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We investigate how the quasi-universal relations connecting tidal deformability with gravitational
waveform characteristics and/or properties of individual neutron stars that were proposed in the
literature within general relativity would be influenced in the massive Damour-Esposito-Farese-type
scalar-tensor gravity. For this purpose, we systematically perform numerical relativity simulations
of ∼ 120 binary neutron star mergers with varying scalar coupling constants. Although only three
neutron-star equations of state are adopted, a clear breach of universality can be observed in the
data sets. In addition to presenting difficulties in constructing quasi-universal relations in alterna-
tive gravity theories, we also briefly compare the impacts of non-general-relativity physics on the
waveform features and those due to the first order or cross-over quantum chromodynamical phase
transition.

I. INTRODUCTION

Coalescence of binary neutron stars (BNSs) offers a
unique avenue to test gravity in its strong regime and
to probe thermodynamic states of matter at subatomic
densities. The gravitational wave (GW) signal originat-
ing from such a process was detected for the first time in
2017 by LIGO and VIRGO observatories [1, 2], though
only in the late-inspiral epoch. This event, GW170817
[3–5], has led to certain constraints on gravitation [6–8]
and the equation of state (EOS) of nuclear matter [9–12].
The analysis was conducted assuming general relativity
(GR) as the underlying theory of gravity to agnostically
bound the observation’s deviation from the prediction
of GR. However, tests of a specific alternative theory of
gravity require the development of waveform templates
within the theory and may entail certain modifications
in the data analysis formalism. Although analytic efforts
in waveform modeling have been devoted to some theo-
ries, e.g., the scalar-tensor theory and the scalar-Gauss-
Bonnet theory, a lot remains to be done to establish ma-
chinery at the same level of sophistication as that in GR
to analyze GWs.

GWs emitted during and in the aftermath of the
merger would lie in the frequency band of 2–4 kHz if the
system produces a hypermassive neutron star (HMNS)
as a transient remnant [13–15]. The current ground-
based GW detectors are less sensitive in these bands
[16–18]; in fact, even with the design sensitivity of Ad-
vanced LIGO, the postmerger waveform of a GW170817-
like event might only have a SNR of ∼ 2–3, which can
hardly be detected. However, waveforms at a few kHz
may be reachable with the next-generation detectors such
as the Einstein Telescope [19–21] and the Cosmic Ex-
plorer [22–24], for which the sensitivity is by a factor of
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≳ 10 higher than those of current detectors.
Postmerger waveforms are informative of the dynamics

of remnant systems. Of particular interest are the merg-
ers that lead to an HMNS temporarily supported by dif-
ferential rotations [25, 26] and high thermal pressure [27–
30]. The fluid motions within these remnants will emit a
loud GW transient over ∼ 10–20ms with characteristic
frequencies corresponding to the oscillation modes ex-
cited in the remnant massive NS [14, 26, 28, 31–35]. The
dominant peak in the spectrum can be related to the fun-
damental mode of the remnant, whose frequency depends
sensitively on both the EOS and the underlying gravita-
tional theory [36–38]. Therefore, the measurement of this
frequency provides combined information about the na-
ture of gravity and supranuclear matters.
However, to what extent we can learn about the grav-

itation and the EOS is subject to at least these tech-
nical and theoretical challenges: (i) the morphology of
the postmerger waveforms are qualitatively different from
that of inspiral, requiring different modeling and analy-
sis strategies [39–41], and (ii) the influences of the mi-
crophysics and the gravitational aspects of the problem
on waveforms are strongly degenerate [42], which hin-
ders a clear determination of matter effects and devia-
tions from GR. One of the cogent proposals to address
the latter issue appeals to quasi-universal relations that
connect the spectral properties of postmerger waveforms
with properties of cold stars in isolation or participating
in a coalescing binary.
Within GR, these quasi-universal relations are lever-

aged to infer quantities that are not directly observable
[43–48], facilitate efficient Bayesian analysis [49–53], and
develop phenomenological waveform models by reducing
the matter’s degrees of freedom [35, 54–56]. In alter-
native theories, the EOS-insensitive feature of these re-
lations will be useful in disentangling the EOS effects
from gravity, and thus can help to distinguish non-GR
imprints from the uncertainties of EOS. However, this
method requires a cautious evaluation of the reliability of
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these relations in the gravity theory under study to pre-
vent any contamination in the inference. Taking the mas-
sive Damour-Esposito-Farese-type (DEF; [57–60]) scalar-
tensor theory of gravity as an example, whose action is
given as [61–63],

S =
1

16π

∫
d4x

√−g

[
ϕR− ω(ϕ)

ϕ
∇aϕ∇aϕ−

2m2
ϕφ

2ϕ2

B

]
− Smatter, (1)

we illustrate in the remainder of this article that many
(if not all) of the quasi-universal relations on the market
are actually breached, hinting at a strong caveat of using
them for Bayesian analysis. Here, R is the Ricci scalar
associated with metric gab, g is the determinant of the
metric, ϕ is the scalar field, Smatter is the action for mat-
ter, ω(ϕ) is defined via [ω(ϕ) + 3/2]−1 = B lnϕ for the
scalar coupling constant B, and φ =

√
2 lnϕ is an aux-

iliary scalar field. The scalar mass has been constrained
by pulsar observations [64–66] as mϕ > 10−15 eV [67, 68].
In addition, GW170817 can tentatively suggest a lower
bound on scalar mass as mϕ > 10−12 eV [62, 69]. In this
article, we will consider mϕ = 1.33×10−11 eV (Compton
wavelength of ≈ 15 km), which suffices to demonstrate
the main conclusion: we will emphasize the violation of
the quasi-universal relations, which can only be more pro-
found for smaller mϕ.

For the simulations considered in this article, the cou-
pling constant of the scalar field in the DEF theory
has been chosen such that the non-GR effects can only
marginally appear during inspiral to respect the observa-
tion of GW170817 in [63]. In particular, the radius-mass
and tidal deformability-mass relations for the considered
scalar coupling constants are shown in Fig. 1 (see the
supplemental material for the equations for computing
tidal deformability in the massive DEF theory). We can
see a qualitative difference between the sequence of the
H4 EOS and those of the other two EOS: the scalarized
sequence of equilibria of static, spherical stars does not
merge into the GR branch in the high-density regime.
The steep softening behavior of the H4 EOS at the high
density prevents the revealing of a core that features a
negative trace of the energy-stress tensor, staving off the
conditions for descalarization (see, e.g., the discussion in
Sec. III of [70]). The complete catalog of the simulated
system is listed in the supplemental material, while the
details of numerical schemes and setups can be found in
[63] as well as in [70, 71]. We also note that the simu-
lations included in this article focus on the post-merger
evolution and thus the quasi-equilibrium states of bina-
ries were prepared at < 5 orbits before the merger as
initial data.

Throughout this article, we adopt the geometrical
units c = G = 1, and denote the ratio between the
masses of binary as q = m2/m1 ≤ 1, the instantaneous
frequency of GWs at the merger as fpeak, the GW am-
plitude at the merger as hpeak (here the merger time is
defined as the moment when the GW amplitude reaches
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FIG. 1. The upper panel displays the radius-mass relation,
while the lower panel illustrates the tidal deformability-mass
relation. The lines labeled ”GR” represent the cases identical
to those in General Relativity. Other lines deviating from the
GR curves indicate the occurrence of spontaneous scalariza-
tion. Three EOSs are considered in the piecewise-polytropic
approximation [72]. For each EOS, a variety of scalar cou-
pling constants (labels on the plot) are adopted while fixing
the scalar mass as mϕ = 1.33× 10−11 eV.

the maximal), the threshold mass for prompt collapse to
a black hole as Mthr, and the frequency of the dominant
peak in the post-merger waveform as f2. The numeri-
cal results presented here are limited to simulations of
equal-mass binaries, including those performed in the re-
cent work [63] using theory-consistent quasi-equilibrium
states as initial data [62] and some simulations within
GR newly performed here.

II. CORRELATIONS BETWEEN Λ̃ AND GW
CHARACTERISTICS

The main tidal signature in inspiral waveforms de-
pends predominantly on the binary tidal deformability
Λ̃ = 13

16 (m1 + 12m2)m
4
1Λ1/13M

5 + (1 ↔ 2), where
M = m1 + m2 and the tidal deformability of the indi-
vidual stars are Λ1 and Λ2, respectively [74–78]. The es-

timate on Λ̃ for GW170817 yielded, though loosely, the
first constraints on the yet unknown EOS of NS while
assuming GR as the gravitational theory. On the obser-
vation front, measurability of Λ̃ is within the uncertainty
of σΛ̃ ∼ 400 at the 2σ level with current detectors and
is expected to be improved to σΛ̃ ≲ 50 at the 1σ level in
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FIG. 2. Relations between binary tidal deformability Λ̃ and
the GW’s frequency at the moment of merger (top), the fre-
quency of the dominant peak of the postmerger waveform
(middle), and the maximal strain of emitted GWs (bottom).
The filled stars are the results of our simulations in GR, while
open circles, triangles, and squares are for models with spon-
taneous scalarization, dynamical scalarization and no scalar-
ization in the inspiral phase, respectively. The dashed lines
are the fitting formula proposed in [73].

the fifth observation mission. It is owing to this domi-
nant role of Λ̃ in affecting the phasing of waveforms that
several quasi-universal relations have been proposed to
relate it with GW properties as introduced as follows.

Using numerical simulations, a quasi-universal relation
between Λ̃ and fpeak is found for 1.35 + 1.35M⊙ irrota-
tional binaries [54, 79]. The validity of this relation is ex-
tended in [35, 80, 81] to binaries with individual NSs hav-

ing a mass of 1.2–1.65M⊙ while keeping binaries as sym-
metric and irrotational. Aside from reading off the nu-
merical results, Bernuzzi et al. [54] also discovers this uni-
versality by inspecting effective-one-body waveform mod-
els, where the mass range is further extended to include
the mass close to the Tolman–Oppenheimer–Volkoff limit
for the respective EOS and includes a small spin up to
|χ| = 0.1. The influence of mass-ratio on this relation
is pointed out later on, which is evidenced by the simu-
lations of asymmetric, irrotational binaries with varying
mass ratios between 0.734–1 [73, 82]. This motivates Ki-
uchi et al. [73] to generalize the relation to capturing the
effect of asymmetry, and subsequently, the coefficients of
the fitting formula acquire a q-dependence.
The top panel of Fig. 2 shows our numerical results

(the filled markers denote the GR data) together with the
relation established in [73] when setting the coefficients
for equal-mass binaries (dashed line). First we see that
the GR data deviates slightly from the fitting formula,
but this is within the uncertainty of the fitting formula
itself (4%; shaded area). The largest deviation is found

as ≲ 5.8% in the middle range of Λ̃, which is near the
low (high) end of our H4 (APR4 and MPA1) samples.
We can also notice that the binaries that do not exhibit
scalarization before the merger (squares) obey well the
quasi-universal relation, which can be expected since the
inspiral dynamics leading up to the merger are equivalent
to in GR for these cases.
On the other hand, the relation tends to underesti-

mate fpeak for a given Λ̃ for either spontaneously (circles)
or dynamically (triangles) scalarized mergers, indicating
that the orbital frequency right before the merger is sys-
tematically enhanced compared to the case where the
scalar phenomenon is silent. Although the deviation is
still within the formula’s uncertainty and does not show a
decisive violation, the mergers with large Λ̃ (i.e., the stiff
EOS H4) display a clear disagreement with the formula.
In particular, fpeak for the EOS H4 is roughly constant

for Λ̃1/5 ≳ 3.4, and thus differ further from the relation
to the right of the plot.
On top of the GW frequency at the merger, Refs. [49,

73, 83, 84] demonstrated that Λ̃ can also be quasi-
universally related to f2 for a quite wide range of mass
ratios (0.67 ≤ q ≤ 1) while commenting on a possible vio-
lation of the universality when including spinning and/or
magnetized binaries. The relation is also proposed in
[35, 80], while their simulations were limited to nearly
equal-mass binaries. Our data together with the formula
in [73] are shown in the middle panel of Fig. 2, where
the shaded area presents the fitting uncertain of 9%. We
note that mergers promptly collapsing into a black hole
are not shown here since no information of f2 can be ex-
tracted. For the GR cases, data points with the APR4
and MPA1 EOSs lie on the line within a minor devia-
tion of < 1%, while those with the H4 EOS are on the
boundary of the fitting uncertainty. In contrast to the
Λ̃-Mfpeak relation, the scalar field is always activated in
the aftermath of the merger for the adopted coupling con-
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stants. Therefore, f2 is naturally expected to be different
from what would be predicted in GR. Indeed, we observe
a systematic reduction in f2 when Λ̃1/5 ≲ 3.4, for the
chosen samples with the soft EOSs APR4 and MPA1.
However, the cases with the H4 EOS are quite consistent
between GR and the considered DEF theories, though
there is still a difference: a prompt collapse realizes for
Λ̃1/5 ≲ 3.8 in GR, while an HMNS can still be formed

until Λ̃1/5 ≲ 3.4 depending on B.

Kiuchi et al. [73] further provides relations of Λ̃ to
hpeak. We again compare our numerical data of hpeak

with their formula, shown in the bottom panel of Fig. 2.
Our GR results progressively exceed the fitting formula
for lower Λ̃, and the deviation reaches ≲ 3.3% to the left
side of the plot. In general, cases that are not scalar-
ized in the inspiral epoch, including those in the DEF
theory with weak scalar coupling and those in GR, align
well with quasi-universal relations. However, binaries en-
dowed with a scalar cloud during inspiral exhibit a sys-
tematic upward shift from this trend.

III. CORRELATIONS BETWEEN f2 AND
PROPERTIES OF INDIVIDUAL NS

On top of the above relations, the frequency of the
dominant mode in postmerger waveforms can also be
universally connected to the certain properties of a cold
spherical neutron star in isolation, e.g., the Love num-
ber (Λ1.6) and radius (R1.6) of the 1.6M⊙ NS, assuming
no strong phase transitions. In particular, Bauswein et
al. proposed a f2-R1.6 relation [85, 86] (see also [14])
from their simulations of 1.35 + 1.35M⊙ binaries while
adopting the conformal flatness condition (CFC). The
data set for seeking such a relation has been significantly
extended by including different M while keeping q = 1
in [87]. In the above work, the authors found different
relations for each M and this dependence on M is also
found later in [40]. On the other hand, focusing on bina-
ries with similar total binary mass (viz. 2.7 and 2.6 M⊙)
for mass ratios 0.8 ≤ q ≤ 1, Refs. [28, 88] showed a con-
sistent fitting, while the data spread broader away from
the fitting formula as quantified in [73]. This relation
is substantially revised by including also the chirp mass
as additional fitting parameter in [89]. In that work,
the authors adopted the combined numerical results of
equal-mass binary mergers under CFC with individual
NS’ mass ranging from 1.2–1.9 M⊙, and the simulations
withdrawing CFC of unequal-mass binaries with q ≥ 0.49
for a mass range of 0.94–1.94 M⊙ released in the CoRe
database [90].

In Fig. 3, we show the comparison with the quasi-
universal relation obtained in [88]. Even in GR, the for-
mula can only approximately describe the cases with the
EOS H4, while the systems with the other softer EOSs
are significantly below. The relative deviation is depicted
in the bottom panel, where we see that the formula tends
to overestimate f2 frequency by ≳ 10% for the APR4 and

0.9

1.0

1.1

1.2

1.3

f 2
/k

H
z

M
/M
�

APR4

MPA1

H4

11.0 11.5 12.0 12.5 13.0 13.5
R1.6 (km)

−20

−10

R
el
.E

rr
.(

%
)

FIG. 3. Correlation between f2/M and R1.6 for the con-
sidered EOS (see plot legends) and various of B. The nu-
merical results are denoted in the same manner as in Fig. 2.
The quasi-universal relation proposed in [88] is shown as the
dashed curve, while the relative deviation of our numerical
results to the formula is given in the bottom panel.

MPA1 EOSs. Focusing on the numerical data, it can be
noticed that R1.6 is larger in the DEF theories for the
APR4 and MPA1 EOSs, while the trend is reversed for
the H4 EOS. The overall reduced value of f2 in the DEF
theories can seemingly be explained by the effective stiff-
ening for the APR4 and MPA1 EOSs. However, such
a rationale does not apply to the H4 EOS, indicating
that the interplay between gravity and matter is non-
trivial and more investigation is needed to understand
their competition in determining the stellar structure.
We have also compared the numerical results with the

f2-Λ1.6 relation in Lioutas et al. [87]. The situation is
more or less the same as the comparison with f2-R1.6

relation, and therefore we do not present it here.

IV. DEGENERACY WITH QCD PHASE
TRANSITION

Certain caveats have already been raised that the
tightness of quasi-universal relations can be broadened
by including a wider set of EOS [91] or violated by either
a strong, first-order [92–101] or cross-over phase transi-
tion [102]. Consequently, an inconsistency between the
inference on the EOS from the inspiral and postmerger
waveforms is speculated as an indicator of phase transi-
tions occurring during the merger process. In particu-
lar, the f2 peak will have a higher frequency than what
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would be predicted by the quasi-universal relations for
EOS with first-order phase transition since matters will
be softened when the new degree of freedom emerges. On
the other hand, matters will experience a stiffening at 3–
4 n0 followed by a softening at 4–5 n0 for the cross-over
phase transition scenario [103, 104], leading to a reduced
f2. Here n0 = 0.16 fm−3 is the nuclear saturation num-
ber density.

However, the connection between the violation in the
quasi-universal relations and matter phase transition
should be carefully revisited as it can also arise from a
modification in the underlying gravitational theory, as
shown in this article. The similarity between modified
gravity and the quantum chromodynamic (QCD) phase
transition in terms of postmerger waveforms does not end
here. After baryons crush to form exotic particles, the
EOS can be stiffened or softened depending on the na-
ture of the QCD phase transition (see above). In turn,
the core can become less or more compact thereby adjust-
ing the frequency of fluid oscillation and the associated
GWs [94, 105]. This process can also manifest in scalar-
ized HMNSs (cf. Fig. 2). In particular, the scalar activity
in HMNSs pertaining to H4 can lead to a higher f2 than
the prediction by the quasi-universal relation (see the de-

viation in f2 for 3.3 ≲ Λ̃1/5 ≲ 3.7 in Fig. 2), reminiscent
of the influence of a first-order nuclear phase transition.
On the other hand, the coupling between the scalar field
and matter tends to reduce f2 for the EOSs APR4 and
MPA1, mimicking the cross-over phase transition (see the

deviation in f2 for Λ̃1/5 ≲ 3.4 in Fig. 2).
There is a distinction between the QCD phase transi-

tion and the gravitational transition of states: an inter-
face (e.g., quark-hadron) will reveal in the former process,
supporting a class of oscillation modes (i-mode) that may
leave certain imprints in GW signals [106–108]. On the
other hand, there is a class of mode linked to the scalar
field, i.e., ϕ-mode [38, 109]. In principle, the quadrupole
member of ϕ-mode can emit GWs as a result of the en-
trained fluid motions. Both the i- and ϕ-modes have
typically the frequency of several hundred Hz, and the
largely overlapped frequency band makes it non-trivial
to tell them apart even if this weak emission could be
detected.

V. CONCLUSION

We systematically performed numerical simulations of
BNS mergers in GR and DEF theories to solve for the
waveforms throughout inspiral up to the merger, where
the considered scalar coupling constants are summarized
in Fig. 1. Based on the numerical data, we examine sev-
eral quasi-universal relations connecting the binary tidal
deformability to waveform characteristics. For the merg-
ers that scalarization does not realize before merger, the
GW’s frequency and amplitude at the merger in the DEF
theories aligned well with the fitting formula valid in GR
(cf. the top and bottom panels of Fig. 2). These two

relations can, however, be significantly violated if scalar-
ization occurs in the inspiral phase.
Although we only take three EOSs into account, our

results already suggest a serious caveat when applying
quasi-universal relations established in GR to probe the
EOS and gravity in modified gravity. In particular, we
demonstrated that a gravitational effect like scalarization
could also lead to a violation in quasi-universal, mimick-
ing the similar violation that could be caused by a strong
phase transition. This indicates that one cannot take the
future disagreement between the detected GW signal and
the predictions of quasi-universal relations as a smoking-
gun of either effect. Much more investigation remains
to be done to further discriminate one effect from the
other. Also, thermal effects in postmerger signals still
remain to be explored [26, 27, 83, 110–113], and thus
the quasi-universal relations are to be inspected even for
EOS without phase transition and within GR.
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Appendix A: Tidal deformability of neutron stars in
massive scalar tensor gravity

We assume a perfect fluid, for which the energy-
momentum tensor in the Jordan frame is

T ab = (e+ p)uaub + gabp , (A1)

where ua, e, and p are the four-velocity, the energy den-
sity, and the pressure of the fluid element respectively.
The field equations are conveniently formulated using the
metric g̃ab in the Einstein frame. This metric is related
to the Jordan frame metric gab (the one defined in the
main text) through a conformal transformation given by
gab = A2(φ̄)g̃ab, where A(φ̄) is the coupling function, and
φ̄ represents the scalar field in the Einstein frame [62].
The line element of the spherical background in the

Einstein frame can be written as

ds2 = g̃µνdx
µdxν = −eν(r)dt2 +

1

1− 2m(r)/r
dr2

+ r2
(
dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2

)
, (A2)

In general relativity, the metric component g̃tt of a
tidally-deformed neutron star can be expanded as

− (1 + g̃tt)

2
= −M

r
− 3Qij

2r3

(
ninj − 1

3
δij

)
+O

(
1

r4

)
+

1

2
Eijxixj +O

(
r3
)
, (A3)
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where Eij is the tidal field generated by the companion
star, Qij is the quadrupolar moment of the neutron star
induced by the tidal field, and ni ≡ xi/r. To the linear
order of Eij , the induced quadrupole Qij can be written
as

Qij = −λEij . (A4)

Here the parameter λ measures the tidal deformability of
the star and can be related to the l = 2 tidal Love number
via k2 = 3λR−5/2 for R the circumferential radius of the
star [74, 75].

In the massive Damour-Esposito-Farese-type scalar-
tensor theory considered in the main text, both the scalar
and tensor fields respond to the external tidal field in-
duced by either tensor or scalar fields. Therefore, we
should also expand the metric in terms of perturbations
in the scalar field besides Eij to determine the tidal de-
formability. In addition to the tensor and scalar tidal
deformabilities, one also needs to consider a third kind
of tidal deformability describing the tensor/scalar multi-
pole moments induced by a scalar/tensor field as noted
by Creci et al. [114]. However, the asymptotic behavior
of a massive scalar field φ̄ and its perturbation δφ̄ read

φ̄, δφ̄ → 1

r
e−r/λφ̄ , (A5)

where λφ̄ = 2πℏc/mφ̄ is the Compton length scale of the
Yukawa suppression associated with the scalar mass mφ̄.
Such exponential decay does not affect the expansion in
Eq. (A3) on any order of 1/r, which is different from the

massless case [114–116]. We thus only need to consider
the tensor tidal deformability of scalarized NSs for the
massive theories considered in the present work.
Restricting to the even-parity, static, and l = 2 per-

turbations in the Reege-Wheeler gauge, the perturbation
in the metric and the scalar field can be, respectively,
written as

δg̃(2m)
µν =Y2m(θ, ϕ)


eνH0 H1 0 0

H1 H2/
(
1− 2m(r)

r

)
0 0

0 0 r2K 0
0 0 0 r2 sin2 θK

 ,

(A6)

and

δφ̄(2m) =δφ̄Y2m(θ, ϕ) , (A7)

where H0, H2, K, and δφ̄ are perturbed quantities de-
pending r, and Y2m are the spherical harmonics.

Following the procedure in Hinderer [75], we substi-
tute Eqs. (A6-A7) into the linearized Einstein equations
δGµ

ν = 8πδTµ
ν and denote H0 = −H2 = H(r) to obtain

H1 = 0 , (A8)

K ′ = −H ′ − ν′H − 4δφ̄φ̄′ , (A9)

H ′′ + c1H
′ + c0H = csδφ̄, (A10)

δφ̄′′ + d1δφ̄
′ + d0δφ̄ = dsH. (A11)

Here (′) denotes the derivative respect to r, and

c1 = d1 = −r3
(
8πA4(e− p) + V

)
+ 4m− 4r

2r(r − 2m)
, (A12)

cs = 4ds =
r2

(
−8παA4

[
( ∂e∂p − 1)e+ ( ∂e∂p − 9)p

]
+ 2rφ̄′ (16πA4p− V

)
+ 4(r − 2m)φ̄′3 − dV

dφ̄

)
+ 8mφ̄′

r(r − 2m)
, (A13)

c0 =
4πA4r(e+ p)

r − 2m

∂e

∂p
+

[
r3

(
V − 16πA4p

)
− 4m

]
φ̄′2

r − 2m
− r2φ̄′4 +

r
(
8πr3A4p+ 4m− r

)
V

(r − 2m)2
− r4V 2

4(r − 2m)2

+
−64π2A8p2r6 + 4πA4r3(5e(r − 2m)− 26mp+ 9pr)− 4m2 + 12mr − 6r2

r2(r − 2m)2
, (A14)

d0 =
4πα2A4r(e+ p)

r − 2m

∂e

∂p
−

96πα2A4r2(e− p) + 16πA3r2 d2A
dφ̄2 (e− 3p) + 16r(r − 2m)φ̄′2 + r2 d2V

dφ̄2 + 24

4r(r − 2m)
. (A15)

In general relativity, we have cs = ds = 0, and the pertur-
bations for the tensor field and the scalar field decouple.

Eqs. (A10-A11) are linear equations for H and δφ̄.
Thus, to solve them, one can integrate the coupled equa-

tions twice with the following initial values [78, 115]

H|r0 =r20, H ′|r0 = 2r0, δφ̄|r0 = 0, δφ̄′|r0 = 0

(A16)

H|r0 =0, H ′|r0 = 0, δφ̄|r0 = r20, δφ̄′|r0 = 2r0
(A17)

for r0 a tiny radius near the center of the star. Then
one makes a linear combination of the two integrated
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results to construct a solution whose asymptotic value of
δφ̄ vanishes at r ≫ λφ̄.

In practice, we integrate the system to a sufficiently
large radius r = rb and ignore the scalar field for r > rb.

Defining

C =
m

r

∣∣∣
r→rb

, and y =
rH ′

H

∣∣∣∣
r→rb

, (A18)

the tidal deformability, which is in the same form as the
GR case, can be calculated as (e.g., [75])

λ =
2

3
r5b

8C5

5
(1− 2C)2[2 + 2C(y − 1)− y]×

{
4C3

[
13− 11y + C(3y − 2) + 2C2(1 + y)

]
(A19)

+ 3(1− 2C)2[2− y + 2C(y − 1)] ln(1− 2C) + 2C[6− 3y + 3C(5y − 8)]}−1. (A20)

The tidal deformability used in the main text is then
obtained as Λ = λ/M5 for M the mass of the star.

Appendix B: Catalog of simulated binaries and
theories

We list in Tables I to III the information for every sim-
ulations, including the ADM mass of coalescing neutron
stars, binary tidal deformability, parameters of the DEF
theories, the status of scalar field before merger, spectral
properties of GWs. Table IV shows the same information
aside from the status of φ for all simulations in GR.
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TABLE I. Summary of outcomes for the BNS mergers in the massive DEF theory with APR4 EOS. The first column lists
the model name which combines EOS, coupling strength B, and baryon mass of each NS in units of M⊙. The second column
shows the ADM mass MADM of each isolated NS. The third column shows the state of pre-merger scalarization with symbols
×, △ and ⃝ corresponding to no scalarization, dynamical scalarization, and spontaneous scalarization in the pre-merger phase,
respectively. The fourth column lists the binary tidal deformability Λ̃. The last three columns summarize the properties of
GWs.

Model name MADM (M⊙) Inspiral φ̄ Λ̃ fpeak (kHz) f2 (kHz) Dhpeak/M
APR4 B13.8 M1.57 1.4041 × 251.5 2.100 - 0.280
APR4 B13.8 M1.58 1.4119 × 242.8 2.105 - 0.281
APR4 B14.3 M1.57 1.4041 × 251.5 2.101 - 0.280
APR4 B14.3 M1.58 1.4119 × 242.8 2.105 - 0.281
APR4 B14.8 M1.62 1.4436 △ 210.5 2.231 - 0.298
APR4 B14.8 M1.63 1.4514 △ 203.2 2.252 - 0.300
APR4 B15.3 M1.48 1.3323 △ 348.8 2.204 3.121 0.282
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APR4 B15.3 M1.65 1.4668 ⃝ 192.0 2.224 - 0.305
APR4 B15.3 M1.66 1.4747 ⃝ 185.7 2.220 - 0.307
APR4 B15.3 M1.68 1.4900 ⃝ 174.3 2.246 - 0.308
APR4 B15.8 M1.50 1.3481 ⃝ 321.4 2.192 3.075 0.290
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APR4 B15.8 M1.54 1.3800 ⃝ 279.3 2.217 2.990 0.296
APR4 B15.8 M1.56 1.3960 ⃝ 260.9 2.209 3.070 0.299
APR4 B15.8 M1.58 1.4116 ⃝ 244.3 2.183 3.270 0.301
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APR4 B16.3 M1.70 1.5046 ⃝ 171.4 2.231 - 0.317

phys. J. Lett. 851, L16 (2017), arXiv:1710.09320 [astro-
ph.HE].

[17] B. P. Abbott et al. (LIGO Scientific, Virgo), Search for
gravitational waves from a long-lived remnant of the
binary neutron star merger GW170817, Astrophys. J.
875, 160 (2019), arXiv:1810.02581 [gr-qc].

[18] B. P. Abbott et al. (LIGO Scientific, Virgo), GW190425:
Observation of a Compact Binary Coalescence with To-
tal Mass ∼ 3.4M⊙, Astrophys. J. Lett. 892, L3 (2020),
arXiv:2001.01761 [astro-ph.HE].

[19] S. Hild et al., Sensitivity Studies for Third-Generation
Gravitational Wave Observatories, Class. Quant. Grav.

28, 094013 (2011).
[20] M. Punturo et al., The Einstein Telescope: A

third-generation gravitational wave observatory, Class.
Quant. Grav. 27, 194002 (2010).

[21] M. Branchesi et al., Science with the Einstein Tele-
scope: a comparison of different designs, JCAP 07, 068,
arXiv:2303.15923 [gr-qc].

[22] B. P. Abbott et al. (LIGO Scientific), Exploring the
Sensitivity of Next Generation Gravitational Wave
Detectors, Class. Quant. Grav. 34, 044001 (2017),
arXiv:1607.08697 [astro-ph.IM].

https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/aa9a35
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/aa9a35
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/aa9a35
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/aa9a35
https://arxiv.org/abs/1710.09320
https://arxiv.org/abs/1710.09320
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab0f3d
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab0f3d
https://arxiv.org/abs/1810.02581
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ab75f5
https://arxiv.org/abs/2001.01761
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/28/9/094013
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/28/9/094013
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/27/19/194002
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/27/19/194002
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2023/07/068
https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.15923
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/aa51f4
https://arxiv.org/abs/1607.08697


9

TABLE II. Same as Table I but for the MPA1 EOS.

Model name MADM (M⊙) Inspiral φ̄ Λ̃ fpeak (kHz) f2 (kHz) Dhpeak/M
MPA1 B15.0 M1.78 1.5830 × 236.4 1.911 - 0.283
MPA1 B15.0 M1.79 1.5910 × 229.1 1.911 - 0.284
MPA1 B15.5 M1.78 1.5830 × 236.4 1.911 - 0.283
MPA1 B15.5 M1.79 1.5910 × 229.1 1.910 - 0.284
MPA1 B16.0 M1.60 1.4399 × 419.3 1.798 2.757 0.261
MPA1 B16.0 M1.62 1.4559 × 392.9 1.806 2.761 0.264
MPA1 B16.0 M1.64 1.4721 × 368.0 1.834 - 0.270
MPA1 B16.0 M1.66 1.4880 × 345.1 1.834 2.820 0.267
MPA1 B16.0 M1.68 1.5040 × 323.6 1.821 2.839 0.270
MPA1 B16.0 M1.70 1.5200 × 303.5 1.966 2.699 0.278
MPA1 B16.0 M1.72 1.5358 △ 285.0 1.964 2.779 0.287
MPA1 B16.0 M1.74 1.5537 △ 265.5 1.989 3.011 0.290
MPA1 B16.0 M1.76 1.5674 ⃝ 251.4 2.001 3.033 0.292
MPA1 B16.0 M1.78 1.5832 ⃝ 236.4 1.978 3.116 0.294
MPA1 B16.0 M1.80 1.5989 ⃝ 222.5 1.987 3.146 0.296
MPA1 B16.0 M1.82 1.6145 ⃝ 209.6 1.977 3.214 0.299
MPA1 B16.0 M1.84 1.6299 ⃝ 197.7 1.984 - 0.302
MPA1 B16.0 M1.85 1.6377 ⃝ 192.0 2.000 - 0.303
MPA1 B16.0 M1.86 1.6456 ⃝ 186.4 2.006 - 0.304
MPA1 B16.5 M1.60 1.4399 △ 419.3 1.930 2.668 0.276
MPA1 B16.5 M1.62 1.4559 ⃝ 391.9 1.934 2.735 0.277
MPA1 B16.5 M1.64 1.4719 ⃝ 366.7 1.948 2.812 0.280
MPA1 B16.5 M1.66 1.4880 ⃝ 343.3 1.965 2.756 0.284
MPA1 B16.5 M1.68 1.5039 ⃝ 322.0 1.970 2.787 0.286
MPA1 B16.5 M1.70 1.5197 ⃝ 302.5 1.955 2.746 0.288
MPA1 B16.5 M1.72 1.5357 ⃝ 284.2 1.965 2.864 0.291
MPA1 B16.5 M1.74 1.5514 ⃝ 267.6 1.970 2.916 0.294
MPA1 B16.5 M1.76 1.5673 ⃝ 251.9 1.971 2.914 0.296
MPA1 B16.5 M1.78 1.5830 ⃝ 237.5 1.966 2.980 0.298
MPA1 B16.5 M1.80 1.5986 ⃝ 224.2 1.975 3.053 0.301
MPA1 B16.5 M1.82 1.6142 ⃝ 211.6 1.973 - 0.303
MPA1 B16.5 M1.84 1.6296 ⃝ 200.1 1.979 - 0.304
MPA1 B16.5 M1.86 1.6453 ⃝ 189.1 1.988 - 0.306
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MPA1 B17.0 M1.87 1.6525 ⃝ 187.3 1.998 - 0.310
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TABLE III. Same as Table I but for the H4 EOS.

Model name MADM (M⊙) Inspiral φ̄ Λ̃ fpeak (kHz) f2 (kHz) Dhpeak/M
H4 B15.0 M1.70 1.5414 × 470.0 1.653 - 0.255
H4 B15.0 M1.71 1.5494 × 453.2 1.655 - 0.256
H4 B15.5 M1.70 1.5414 × 470.0 1.654 - 0.255
H4 B15.5 M1.71 1.5494 × 453.2 1.655 - 0.256
H4 B16.0 M1.70 1.5414 × 470.0 1.654 - 0.255
H4 B16.0 M1.71 1.5494 × 453.2 1.655 - 0.256
H4 B16.5 M1.70 1.5414 × 470.0 1.668 - 0.255
H4 B16.5 M1.71 1.5494 × 453.2 1.669 - 0.257
H4 B17.0 M1.50 1.3762 × 986.3 1.607 2.551 0.231
H4 B17.0 M1.60 1.4594 × 680.3 1.612 2.747 0.241
H4 B17.0 M1.62 1.4758 × 632.1 1.637 2.831 0.245
H4 B17.0 M1.64 1.4923 × 587.0 1.634 2.874 0.247
H4 B17.0 M1.66 1.5087 × 545.2 1.621 2.842 0.249
H4 B17.0 M1.68 1.5251 × 506.1 1.655 - 0.253
H4 B17.0 M1.70 1.5414 × 470.0 1.653 - 0.255
H4 B17.0 M1.72 1.5575 × 436.6 1.648 - 0.257
H4 B17.0 M1.74 1.5738 △ 405.1 1.846 - 0.280
H4 B17.0 M1.75 1.5867 △ 381.9 1.874 - 0.281
H4 B17.0 M1.76 1.5899 ⃝ 370.3 1.851 - 0.283
H4 B17.0 M1.78 1.6060 ⃝ 336.8 1.868 - 0.286
H4 B17.0 M1.80 1.6220 ⃝ 307.6 1.878 - 0.289
H4 B17.5 M1.50 1.3762 × 986.3 1.606 2.553 0.231
H4 B17.5 M1.60 1.4594 × 680.3 1.622 2.725 0.241
H4 B17.5 M1.62 1.4758 × 632.1 1.636 2.736 0.245
H4 B17.5 M1.64 1.4923 × 587.0 1.651 2.798 0.247
H4 B17.5 M1.66 1.5087 △ 545.2 1.913 2.847 0.273
H4 B17.5 M1.68 1.5251 ⃝ 498.2 1.903 2.854 0.275
H4 B17.5 M1.70 1.5413 ⃝ 451.2 1.867 - 0.279
H4 B17.5 M1.72 1.5575 ⃝ 410.4 1.852 - 0.283
H4 B17.5 M1.74 1.5736 ⃝ 374.8 1.872 - 0.287
H4 B17.5 M1.75 1.5818 ⃝ 358.3 1.863 - 0.288
H4 B17.5 M1.76 1.5898 ⃝ 343.1 1.877 - 0.289
H4 B17.5 M1.78 1.6058 ⃝ 315.3 1.877 - 0.291
H4 B17.5 M1.80 1.6216 ⃝ 290.6 1.910 - 0.294
H4 B17.5 M1.82 1.6377 ⃝ 268.0 1.915 - 0.297
H4 B17.5 M1.84 1.6535 ⃝ 247.9 1.956 - 0.301
H4 B17.5 M1.86 1.6694 ⃝ 229.5 1.957 - 0.304
H4 B18.0 M1.48 1.3594 × 1062.8 1.610 2.539 0.229
H4 B18.0 M1.50 1.3762 × 986.3 1.609 2.516 0.231
H4 B18.0 M1.52 1.3929 × 916.2 1.618 2.569 0.233
H4 B18.0 M1.60 1.4594 ⃝ 677.4 1.962 2.673 0.269
H4 B18.0 M1.62 1.4758 ⃝ 609.6 1.912 2.767 0.273
H4 B18.0 M1.64 1.4922 ⃝ 551.2 1.923 2.700 0.276
H4 B18.0 M1.66 1.5086 ⃝ 500.5 1.880 2.800 0.279
H4 B18.0 M1.68 1.5249 ⃝ 456.4 1.877 2.809 0.283
H4 B18.0 M1.70 1.5410 ⃝ 417.9 1.855 2.861 0.286
H4 B18.0 M1.72 1.5572 ⃝ 383.6 1.892 - 0.289
H4 B18.0 M1.74 1.5733 ⃝ 353.0 1.890 - 0.292
H4 B18.0 M1.76 1.5894 ⃝ 325.7 1.899 - 0.294
H4 B18.0 M1.77 1.5973 ⃝ 313.3 1.907 - 0.295
H4 B18.0 M1.78 1.6053 ⃝ 301.3 1.903 - 0.297
H4 B18.0 M1.80 1.6212 ⃝ 279.3 1.931 - 0.300
H4 B18.0 M1.82 1.6371 ⃝ 259.2 1.947 - 0.302
H4 B18.0 M1.84 1.6529 ⃝ 241.0 1.937 - 0.305
H4 B18.0 M1.86 1.6687 ⃝ 224.3 1.950 - 0.307
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TABLE IV. Same as Table I but for the APR4, MPA1 and H4 EOSs in GR. The first column lists the model name which
combines EOS and baryon mass of each NS in units of M⊙.

Model name MADM (M⊙) Λ̃ fpeak (kHz) f2 (kHz) Dhpeak/M
APR4 M1.48 1.3323 348.5 2.015 3.287 0.267
APR4 M1.50 1.3483 323.5 2.037 3.318 0.270
APR4 M1.52 1.3643 300.9 2.042 3.417 0.272
APR4 M1.54 1.3802 279.2 2.058 3.456 0.276
APR4 M1.56 1.3961 260.2 2.075 3.463 0.278
APR4 M1.58 1.4119 241.8 2.102 - 0.281
APR4 M1.60 1.4277 225.7 2.114 - 0.283
APR4 M1.62 1.4434 210.2 2.128 - 0.286
APR4 M1.64 1.4591 196.1 2.150 - 0.288
APR4 M1.66 1.4747 182.9 2.158 - 0.292
APR4 M1.68 1.4903 170.5 2.178 - 0.294
MPA1 M1.70 1.5198 303.0 1.858 2.971 0.273
MPA1 M1.72 1.5357 285.4 1.868 3.036 0.275
MPA1 M1.74 1.5515 267.3 1.878 3.014 0.277
MPA1 M1.76 1.5673 250.9 1.900 3.087 0.280
MPA1 M1.78 1.5831 236.0 1.903 3.226 0.283
MPA1 M1.79 1.5909 228.5 1.909 - 0.283
MPA1 M1.80 1.5988 221.9 1.909 - 0.285
MPA1 M1.82 1.6144 208.6 1.900 - 0.286
MPA1 M1.84 1.6300 196.6 1.914 - 0.288
MPA1 M1.86 1.6456 184.6 1.933 - 0.291
MPA1 M1.88 1.6611 174.2 1.934 - 0.294
H4 M1.46 1.3426 1145.9 1.586 2.549 0.229
H4 M1.48 1.3594 1062.8 1.585 2.451 0.229
H4 M1.50 1.3762 986.3 1.584 2.615 0.232
H4 M1.52 1.3929 916.2 1.595 2.688 0.233
H4 M1.54 1.4096 850.3 1.617 2.628 0.235
H4 M1.56 1.4262 789.4 1.614 2.745 0.237
H4 M1.58 1.4428 732.9 1.616 - 0.240
H4 M1.60 1.4593 678.9 1.632 - 0.241
H4 M1.62 1.4758 631.7 1.644 - 0.246
H4 M1.64 1.4923 586.0 1.637 - 0.248
H4 M1.66 1.5086 543.9 1.644 - 0.250
H4 M1.68 1.5250 505.1 1.624 - 0.252
H4 M1.70 1.5413 469.2 1.635 - 0.254
H4 M1.71 1.5494 452.4 1.627 - 0.256
H4 M1.72 1.5576 436.0 1.630 - 0.257
H4 M1.74 1.5738 404.5 1.640 - 0.260
H4 M1.76 1.5899 375.4 1.647 - 0.263
H4 M1.78 1.6061 348.4 1.643 - 0.265
H4 M1.80 1.6221 323.4 1.670 - 0.268
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and J. A. Font, Identifying thermal effects in neu-
tron star merger remnants with model-agnostic wave-
form reconstructions and third-generation detectors,
arXiv:2401.02493 (2024), arXiv:2401.02493 [gr-qc].

[114] G. Creci, T. Hinderer, and J. Steinhoff, Tidal proper-
ties of neutron stars in scalar-tensor theories of gravity,
Phys. Rev. D 108, 124073 (2023), arXiv:2308.11323 [gr-
qc].

[115] P. Pani and E. Berti, Slowly rotating neutron stars in
scalar-tensor theories, Phys. Rev. D 90, 024025 (2014),
arXiv:1405.4547 [gr-qc].

[116] S. M. Brown, Tidal Deformability of Neutron Stars in
Scalar-tensor Theories of Gravity, Astrophys. J. 958,

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.043011
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.043011
https://arxiv.org/abs/2102.12455
https://doi.org/10.1140/epja/i2016-16056-7
https://arxiv.org/abs/1508.05493
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.084039
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.084039
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.10856
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/aaebc0
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/aaebc0
https://arxiv.org/abs/1806.01625
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac7c75
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac7c75
https://arxiv.org/abs/2201.03594
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.061101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.061101
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.03684
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.061102
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.061102
https://arxiv.org/abs/1809.01116
https://arxiv.org/abs/1809.01116
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.171103
https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.09340
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.123023
https://arxiv.org/abs/2006.03789
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/abf898
https://arxiv.org/abs/2010.12567
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.083029
https://arxiv.org/abs/2106.07885
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.201403
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.201403
https://arxiv.org/abs/2208.04294
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.091404
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.091404
https://arxiv.org/abs/2205.03882
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stad3839
https://arxiv.org/abs/2207.14485
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.103008
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.103008
https://arxiv.org/abs/2310.06025
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.181101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.181101
https://arxiv.org/abs/2203.04528
https://arxiv.org/abs/2203.04528
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6633/aaae14
https://arxiv.org/abs/1707.04966
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab441e
https://arxiv.org/abs/1903.08963
https://arxiv.org/abs/2406.14669
https://arxiv.org/abs/2406.14669
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.123029
https://arxiv.org/abs/2003.01259
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.063015
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.063015
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.13000
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.083023
https://arxiv.org/abs/2211.11529
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.201104
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.201104
https://arxiv.org/abs/1802.07847
https://arxiv.org/abs/1802.07847
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.043006
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.043006
https://arxiv.org/abs/2005.08691
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.110.043002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.110.043002
https://arxiv.org/abs/2312.14046
https://arxiv.org/abs/2312.14046
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ace5b2
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ace5b2
https://arxiv.org/abs/2302.11359
https://arxiv.org/abs/2401.02493
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.124073
https://arxiv.org/abs/2308.11323
https://arxiv.org/abs/2308.11323
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.024025
https://arxiv.org/abs/1405.4547
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/acfbe5


15

125 (2023), arXiv:2210.14025 [gr-qc].

https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/acfbe5
https://arxiv.org/abs/2210.14025

	Accessing universal relations of binary neutron star waveforms in massive scalar-tensor theory
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Correlations between  and GW characteristics
	Correlations between f2 and properties of individual NS
	Degeneracy with QCD phase transition
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	Tidal deformability of neutron stars in massive scalar tensor gravity
	Catalog of simulated binaries and theories
	References


