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ABSTRACT

We present 3D general-relativistic neutrino-radiation hydrodynamics simulations of asymmetric binary neutron star mergers
producing long-lived neutron stars remnants and spanning a fraction of their cooling time scale. Two binaries with mass ratios
of 1.77 and 1.49 described by a stiff and a soft microphysical equation of state are considered. The mergers are characterized by
significant tidal disruption with neutron rich material forming a massive disc around the remnant. The latter develops a one-armed
dynamics that is imprinted in the emitted kilo-Hertz gravitational waves. Angular momentum transport to the disc is initially
driven by spiral-density waves and enhanced by turbulent viscosity and neutrino heating on longer timescales. The mass outflows
are composed by neutron-rich dynamical ejecta of mass ~1073 — 1072M,, followed by a persistent spiral-wave/neutrino-driven
wind of 2107*M,, with material spanning a wide range of electron fractions, ~0.1 — 0.55. For the stiff EOS and largest mass
ratio binary, tidal dynamical ejecta have fast tails up to velocities ~0.8 c. The outflows are further evolved to days timescale using
2D ray-by-ray radiation-hydrodynamics simulations that include an online nuclear network. We find complete r-process yields
and identify the production of °Ni and the subsequent decay chain to *°Co and *°Fe. Synthetic kilonova light curves predict an
extended (near-) infrared peak a few days postmerger originating from r-processes in the neutron-rich/high-opacity ejecta and
a UV/optical peak a few hours postmerger originating from weak r-processes in the faster ejecta components. Additionally, the
fast tail of tidal origin generates kilonova afterglows potentially detectable in radio and X band on a few to ten years timescale.
Given the common dynamical features (mass asymmetry, tidal disruption and neutron star remnant), our simulations highlight
significant quantitative differences between the two models in the ejecta dynamics that are reflected in the multimessenger
emissions.

Key words: software: simulations — methods: numerical — stars: neutron — neutrinos — nuclear reactions, nucleosynthesis,
abundances — gravitational waves

1 INTRODUCTION The interpretation of the diverse kN signals thus relies on robust

predictions from general-relativistic simulations.

Multimessenger observations of binary neutron star mergers
(BNSMs) can help clarify the origin of heavy elements in the Uni-
verse by using coincident detections of gravitational waves and kilo-
novae. The latter electromagnetic transient is generated by the ther-

malization of radioactive decay products in the neutron-rich mass
outflows (Lattimer & Schramm 1974; Eichler et al. 1989). Kilonova
(kN) light curves and spectra are strongly dependent on the possible
NS masses and the still uncertain equation of state (EOS) of nuclear
matter, e.g. (Metzger et al. 2010; Radice et al. 2018; Nedora et al.
2019; Jacobi et al. 2023; Ricigliano et al. 2024; Fujimoto et al. 2024)
and (Metzger 2020; Radice et al. 2020; Bernuzzi 2024) for reviews.
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The possible NS mass range is ~1 — 3Mg e.g. (Rawls et al. 2011;
Ozel et al. 2012). The upper bound can be inferred from theoretical
arguments (Buchdahl 1959; Rhoades & Ruffini 1974; Godzieba et al.
2021) and is compatible with pulsars constraints on the “minimum-
maximum” Tolmann-Oppenheimer-Volkhoff (TOV) mass (Demorest
et al. 2010; Antoniadis et al. 2013; Cromartie et al. 2019) and grav-
itational waves (GWs) constraints, e.g. (Godzieba et al. 2021). For
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NS in the binaries, pulsar observations indicate mass ratios 1 gsl4
(Lattimer 2012; Kiziltan et al. 2013; Swiggum et al. 2015; Martinez
et al. 2015; Ferdman et al. 2020). Current GW observations are re-
stricted to two events (Abbott et al. 2017,2019a,b, 2020), but indicate
the possibility of even larger mass ratios. The source of GW170817
has a total mass of M ~ 2.73 — 2.77Mg and a mass ratio g < 1.37
(g ~ 1.89) for low (high) spin priors (Abbott et al. 2019a). The source
of GW190425 is associated with the heaviest BNS source known to
date with M ~ 3.2 — 3.7Mg and the mass ratio can be as high as
q S 1.25 (¢ < 2.5) (Abbott et al. 2020).

The observational signatures of BNSMs depend critically on the
NS masses and the mass asymmetry. In particular, the tidal disrup-
tion of the secondary NS in asymmetric BNSM can significantly
affect the merger remnants (Rosswog et al. 2000; Shibata et al. 2003;
Shibata & Taniguchi 2006; Kiuchi et al. 2009; Rezzolla et al. 2010;
Dietrich et al. 2015, 2017; Lehner et al. 2016; Bernuzzi et al. 2020;
Perego et al. 2022a). Prompt black hole formation for mass ratio
q = 1.4 happens at a threshold mass lower than the equal-mass
case as a result of the accretion of material from the secondary to
the primary star. This behaviour is strongly dependent on the NS
equation of state (EOS); it cannot be parameterized in a simple way
using basic properties of TOV solution because it depends, for ex-
ample, on the EOS incompressibility at the maximum TOV density
(Perego et al. 2022a). The tidal disruption of the secondary star also
produces accretion discs with baryon masses ~0.15Mg (Bernuzzi
et al. 2020). The latter is significantly heavier than remnant discs in
equal-masses prompt collapse mergers or even short-lived remnants,
e.g. (Radice et al. 2018; Nedora et al. 2019). Simulations of asym-
metric BNSM suggest that these merger events are associated with
bright and temporally extended kNe. The latter are expected to be
particularly luminous in the red and (near)-infrared electromagnetic
bands due to the nucleosynthesis of lanthanides in the neutron-rich
tidal ejecta (Rosswog et al. 2018; Wollaeger et al. 2018; Bernuzzi
et al. 2020).

Asymmetric mergers with mass ratios up to g > 1.4 and suffi-
ciently stiff EOS can also produce NS remnants that are (at least
temporarily) stable against gravitational collapse, although this sce-
nario has been less investigated so far. Similarly to the equal mass
case, the presence of a NS remnant can alter the remnant disc proper-
ties, both in terms of compactness and composition, e.g. (Perego et al.
2019; Camilletti et al. 2024). Consequently, also the KN emission is
influenced. Angular momentum transport from the remnant’s spiral-
arms powers a viscous ejecta component about the orbital plane that
increases the kN brightness (Radice et al. 2018; Nedora et al. 2019).
Neutrino fluxes from both the remnant and the disc power strong
neutrino-driven winds towards the polar regions (Dessart et al. 2009;
Perego et al. 2014; Metzger & Ferndndez 2014; Martin et al. 2015;
Fujibayashi et al. 2020). The nucleosynthesis in this more proton-
rich matter produces r-process elements with mass number A < 130
(Martin et al. 2015) as well as light elements (e.g. Perego et al.
2022b; Chiesa et al. 2024). The associated kN emission peaks in the
ultraviolet/optical bands at timescales of hours-days.

In this work, we present new results from asymmetric BNSM
using ab-initio (3 + 1)D numerical-relativity simulations. We focus
on two binaries configurations with large mass asymmetry that do not
promptly collapse but form a NS remnant. The merger dynamics is
characterized by a significant tidal disruption of the secondary star.
Our simulation package, described in Sec. 2, includes state-of-art

1 Here defined as the ratio between the primary and the secondary NS mass,
ie.q > 1.
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microphysical EOS, a gray truncated momentum scheme for neutrino
transport and a subgrid model for magnetically-induced turbulence.
The (3 + 1)D ejecta data are further evolved to days timescales with
a ray-by-ray radiation-hydrodynamics code that includes an online
nuclear network (Magistrelli et al. 2024a).

The paper is structured as follows. In Sec. 2 we present the simula-
tion methods. In Sec. 3 we discuss the remnant and ejecta dynamics
up to hundreds of milliseconds postmerger. In Sec. 4, we discuss
element production in the outflows. In Sec. 5, we discuss the long-
term outflow evolution and the kN light curves, together with the
gravitational waves emission. Conclusions follows.

CGS units are employed everywhere except for masses (reported
in solar masses, Mg), lengths (in km), temperature (in MeV), en-
tropy per baryon (in units of the Boltzmann constant per baryon and
indicated as kg). Geometric units ¢ = G = 1 are employed for the
GW strain.

2 SIMULATION METHODS

We present results for two asymmetric binaries with mass ratio
g ~ 1.77 and g ~ 1.49 and total baryon mass of, respectively,
My, = 3.190Mg and M; = 3.064Mg. Matter is described by the
microphysical EOS DD2 (Typel et al. 2010; Hempel & Schaffner-
Bielich 2010) and BLh (Bombaci & Logoteta 2018; Logoteta et al.
2021). These EOS include neutrons, protons, nuclei, electrons,
positrons, and photons as relevant thermodynamics degrees of free-
dom. The EOS models have nuclear matter parameters at saturation
density broadly compatible with observational and experimental con-
straints. Cold, neutrino-less B-equilibrated matter described by these
microphysical EOS predicts NS maximum masses and radii within
the range allowed by current astrophysical constraints. The gravita-
tional masses of the simulated binaries are M =~ (1.80 + 1.08)Mg
and M =~ (1.635+1.146)Mg for the DD2 and BLh EOS respectively.

Constraint-satisfying initial data for the simulations are produced
assuming an irrotational binary in quasi-circular orbit (i.e. imposing a
helical Killing vector), conformally flat metric and matter in neutrino-
less beta- and hydrostationary equilibrium. They are generated using
the publicly available pseudo-spectral multi-domain library Lorene
(Gourgoulhon et al. 2001).

The evolution of the initial data are performed using (3 + 1)D
general-relativistic radiation-hydrodynamics simulations up to ~
100 ms postmerger. The spacetime evolution employs the Z4c free-
evolution scheme for Einstein’s equations (Bernuzzi & Hilditch 2010;
Hilditch et al. 2013). The gauge sector is solved using the “1+log”
equation for the lapse and the Gamma-driver equation for the shift.
The general-relativistic hydrodynamics (GRHD) equations are for-
mulated in conservative form (see Radice et al. (2018) for details
on the precise equations solved here) and augmented by a large-
eddy-scheme (LES) that accounts for angular momentum transport
due to magnetohydrodynamics effects (Radice 2017, 2020; Radice
& Bernuzzi 2023). Turbulent viscosity is parametrized in terms of
a characteristic density-dependent length scale ¢;,,ix (p) that is mod-
eled after the high-resolution BNS data of Kiuchi et al. (2018, 2023).
We simulate with two £,;x models, named K1 (Radice 2020) and
K2 (Radice & Bernuzzi 2023), where K2 extends to densities as low
as p ~ 108g/cm3, see Radice & Bernuzzi (2023) for details. We
remark that the K2 models, being computed from high-resolution,
long-term, and ab-initio GRMHD simulations of mergers with initial
magnetic field intensities of ~ 10'3 G, provide a realistic upper limit
for the viscosity inside the remnant and the disc. Neutrino radiation
is simulated with a truncated, two-moment gray scheme that retains



all nonlinear neutrino-matter coupling term (Radice et al. 2022). The
scheme employs the Minerbo closure and considers three different
neutrino species: electron neutrinos v,, anti-electron neutrinos v,
and a collective species vx describing heavy flavour neutrinos and
antineutrinos. The set of weak reactions is the same as described
and tabulated in our previous work, see e.g. Galeazzi et al. (2013);
Radice et al. (2016b); Perego et al. (2019).

The (3+1)D simulations are performed with the THC code (Radice
& Rezzolla2012; Radice et al. 2014b,a, 2015, 2016b, 2022), which is
built on top of the Cactus framework (Goodale et al. 2003; Schnetter
et al. 2007). The spacetime is evolved with the CTGamma code (Reis-
swig et al. 2013b) which is part of the Einstein Toolkit (Loffler
et al. 2012). The time evolution is performed with the method of
lines, using fourth-order finite-differencing spatial derivatives for the
metric and the strongly-stability preserving third-order Runge-Kutta
scheme (Gottlieb & Ketcheson 2009) as the time integrator. The
timestep is set according to the Courant-Friedrich-Lewy criterion
with a factor 0.15. Berger-Oliger conservative adaptive mesh refine-
ment (Berger & Oliger 1984) with sub-cycling in time and refluxing
is employed (Berger & Colella 1989; Reisswig et al. 2013a), as pro-
vided by the Carpet module of the Einstein Toolkit (Schnetter
et al. 2004).

The simulation domain is a cube of side ~3024 km, centred at the
centre of mass of the binary system. Only the z > 0 portion of the
domain is simulated and reflection symmetry about the xy-plane is
used for z < 0. The grid consists of 7 refinement levels centred on
the two NSs or in the merger remnant, with the finest level covering
entirely each star. Simulations are performed at three resolutions that
are identified by the grid spacing of the finest refinement level at
the start of the simulation. Following the notation of our previous
papers, we use Axy r & 494 m (VLR), Ax;r =~ 247 m (LR),
Axgr ~ 185 m (SR). Simulations at VLR are typically insufficient
to obtain quantitative remnant properties/evolutions (Zappa et al.
2022); they were thus conducted for shorter evolution times and are
not further discussed here.

Mass ejecta profiles extracted from the (3 + 1)D are further
evolved to days timescales using a ray-by-ray Lagrangian radiation-
hydrodynamics approach that includes online nuclear network (Mag-
istrelli et al. 2024a). The initial Lagrangian profiles are constructed
from the 3D ejecta using the procedure described in Wu et al.
(2022). These profiles are evolved with the SNEC code (Morozova
et al. 2015; Wu et al. 2022) coupled to the SkyNet nuclear net-
work (NN) (Lippuner & Roberts 2017), as described in Magistrelli
et al. (2024a) (kNECNN hereafter.) The NN includes 7836 isotopes
up to 3¥Cn and uses the JINA REACLIB (Shingles & Karakas
2013) and the same setup as in Lippuner & Roberts (2015); Perego
et al. (2022b). Hence, our simulations incorporate self-consistently
the heating due to the nuclear burning and hydrodynamics couplings.

The nuclear energy thermalization scheme of kNECNN includes
contributions from y rays, a particles, electrons, and other nuclear
reactions products. The thermalization factor for the y’s is calculated
as in Hotokezaka & Nakar (2019); Combi & Siegel (2023), starting
from the detailed composition of the ejecta and the same effective
opacity tables from the NIST-XCOM catalogue (Berger et al. 2010)
used in Barnes et al. (2016). For electrons and « particles the an-
alytic expressions of Kasen & Barnes (2019) are used. Neutrinos
from S decays do not deposit energy into the system, while fission
fragments and daughter nuclei tends to thermalize very efficiently
(Barnes et al. 2016). We approximate this effect by assuming that
half of the remaining (non-thermalized) heating rate from the NN,
which goes into these particles, is deposited in the ejecta. To calcu-
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Figure 1. Evolution of the maximum temperature and maximum rest-mass
density for all the simulations at grid resolutions LR and SR. The simulation
BLh g = 1.49 with K1 turbulent viscosity at resolution SR collapse at
t — tmrg ~ 50 ms, see text for details.

late the luminosity, we employ the same analytic, time-independent
opacity introduced in Wu et al. (2022).

The angular dependency of the ejecta properties is approximately
included in a ray-by-ray fashion. We use 51 angular bins in the polar
angle 6 € (0,7), where & = 0 is the pole above the remnant and
0 = 90° identifies the orbital plane, and average the ejecta properties
along the azimuthal angle ¢ € (0,2n). For each angular bin, the
initial profile is mapped into an effective 1D problem by multiplying
the total mass by the scaling factor 19 = 47/AQ, where AQ =~
27 sin 6 df represents the solid angle included in the angular bin. This
ensures that all the intensive quantities (including density) retain their
original values. The different angular sections are then independently
evolved by discretizing the 1D radiation-hydrodynamic equations
over n = 1000 fluid elements. Non-radial flow of matter and radiation
are neglected. The 1D results for each bin are recombined by keeping
the intensive quantities unchanged and rescaling the extensive ones
by 1/1¢. In particular, the global mass fractions and abundances are
calculated with a mass-weighted average over all the mass shells and
angular bins. The kilonova light curves are recombined accounting
for the viewing angle as in Martin et al. (2015); Perego et al. (2017b).

3 REMNANT AND MASS OUTFLOWS
3.1 Merger Remnant

Both binaries undergo a tidally disruptive merger during which the
secondary star accretes material on the primary star. The remnants do
not prompt collapse to a black hole although the BLh binary is close
to the prompt collapse mass threshold of M ~ 2.9M having a binary
mass of M =~ 2.78Mg (Perego et al. 2022a). The merger products
are long-lived neutron stars stable on timescales of >150 ms. They
are surrounded by an envelope (“disc”) that is sustained by angular
momentum transport and neutrino heating from the central object.
Gravity and neutrino cooling drive instead disc accretion and the
whole remnant towards a more compact state. These dynamics create
the conditions for the development of massive winds from the disc
that are flued by angular momentum transport from the central object
and neutrino irradiation.

Figure 1 shows the evolution of the maximum rest-mass density
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and temperature for all the simulations. The maximum density raises
at merger as a consequence of the mass accretion from the secondary
star. Due to the softer EOS and despite the smaller mass, the BLh
binary is more compact and its remnant reaches maximum densities
about 60% higher than the DD2. The maximum temperatures spike
to ~80 — 140 MeV and are generated at densities p ~ 10'*g/cm?
from a shock developing between the accreting matter and the core of
the primary star. These shocks activate weak processes and produce
charateristic neutrino luminosity peaks of >10°2 erg/s. The neutrino
luminosities and average energies are similar to the equal-mass case,
e.g. Zappa et al. (2022). After the spike, the maximum temperatures
in the remnant remain of the order of ~50 MeV during the entire
postmerger evolution, being continuously fed by shock waves from
spiral density waves (more below). As visible in the plot, the BLh
binary simulated at resolution SR and with the K1 turbulent viscosity
scheme collapses at  — fmrg ~ 50 ms. While all the BLh remnants
may collapse anytime on these timescales, higher resolutions would
be needed to confirm the K1 results, ¢f. Zappa et al. (2022). In the
following, we focus on the BLh simulation with the K2 turbulent
viscosity scheme which gives consistent results among the resolu-
tions. With the K2 scheme, angular momentum redistribution is more
efficient than for the K1 scheme, and thus it favors the stability of
the remnant against collapse. In our discussion, we conventionally
define the NS remnant as the central object at rest-mass densities
p > 1013g/cm3 and refer to the remaining bound material as to the
disc. We note that at the NS remnant densities the neutrino mean
free path becomes smaller than any relevant length scale over which
termodynamics quantities change significantly. Thus, neutrinos form
a trapped gas in equilibrium with the fluid and diffuse out on the dif-
fusion timescale (Perego et al. 2014; Foucart et al. 2016a; Endrizzi
et al. 2020; Espino et al. 2024b).

The rotation of the NS remnant produces density spiral arms that
transport angular momentum outwards into the disc (Nedora et al.
2019). This process is enhanced by turbulent viscosity and generates
density waves propagating into the disc. Figure 2 shows temperature
snapshots in the orbital plane (x,y) and above the remnant, plane
(x,z). Spiral density waves develop just outside the NS remnant
(magenta contours) in the (x, y) plane and correspond to local max-
ima of temperature (outside the magenta contours). The shock waves
are also well identifiable in the (x, z) plane, right-top panel. As noted
above, the figure shows that the maximum temperatures are reached
within the remnant but not at the maximum densities, see Perego
et al. (2019) for a detailed analysis of the equal-mass case. The DD2
NS remnant has a colder core, from the matter of the primary star.
The BLh remnant develops stronger shock waves than the DD2 rem-
nant as a result of less disruptive dynamics of the secondary star and
a more violent merger of the two NS cores. However, the BLh spiral
waves transfer more energy and shut off more quickly with time. Con-
trary, the DD2 spiral waves appear weaker but more persistent. The
spiral wave dynamics has a strongly non-axisymmetric one-armed
component (Paschalidis et al. 2015; East et al. 2016; Radice et al.
2016a) appearing as “left-right” oscillations of the NS remnant in
the (x, z) plane. This m = 1 mode dominates and persists over the
entire simulation, while the m = 2 bar-mode component is efficiently
damped by gravitational radiation. We will return to this point in
Sec. 5.2, in connection to the gravitational-wave emission.

The disc is not only fed with angular momentum by the spiral
density waves, but it is also irradiated by neutrinos from the NS
remnant and from the inner layers of the disc itself. Figure 3 shows
the electron fraction of the disc on the orbital and (x, z) planes at
three different postmerger times for the DD2 simulation. Figure 4
is the same for the BLh simulation. Neutrinos streaming from their
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diffusion spheres, which are reasonably approximated by rest-mass
density isocontours of p,, gif = 101! g/cm3 (Perego et al. 2014;
Endrizzi et al. 2020), protonize the disc’s matter. At densities p <
lOlOg/cm3, corresponding to distances of ~200 km on the orbital
plane, the electron fraction reaches typical values Y, ~ 0.3 in the DD2
simulations. Above the remnant, neutrino absorption is maximal and
a funnel with polar angles 6 > 45° develops shortly after the merger.
Here, the electron fraction reaches equilibrium values Y, > 0.42
but baryon densities are lower than in the equatorial regions, p <
107g/cm3. These processes are very similar for the two binary’s
remnants, but the BLh remnant develops a higher-Y, region around
the orbital plane (radii ~200 km.)

The disc expansion eventually leads to the evaporation of the outer
layers of the disc. Disc winds start at equatorial radii of hundreds
of kilometers. There, the material becomes unbound due to the re-
combination of nucleons into nuclei and the subsequent liberation
of about 8 MeV/nucleon of nuclear binding energy (Beloborodov
2008; Metzger et al. 2008; Lee et al. 2009). The evaporation is aided
and sustained by neutrino captures, especially above the remnant
(polar angles 6 > 60°) where the baryon densities are progressively
lower. The disc reaches a turbulent state in these regions, roughly
corresponding to rest-mass density isocontours of p ~ 10° g/ cm?3.

3.2 Mass outflows

The tidal disruption and the remnant’s viscous dynamics described
above power massive outflows of Me; ~ 10~2M, over a timescale of
~100 ms. The outflows are characterized by a neutron-rich dynamical
component and a wind spanning a wide range of proton fractions.
Outflows are calculated during the simulation at a coordinate sphere
centered in the origin of the grid and with radius » = 740 km. Fluid
elements are flagged as unbound if their velocity is directed outward
pointing normal of the sphere and hu; < —1 (Bernoulli criterion),
where £ is the fluid-specific enthalpy and u’ the 0-component of the
fluid’s 4-velocity. The properties of such ejecta are described in the
following.

Figure 5 shows the ejecta mass evolutions for the two binaries. The
outflowed mass rate peaks at early times are due to the tidal mass
ejection at merger timescales. The peak is more prominent for the
DD2 binary because of the almost complete tidal disruption of the
secondary star. Afterwards, the outflow is powered by the density
spiral waves around the orbital plane and by neutrino winds develop-
ing above the remnant. The winds persist during the entire simulated
time. They power mass outflows at a rate of Mej ~ Q.IM@/S at
t — timg = 40 ms, which decreases to ~0.02Mg /s as M.j(t)~1/t.
The mass outflow from the neutrino wind is quantitatively very sim-
ilar in the DD2 and BLh binaries, despite the significant differences
in mass ratio and EOS.

Higher grid resolutions decrease the outflowed mass because a
better-resolved flow typically leads to more compact remnants (Zappa
et al. 2022). The differences between resolutions SR and LR are of
order ~10%, which are comparable to the differences due to the finite
extraction sphere, e.g. at radii 600 km and 740 km. Assuming first-
order convergence with grid resolution, the computed mass for SR
appears very robust for the simulated physics processes. Magnetic-
field instabilities and magnetic pressure are not fully accounted for
here, but they can enhance the mass of SR runs up to a factor two-to-
ten on the simulated timescales and for extreme (magnetar-strength)
intensities, e.g. (Mosta et al. 2020; Kiuchi et al. 2023; Combi &
Siegel 2023). Nuclear heating following r-process nucleosynthesis
could further increase the ejecta mass on second timescales due to the
deposition of a few MeV/nucleon in the fluid (Rosswog et al. 2014;



DD2 g = 1.77 t — tuyg = 8.1 ms BLh g =149 t — £, = 9.5 ms! M€V

—40 =20 0 20
x [km]

10t

109

x [km)]

Figure 2. Remnants’ 2D snapshots of the temperature (color-coded) and the rest-mass density (isocontours) for simulations at SR resolution. The magenta
contour refers to rest-mass densities of 1013g/cm3, the black contours refer to 101, 1014, 1012, ..., IOSg/cm3.

Foucart et al. 2021). Overall, the mass computed here is a solid lower
bound for the complete ejecta mass emitted on longer timescales.

The properties of the outflows are quantified in Fig. 6, which shows
the mass-weighted histograms of the electron fraction, the ejecta’s
asymptotic velocity, the polar angle and the entropy per baryon (see
e.g. Eq. (5) of Nedora et al. (2021b) for the precise expression for
these histograms). The dynamical tidal ejecta are characterized by
low proton fraction Y, < 0.1 and low entropy s < 10 MeV. This
material originates from the secondary star and it is expelled around
the orbital plane within a polar angle of 6 < 20°. Owning to the
disruption dynamics, the mass distribution is not uniform in the
azimuthal angle ¢ but the ejecta emerge from a particular direction
(cf. Fig.12 of Bernuzzi et al. (2020).) Part of the tidal ejecta is
accelerated by tidal torque to high velocities veo 2 0.6, although this
is dependent on the mass ratio and the tidal polarizability parameters
of the secondary star. Fast tails are significantly slower for the BLh
binary than for the DD2 binary. Although the material in the fast tail
comes from tidal ejecta, its eletron fraction is typically higher than
the slower part of the dynamical ejecta with Y, > 0.22. Bernuzzietal.
(2020) found that fast tails are generically suppressed for large mass
ratios ¢ 2 1.5 in accretion-induced prompt collapse mergers. On the

one hand, the result is confirmed here for the BLh binary, which was
also simulated there. On the other hand, the new simulations indicate
that a binary with a stiffer EOS (like DD2, not simulated in Bernuzzi
et al. (2020)) combined with a sufficiently large mass ratio can also
generate fast tails.

The wind ejecta are characterized by a broad range of proton
fractions extending to Y. ~ 0.5 and entropy per baryon peaking
at s ~ 20 kg. This material is irradiated by neutrinos emitted by
the remnant with progressively more intense neutrino fluxes as the
latitude increases, i.e. away from the orbital plane, see Fig. 3 and
Perego et al. (2014). However, the baryon density reduces at small
polar angles, and the wind ejecta emerge mostly up to polar angles
of 6 > 30°. The BLh g = 1.49 binary produces outflows with a
more proton-rich content than the DD2 due to contributions from
both the core shock and the neutrino-driven wind. This contribution
emerges from densities 108g/cm® < p < 10%g/cm?, as clear from
comparing the right column of Fig. 3 and Fig. 4. The irradiation
from the disc is expected to be further enhanced by neutrino pairs
annihilation (Dessart et al. 2009; Zalamea & Beloborodov 2011;
Perego et al. 2017a), which is not included in our simulations. The
wind ejecta have asymptotic velocities veo < 0.4 ¢, which decrease
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Figure 4. Same as Fig. 3 but for BLh g = 1.49 SR K2 simulation.

with evolution time. This is mostly due to the progressively weaker here and equal-mass M = (1.35 + 1.35)Mg 2. Comparing to the
spiral-wave wind in the orbital plane and the slower neutrino winds DD2 g = 1.77 data, the ejecta of that equal mass simulation has no
above the remnant (Perego et al. 2017a). Radice & Bernuzzi (2023, neutron-rich tidal ejecta, the shocked-heated material at intermediate

2024) have simulated a DD2 binary with the same method used

2 Note also the chirp masses differ, M. (g = 1.77) =~ 1.20Mg and M, (q =
1) = 1.17Mg.
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latitudes (8 < 45°) has higher electron fraction Y, > 0.22, the
spiral wave wind is less persistent in time and spans a narrower
range of electron fractions (Y. 2 0.22), and entropies above the
remnant can be a factor two larger. The ejecta of the equal-mass DD2
M = (1.35 + 1.35)Mg simulation are indeed quantitatively more
similar to the BLh ¢ = 1.49 which has a less extreme mass ration
and a closer chirp mass (M. (g = 1.49) ~ 1.188Mp.)

In summary, tidal disruption mergers producing a remnant NS
have mass outflows composed of a tidal component and a component
powered by the remnant’s spiral waves and by neutrino heating.
The wind component is persistent over the cooling timescale of the
remnant and slowly decelerates as the spiral-arms dynamics weaken.
The material composition spans the entire range of proton fractions.

4 NUCLEOSYNTHESIS

Heavy nuclei are produced in the ejecta by rapid neutron capture on
timescales of <1 s. After these times, neutron captures become ineffi-
cient and nuclei start to stabilize mostly via S-decays. The decay prod-
ucts thermalize, heating the fluid and feeding the kilonova (Sec. 5.1).
Our kNECNN simulations capture this process self-consistently, under
the assumption of axisymmetry using a 2D ray-by-ray setup (Mag-
istrelli et al. 2024a).

Figure 7 shows the evolution of the abundances for free protons
(Yp), neutrons (¥;) and a few selected isotopes. In particular, we

show the most abundant “He, the Ni-Co-Fe decay chain, 33Sr and
the cumulative abundances of lanthanides and actinides. Abundances
are calculated as mass-weighted averages over the ejecta. The drop
in ¥, at around ¢ — tmrg ~ 1 s indicates the end of the r-process
nucleosynthesis. The remaining free neutrons S-decay on a timescale
of ~10 minutes, causing Y}, to further drop below 108 ats— tmrg ~
1 hour. Initial neutron abundances are larger for the DD2 binary
than for the BLh binary due to the more massive dynamical ejecta
originating from tidal disruption (part of this material has also faster
velocity tails). The production of lanthanides and actinides stops
at the end of the r-process nucleosynthesis, while Y°Ni, 8Sr are
already fully produced at t — tmrg ~ 1072 5. 3°Co and °Fe are
first produced at nuclear statistical equilibrium freeze-out and then
consumed during the early phases of nucleosynthesis. They start to
be produced again respectively at # — fmrg ~ 100 s and ¢ ~ hours by
the B-decays of Y°Ni and °Co, with a half-life of ~6 and ~77 days
respectively. Correspondingly, Ysey; starts its exponential decay at
t —tmrg ~ 6 days ~ 5 X 105 s. There are no significant qualitative
differences between the two simulations.

The final nucleosynthesis yields are shown in Fig. 8 for both bina-
ries. Top and bottom panels show, respectively, the yields computed
for the total ejecta and for the early ejecta. The abundances from
the solar residual 7-process from Prantzos et al. (2020) are reported
for reference. Abundances are normalised by fixing the overall frac-
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tion of elements with A € [170, 200] to be the same for all sets of
abundances.

The nucleosynthesis is “complete” with r-process elements and
down to nuclei with A ~ 56 produced in the ejecta. Nuclei with
220 s A < 230 are long-lived and are expected to @-decay on
timescales of > O(10) years. The most abundant nuclei are free
protons and *He. Protons are mostly produced in high-entropy tails
of the dynamical ejecta and boosted of about an order of magnitude
by the wind. Similarly, “He is boosted of a factor three by the high-
Y. winds, not associated to r-process nucleosynthesis. This is in
agreement with the analysis of Perego et al. (2022b) for comparable-
masses BNSM. The formation of light elements with A < 40 via a-
reactions in high-entropy regions of the ejecta is strongly suppressed
by the low densities of the material; whereas in low entropy and low-
Y, regions seed nuclei are formed already close to stability (Perego
et al. 2022b). 3°Ni is mostly produced by the high Y, > 0.45 matter
of the neutrino-driven winds originating at the edge of the remnant
disk. Its subsequent decay originates 5°Co and then °Fe. The second
and third r-process peaks are instead fully produced by the early, low
Ye < 0.22 tidal ejecta.

MNRAS 000, 1-15 (2024)

5 MULTIMESSENGER OBSERVABLES

5.1 Kilonova light curves

Kilonovae shine with peak luminosities in the range ~10%0-44 erg/s

that are reached on day timescales after merger (Metzger et al. 2010).
Significant differences are expected in their properties (peak time,
luminosities and colors) depending on the type of merging system.
Roughly, a remnant NS can enhance the luminosity and the color
variety thanks to the energy available from the central rotating object
which is converted on longer timescales than those available in case of
black hole formation by several mechanisms (e.g. spiral-waves). Such
a variety in phenomenology makes detection strategies challenging
but offers, at the same time, the opportunity to infer the source also
in the absence of GWs or other counterparts.

Kilonova light curves are computed in kKNECNN by assuming a
multi-temperature black body emission model. The model considers
the emission from the photosphere plus the contribution from the
optically thin region outside the photosphere. The latter is given
by the integrated heating rate €., from all the mass shells above
the photosphere. The position of the photosphere is computed as
the coordinate radius at which the optical depth reaches 2/3. The
photosphere contribution dominates the light curves at early times
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Figure 7. Evolution of the abundance of some selected elements for the simulations at grid resolution SR as obtained with KNECNN . In this plot fm, is shifted
with respect to the previous plots and identified with the beginning of the radiation-hydrodynamics simulations.

and from most of the polar angles. The integral on heating rates is
typically an order of magnitude smaller at early times and becomes
the dominant contribution at f — fmrg ~ 1 — 5 days for mass shells
at 0 ~ 0 — 60 deg. In the equatorial plane, the photosphere emission
dominates until # ~ 13 days in BLh ¢ = 1.49 and ¢ > 30 days
in DD2 g = 1.77. Note that homologous expansion is reached on
timescales of about ¢z > 0.5 s postmerger for most of the ejecta, while
the tidal ejecta typically accelerate by 0.01 - 0.05¢ due to strong
r-process heatingup toz < 20s.

Figure 9 shows the energy deposition rate per unit volume
4 = p épuc in the ejecta as function of the velocity coordinate r/t
and the polar angle at three characteristic evolution times and for the
two binaries, respectively. At early times ¢ — fmrg ~ 1 s (left panels),
energies of up to ~102%erg/cm3 /s are deposited in the bulk of the
ejecta (équel ~ 10'8erg/g/s, which has velocities <0.2 ¢ (cf: Fig. 6).
Consequently, the ejecta around the orbital plane § ~ 90° are ac-
celerated by r-process heating on these timescales. The outermost
region above the remnant, § > 45°, is populated by shocked heated
ejecta. In the DD2 ¢ = 1.77 binary, this matter is initially slightly
neutron-rich and hosts weak r-process nucleosynthesis that gener-
ates a moderate heating rate at early times. Further inside, the ejecta
exhibit electron fractions around Y, ~ 0.47 and produce isotopes
along the valey of stability so the heating rate is negligible in this
region. The innermost and more massive wind component is slightly
proton-rich and the site for all the S°Ni production. All the ejecta
material is opaque to radiation and well inside the photosphere at
this time.

At t — tmrg = 2.8 hours heating rates decreased by about eight or-
ders of magnitudes. The bulk of ejecta is approximately at hundreds
of million kilometers from the remnant. The photosphere has reached
the outer region of the ejecta’s bulk and it is shown in the figure as
a dashed magenta line. Its shape is nonspherical and roughly follows
the density contour of the ejecta at pppoto(? ~ 1 hr) ~ 10~13 g/em’.
Note the significant differences in heating rates above the remnant
bewteen the DD2 and BLh (central panels) and that the BLh photo-
sphere is significantly less spherical than the DD2.

At t — tmrg~1 day, heating rates in the bulk of the ejecta further
decrease to €p,e] S 1010erg/ g/s. The photosphere has penetrated

further inside the expanding ejecta, pppoto (t ~ 1day) ~ 10~ 15g/em?,
and reaches the innermost shell of the computational domain by ten
days.

Kilonova light curves are shown in Fig. 10 and presented using
the AB magnitude system,

[ ()~ e(v)dv
[ 36310y (hv)~te(v)dy

(¢))

MAB = -2.5 loglo

where here v is the light frequency, f, is the observed flux density
at frequency v from a distance of 40 Mpc (see Eq. (14) of Wu et al.
(2022)) and e(v) are filter functions for different Gemini bands. The
light curves are calculated from kKNECNN by removing a contribution
from early-time (pre-merger) spurious ejecta, which is present in the
(3 + 1)D simulations due to the atmosphere treatment and effects at
the stellar surface. The main effect of such spurious ejecta on the
light curves is to unphysically enhance the early blue peak (more
below).

The light curves peak at a few days in the (near-) infrared (K
in the Figure) band. The peak is mainly associated with the early-
time, neutron-rich dynamical ejecta of tidal origin with late-time
contributions from the winds. Consequently, these peaks are brighter
for an observer placed edge-on (@ = 90°) with respect to the initial
orbital plane. Inspecting heating rates from kNECNN indicates that the
slope of this late “red” kilonova is determined by the nuclear energy
released by the combination of the decays of r-process elements and
the Ni-Co-Fe chain (Jacobi et al, In Prep.)

Other luminosity peaks are found at ~2—3 hours, in the UV/optical
(u in the Figure) bands. This early “blue” peak comes from the
photosphere emission and it is caused by the temperature gradient
developed at a broad range of polar angles. The blue peak is the
largest luminosity peak for the light curves of the DD2 binary (left
panel). Compared to BLh, it corresponds to weak r-process in a
faster ejecta (see Sec. 3.2 and Fig. 6.) Regarding the dependence on
the viewing angle, the DD2 blue peak is slightly larger for a face-on
binary (6 = 0°,30°) than for a edge-on (6 = 90°), while the opposite
is true for the BLh blue peak. This can be understood from the ejecta
mass distribution in Fig. 6 and the local heating rate plot in the central
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Figure 8. Nucleosynthesis yields for the DD2 g = 1.77 (solid blue) and
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panels of Fig. 9: for the BLh binary, the ejecta mass are lower and
r-processes are more suppressed for 6 > 30°.

Previous work identified the S-decay of free neutrons as the source
of an early blue kN peak (Metzger et al. 2015; Combi & Siegel 2023;
Magistrelli et al. 2024b). For the simulations presented here, we
exclude this process is the cause of the blue peak. Appendix A reports
on further KNECNN simulations in which the heating rate associated
to free neutrons were switched off but the precursor is persistent
in the light curves. Further, the free neutron abundancies after the
nucleosynthesis is slightly larger for the BLh binary than for the DD2
binary (cf. left-right panels of Fig. 7), while the blue peak is larger
for DD2, as stated above.

Finally, the fast tails of the dynamical ejecta are expected to gen-
erate synchrotron radiation as the ejecta remnant interacts with the
surrounding interstellar medium (ISM), e.g. (Nakar & Piran 2011;
Hajela et al. 2022). As an illustration, we compute the radio light
curves using the analytical model of Sadeh et al. (2022). The ejecta
is modeled by a broken power law profile composed of a shallow
bulk component and a steeper fast tail component,

(x/x0) ™™ x> xq
mej = mo B : )
(x/x0) 7SN 0.1 <x < xg

where x = y(Voo)Veo/c and y (v ) the Lorentz factor. Optimal fitting
parameters for DD2 (BLh) binary are xy = 0.201, my = 7.69 x 104,
s =424 and sy = 1 (xo = 0.444, mg = 1.15 x 1074, s = 6.97
and spn = 1). The differences in these fits reflect the rather different

MNRAS 000, 1-15 (2024)

velocity profiles of the binaries, see the bottom right panel of Fig. 6.
In particular, the DD2 profile has a less steep fast tail extending at
larger velocities than the BLh.

Light curves at 1.4 GHz are then computed from a 1D forward-
reverse shock model of the ejecta, by using fiducial values of €, =
0.1 and eg = 0.01 for the conversion efficiencies of the internal
energy of the shock to the energy of the accelerated electrons and
amplified magnetic field, p = 2.15 the spectral index of the non-
thermal electrons, and ISM density nigyp = 0.001 em 3 (or the more
optimistic nygp = 0.01 cm™2). The results are shown in Fig. 11. The
non-thermal flux increases in time until the reverse shock propagates
to the bulk of the ejecta; after the peak the velocity is subrelativistic
and the model approaches the Sedov-Taylor self-similar solution.

According to the employed model and using the conservative
nigm = 0.001 ecm™3 (solid lines), the BLh afterglow flux density
peaks at ~6 years postmerger (Fy, peax ~ 0.97u Jy). The DD2 after-
glow is relatively dimmer (Fy, peax = 0.3uJy) and peaks at ~30 years
postmerger. A more optimistic value nygy = 0.01 cm™2 (dashed
lines), increases the peak fluxes to a few ulJy and shifts them to
earlier postmerger times of ~3 and ~14 years respectively for BLh
and DD2. These signals might be detectable with radio facilities like
VLA, Aperitif, ASKAP, MeerKAT, and SKA, in particular if the
source is well localized by a coincident gravitational-wave detec-
tion e.g. (Hotokezaka et al. 2016; Dobie et al. 2021). Previous work
on comparable masses BNSM identified the origin of these counter-
parts as due to the fast tails generated at the collisional shock between
the stars (Metzger et al. 2015; Hotokezaka et al. 2018; Radice et al.
2018). Here, fast tails are instead mostly generated by tidal torque.
Hence, mass asymmetry in combination with the EOS dependence
further enriches the phenomenology of kN afterglows (Nedora et al.
2021a).

5.2 Gravitational waves

Gravitational wave (GW) observations offer the unique opportunity
to unambiguously identify the merger remnant and thus establish the
connection between possible electromagnetic counterparts and their
central engine. The detection of GWs from the remnant, in particular,
appears possible with third-generation detectors (Breschi et al. 2022).

Figure 12 and 13 show the three dominant multipoles of the GWs
radiated by the two binaries. In each figure, from top to bottom, the
black lines show the amplitude and real part 3 of the £m = 22, 33,21
multipoles. The red line shows the modes’ frequency. The postmerger
signal is characterized at early times by the 22 emission from the NS
remnant at a peak frequency of f>;, =~ 2.5 kHz for the DD2 binary
and f>, =~ 3.5 kHz for the BLh binary. The latter frequency is higher
because the remnant is more compact. Other significant emission
channels are the 33 mode with an amplitude of about an order of
magnitude smaller than the 22 and a frequency f33 ~ 3/2f5,, and
the 21 mode with an even smaller amplitude but a lower frequency
far ~1/2f.

Most of the GW energy is radiated up to times 7 — fmrg < 20 ms
(Bernuzzi et al. 2016). After these times the merger dynamics
are driven by the viscous processes discussed above rather than
gravitational-wave backreaction. During the viscous phase, the one-
armed (:m = 1) spiral motion of the remnant generates a weak but

3 We use geometric units G = ¢ = Mg = 1 for the GW strain and recall
that h := hy — ihx = Dljl Siem hem (t)"2Ygm (1, ), where the extrinsic
properties of the source are incorporated in the luminosity distance Dy, and
via the spin-weighted spherical harmonics —2Y¢,,, (sky position).
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persistent in time signal, e.g. (Paschalidis et al. 2015; East et al. 2016;
Radice et al. 2016a). Indeed, a close inspection of the GW amplitude
att — fmrg 2 40 ms reveals that the 21 mode has an amplitude larger
than the 33 and comparable to the 22. Note also that the 22 and 33
GW frequencies evolve to lower values at later times and acquire a
progressively richer frequency content. By contrast, the 21 frequency
remains steady over the entire simulated time.

The GW m = 1 mode is a strong signature for the production of a
remnant NS and a potential smoking gun for the identification of tidal
disruption mergers like those simulated here. The detection of such
mode could also convey information on the remnant’s extreme matter

as, for example, QCD phase transitions (Espino et al. 2024a). The de-
tectability of the m = 1 mode by third-generation GW experiments is
favoured by the frequency f»1 ~ 1 kHz, relatively lower with respect
to other postmerger frequencies, but heavily suppressed by the small
amplitude of the signal and its monochromatic nature. In the context
of equal-mass quasi-circular mergers, Radice et al. (2016a) found that
detection would be possible only with an optimally oriented source
at 10 Mpc. For the binary considered here similar results apply, thus
making unlikely a postmerger detection of these remnants signals.
However, a third-generation detection of the lower frequency signal
from the inspiral-merger is expected to deliver accurately the mass

MNRAS 000, 1-15 (2024)
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Figure 11. Radio light curve at 1.4 GHz generated from the analytical model
of Sadeh et al. (2022) and the simulated profiles. The fiducial values of the
model’s parameter are €, = 0.1 and eg = 0.1 for the conversion efficiencies
of the internal energy of the shock to the energy of the accelerated electrons
and amplified magnetic field, p = 2.15 the spectral index of the non-thermal
electrons, and ISM density nigy = 0.001, 0.01 cm~3. The sources are placed
at a distance of 40 Mpc.

and mass ratio. This implies immediately a high probability for the
merger to produce an electromagnetic counterpart if a large mass
and a large mass ratio (¢ = 1.5) are detected because those binary
parameters produce bright electromagnetic signals also in case of a
rapid collapse to black hole (Bernuzzi et al. 2020).

6 CONCLUSION

We discussed 3D general-relativistic radiation-hydrodynamics simu-
lations of asymmetric BNSMs in which the secondary NS undergoes
a (partial) tidal disruption. For both a stiff and a soft microphysical
EOS, the remnant NS is stable on a timescale comparable to its cool-
ing time and it is surrounded by massive, neutron-rich discs. The tidal
disruption generates neutron-rich, Y, ~ 0.1, ejecta at merger. During
the subsequent evolution, the remnant’s spiral waves and neutrino
heating generate winds of mass >10™2Mg with a broad composi-
tion, Yo ~ 0.1 — 0.55, that varies with the line of sight to the binary
orbital plane, see Fig. 3-4. The wind components are persistent over
the cooling timescale of the remnant; they decelerate as the spiral-
arms dynamics weakens and are driven by neutrino irradiation by
the end of the simulations. The simulations highlight several new
features that further enrich BNSM observational prospects.

The nucleosynthesis yields reveal, for the first time in these ab-
initio simulations, the production of 5°Ni and the subsequent de-
cay chain to *°Co and *°Fe. These elements are produced by the
Y. ~ 0.5 material of the neutrino-driven winds (Perego et al. 2014;
Martin et al. 2015; Perego et al. 2017a). A forthcoming paper will
report an in-depth analysis of possible observational signatures (Ja-
cobi et al, In Prep.) These can includes signatures in the light curves,
spectra as well as y-rays associated with the Ni-Co-Fe radioactive
decays (Korobkin et al. 2020) (compare to e.g. (Churazov et al. 2014;
Jerkstrand et al. 2020) for similar results in type Ia and core-collapse
supernovae.)

We stress that the large range of Y, found in the winds is a common
prediction of M1 neutrino transport schemes in the BNSM problem
(Foucart et al. 2016b; Vincent et al. 2020; Radice et al. 2022; Kiuchi
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et al. 2023; Radice & Bernuzzi 2023). Systematic studies of the
impact of neutrino transport with more sophisticated schemes will
further quantify the robustness of these results (Foucart et al. 2020;
Radice et al. 2022; Zappa et al. 2022; Foucart et al. 2024; Cheong
et al. 2024). Another example of the impact of neutrino transport
schemes on the ejecta modeling is presented in Appendix B, where
ejecta properties discussed in this paper are compared with those
obtained with a MO transport scheme.

Our synthetic kilonova light curves are characterized by a main
(near-) infrared peak at a few days postmerger and a UV/optical peak
at a few hours postmerger, see Fig. 10. The temporally extended
“red” component is qualitatively similar to what found for asym-
metric BNSM that undergo accretion-induced collapse (Bernuzzi
et al. 2020). The early “blue” peak appears instead a generic feature
(at least, within our modeling assumption) related to presence of a
fast and high-Y, component from both the dynamical ejecta and the
wind. Such ejecta component is driven by neutrino irradiation with
essentially no contributions from the S-decay of free neutrons (See
Appendix A).

Our 2D ray-by-ray simulations show that the photosphere has a
rather asymmetric shape, Fig. 9. This suggests that (full) 2D and 3D
radiation-hydrodynamics simulations might be very important to ob-
tain precise light curves. Work in this direction has started by various
groups (Tanaka & Hotokezaka 2013; Nativi et al. 2020; Collins et al.
2023); although the inclusion of hydrodynamics and complete ejecta
data remains a challenge for future studies (Magistrelli et al. 2024b).

The presented simulations indicate that dynamical ejecta of tidal
origin can have fast tails reaching voo ~ 0.6 — 0.8 c. Such tails can
generate a non-thermal kN afterglow that can be detectable years
after merger in radio and X-band (Nakar & Piran 2011; Hajela et al.
2022). While previous work identified these counterparts as the result
of shocked-heated dynamical ejecta, e.g. (Radice et al. 2018), here
we showed that they can be produced also by tidal disruption. Further,
the quantitative details of the outflows between the two considered
models are actually rather different. On the one hand, this highlights
that emissions are highly degenerate with binary parameters. On the
other hand, this enriches the kN landscape and motivates further
studies.

Gravitational waves are characterized by a signature in the m = 1
channels due to the one-armed non-axisymmetric dynamics of the
remnant (Paschalidis et al. 2015; East et al. 2016; Radice et al.
2016a). The dominant frequency, f>; ~ 1 kHz, is lower than the
merger frequency and persists over time as a quasi-monochromatic
postmerger signal. While this is a potential smoking gun for the
identification of these tidal disruption mergers, the detectability by
third-generation detectors is hindered by the small amplitude and
might be possible only for optimal source orientations and nearby
events (Radice et al. 2016a).
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APPENDIX A: FREE-NEUTRONS DECAY AND BLUE
KILONOVA PEAK

This appendix summarizes some investigations on the origin of the
blue peak in the light curves of Fig. 10. The B-decay of free neutrons
in the outermost shells of the dynamical ejecta have been proposed
as the orgin of a blue precursor peaking on timescales of hours post-
merger (Metzger et al. 2015). Such a precursor has been identified
by Combi & Siegel (2023) in a equal-mass BNSM simulation em-
ploying GRMHD, the MO neutrino scheme of Radice et al. (2018)
and a similar setup to ours for the synthetic light curves. Magistrelli
et al. (2024a) confirmed this result and clearly assessed, with simi-
lar experiments as those reported in this appendix, that free-neutron
decay powers almost entirely the blue peak in their model. The nu-
merical relativity data used by Magistrelli et al. (2024a) refer to an
unequal-mass BNSM simulation with the MO neutrino scheme; the
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remnant is short-lived and gravitational collapse happens on dynam-
ical timescales.

We test the free-neutron decay contribution to the blue peak from
our asymmetric BNSM runs by performing additional kNECNN runs
in which the contribution from free neutrons to the heating rate is
removed. The light curves from this test run and a complete run
are shown in Fig. Al. The blue peak is weakly (if at all) affected
by the free-neutron decay. Also, the blue peak is robustly present
at all viewing angles. Inspection of the KNECNN simulations show
that a copious amount of free-neutrons is produced at early times
in the tidal ejecta. However, these free-neutrons are located below
the photosphere and cannot contribute to the kNECNN light curves.
Therefore, we conclude that the blue peak in our new simulations
is not due to free-neutron decay. Future work is needed to clarify
under which precise conditions (binary parameters, neutrino scheme,
thermalization scheme, etc.) the blue peak is dominated by free-
neutrons decays.

APPENDIX B: M1 VS. M0 NEUTRINO TRANSPORT

This appendix discusses the impact of the neutrino transport scheme
on the ejecta properties. To this aim, we compare our new M1 simu-
lations with very similar simulations performed with the MO neutron
transport scheme of Radice et al. (2018); both schemes are imple-
mented in the same THC code. The MO simulation settings are prac-
tically identical to those presented here; the K1 turbulent viscosity
scheme is used for both binaries.

Figure B1 shows 2D mass ejecta histograms of the ejecta’s Y, and
velocity. The figure demonstrates significant differences in the ejecta
velocity and composition resulting from the two different transport
schemes. The ejecta mass spans a broader range in Y, in the M1
simulations. Ejecta velocities in the M1 runs are comparable to or
higher than those in the MO runs in the proton-rich material. However,
significantly less mass with high velocity and low-Y, is found: the M 1
transport scheme suppresses these ejecta components with respect to
the MO (lower-right areas in the panels).

These results agree with the detailed study presented by Zappa
et al. (2022). The latter reference concluded that nucleosynthesis
yields are robust provided that both neutrino emission and absorption
are simulated (either with MO or M1), but it considered relatively
shorter simulations than those presented here. The longer simulations
presented here allow us to better asses the impact of the neutrino-
driven wind on the nucleosynthesis. For the current study, the M1
scheme is key to obtain ejecta with Y, > 0.45 and thus for the
nucleosynthesis of light elements with A ~ 56. In relation to the
study in Appendix A, we note that the neutrino transport scheme
can also significantly impact on the free-neutron decay contribution
to the kN because the free-neutron contribution is associated with
high-velocity and low Y, < 0.22 ejecta (Combi & Siegel 2023).

This paper has been typeset from a TgX/IATgX file prepared by the author.
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Figure A1l. Comparison of the AB apparent magnitudes predicted for the BLh ¢ = 1.49 and DD2 g = 1.77 runs between a “full” KNECNN run (solid lines)
and a run in which the contribution from free neutrons to the heating rate is removed (dashed lines). This experiment shows that free-neutron decay does not
contribute to the “blue” peak in the considered simulations.
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Figure B1. Comparison of the ejecta properties for the BLh g = 1.49 and DD2 g = 1.77 runs (upper panels) and comparable runs with the MO neutrino transport

scheme (lower panels). The panels show 2D mass-weighted histograms of ejecta’s electron fraction and velocity. M1 transport produces more proton-rich ejecta;

notably the electron fraction is pushed to larger values than those obtained with MO neutrino transport. Ejecta velocities with the M1 transport are higher (lower)
for proton (neutron) rich matter than those with the MO transport.
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