frequency and radius of non-rotating NS

Dominant oscillation frequency

• Robust feature, which occurs in all models (which don't 

collapse promptly to BH)

• Fundamental quadrupolar fluid mode of the remnant

Mode analysis at f=f
peak

 

Stergioulas et al. 2011

Re-excitation of f-mode (l=|m|=2) 

in late-time remnant, Bauswein 

et al. 2015

NS radius measured to better than 1km!



The 2015 Nuclear Science Long Range Plan
The US community plan for the next ~10 years

“One of the main science drivers of FRIB is 
the study of nuclei with neutron skins 3-4 
times thicker than is currently possible ... 
Studies of neutron skins at JLab and FRIB 
will help pin down the behavior of nuclear 

matter at densities below twice typical 
nuclear density”

A neutron star is 18 orders of magnitude larger and 
55 orders of magnitude more massive than a nucleus 

such as 208Pb. Nevertheless, both the star and the 
nucleus have the same constituents, the same strong 

interactions, and the same relationship between 
pressure and density. As a result, a remarkable model 

correlation is observed between the calculated 
neutron radius of 208Pb and the neutron star radius. 

The 2015  
LONG RANGE PLAN  

for NUCLEAR SCIENCE

 REACHING FOR THE HORIZON

The Site of the Wright Brothers’ First Airplane Flight


