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Origin of r-process elements?

Some phenomena related to neutron star

Supernova Neutron star merger

(C) M. Weiss (C) NASA

~ 1 event per 100 yr in a galaxy 
(R ~ 10-2 yr-1)

~ 1 event per 10,000 yr in a galaxy 
(R ~ 10-4 yr-1)



Suwa et al. 2011



Sekiguchi+15, 16
M ~ 10-3 - 10-2 Msun 

v ~ 0.1 - 0.2 c

Top view Side view

NS merger => mass ejec$on



Why some material are ejected? 
(NS has an extremely strong gravity!)



r-process in NS merger

(C) Nobuya Nishimura

Mass number 
A = Z + N

s-process

r-process
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~40% ~40%~20%

Radioac$vely powered transients similar to SN (56Ni) 
=> “kilonova”



How to find NS merger??

(C) LIGO/T. Pyle

Gravita$onal waves!
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The first GW detec$on 
(GW150914)

LIGO ScienGfic CollaboraGon  
and Virgo CollaboraGon, 2016, PRL, 061102

Merger of binary black hole



The first GW detec$on 
From NS merger (GW170817)

LIGO ScienGfic CollaboraGon  
and Virgo CollaboraGon, 2017, PRL
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gests a BNS as the source of the gravitational-wave sig-
nal, as the total masses of known BNS systems are be-
tween 2.57M� and 2.88M�, with components between
1.17 and ⇠1.6M� [47]. Neutron stars in general have pre-
cisely measured masses as large as 2.01 ± 0.04M� [48],
whereas stellar-mass black holes found in binaries in our
galaxy have masses substantially greater than the compo-
nents of GW170817 [49–51].

Gravitational-wave observations alone are able to mea-
sure the masses of the two objects and set a lower limit
on their compactness, but the results presented here do not
exclude objects more compact than neutron stars such as
quark stars, black holes or more exotic objects [52–56].
The detection of GRB 170817A and subsequent electro-
magnetic emission demonstrates the presence of matter.
Moreover, although a neutron star–black hole system is not
ruled out, the consistency of the mass estimates with the
dynamically measured masses of known neutron stars in
binaries, and their inconsistency with the masses of known
black holes in galactic binary systems, suggests the source
was composed of two neutron stars.

DATA

At the time of GW170817, the Advanced LIGO detec-
tors and the Advanced Virgo detector were in observing
mode. The maximum distances at which LIGO-Livingston
and LIGO-Hanford could detect a BNS system (SNR = 8),
known as the detector horizon [58–60], were 218 Mpc and
107 Mpc, while for Virgo the horizon was 58 Mpc. The
GEO600 detector [61] was also operating at the time, but
its sensitivity was insufficient to contribute to the analysis
of the inspiral. The configuration of the detectors at the
time of GW170817 is summarized in [29].

A time-frequency representation [57] of the data from
all three detectors around the time of the signal is shown in
Figure 1. The signal is clearly visible in the LIGO-Hanford
and LIGO-Livingston data. The signal is not visible in the
Virgo data due to the lower BNS horizon and the direction
of the source with respect to the detector’s antenna pattern.

Figure 1 illustrates the data as it was analyzed to deter-
mine astrophysical source properties. After data collection,
several independently-measured terrestrial contributions to
the detector noise were subtracted from the LIGO data us-
ing Wiener filtering [66], as described in [67–70]. This
subtraction removed calibration lines and 60 Hz AC power
mains harmonics from both LIGO data streams. The sen-
sitivity of the LIGO-Hanford was particularly improved by
the subtraction of laser pointing noise; several broad peaks
in the 150–800 Hz region were effectively removed, in-
creasing the BNS horizon of that detector by 26%.

Additionally, a short instrumental noise transient ap-
peared in the LIGO-Livingston detector 1.1 s before the
coalescence time of GW170817 as shown in Figure 2.
This transient noise, or glitch [71], produced a very brief

FIG. 1. Time-frequency representations [57] of data containing
the gravitational-wave event GW170817, observed by the LIGO-
Hanford (top), LIGO-Livingston (middle), and Virgo (bottom)
detectors. Times are shown relative to August 17, 2017 12:41:04
UTC. The amplitude scale in each detector is normalized to that
detector’s noise amplitude spectral density. In the LIGO data, in-
dependently observable noise sources and a glitch that occurred
in the LIGO-Livingston detector have been subtracted, as de-
scribed in the text. This noise mitigation is the same as that used
for the results presented in the Source Properties section.

(less than 5 ms) saturation in the digital-to-analog con-
verter of the feedback signal controlling the position of the
test masses. Similar glitches are registered roughly once
every few hours in each of the LIGO detectors with no
temporal correlation between the LIGO sites. Their cause
remains unknown. To mitigate the effect on the results
presented in the Detection section, the search analyses ap-
plied a window function to zero out the data around the
glitch [64, 72], following the treatment of other high am-
plitude glitches used in the O1 analysis [73]. To accurately
determine the properties of GW170817 (as reported in the
Source Properties section) in addition to the noise subtrac-
tion described above, the glitch was modeled with a time-
frequency wavelet reconstruction [65] and subtracted from
the data, as shown in Figure 2.



Movie: Utsumi, MT+17, Tominaga, MT+18Coulter+17, Soares-Santos+17, ValenG+17,  
Arcavi+17, Tanvir+17, Lipunov+17

Search for electromagne$c (EM) counterpart



Op$cal (z)  near IR (H)  near IR (Ks)

EM counterpart of GW170817 @ 40 Mpc  
= “Kilonova”

Utsumi, MT+17

Day 1 Day 7

Mej ~ 0.05 Msun 
Enough to explain the total mass of r-process elements 

 (if R ~ 10-4 yr-1 Gal-1)



Many open issues

• Physical origin of the ejecta 

• Dynamical ejecta and disk ejecta? 

• Produc$on rate 

• Event rate? => more GW events 

• Are kilonova (mass ejecGon) always the same? 

• Elemental abundances 

• Which elements are produced? 

• How massive elements? Fission? 

• Similar to solar abundance raGos? 



We are here

h`ps://www.ligo.org/scienGsts/GWEMalerts.php

GW observing runs



GW190425: 2nd NS-NS merger event

What is the kilonova signal?

h`ps://www.ligo.org/detecGons/GW190425.php



Skymap of GW190425

LVC 2020

No convincing counterpart was iden$fied…

to 23.5 days. Even though the FAR estimation of single-detector
candidates is challenging (Callister et al. 2017), the matched-filter
pipelines are capable of identifying loud single-detector events.
GW170817 (Abbott et al. 2017b) was initially identified by
GSTLAL as a single-detector event. To further establish the
significance of GW190425, it was compared against the 169.5
days of background from O1 and O2 and 50 days of background
from O3 in the BNS part of the parameter space, and found to be
louder than any background event. The BNS region is defined as
the parameter space with component masses between 1 and 3 M:.
The results of this background analysis from the GSTLAL search
are shown in Figure 1, which shows the combined S/N–x2 noise
probability density function for LHO, LLO, and Virgo. The
S/N–x2 distributions from O1 and O2 are taken from the analysis
performed for GWTC-1 (Abbott et al. 2019c), while the S/N–x2

distributions from O3 come from the low-latency search. The
S/N–x2 background distributions are a subset of the parameters
that factor in the calculation of the log-likelihood ratio, which is
the detection statistic used by the GSTLAL search. These
background distributions allow us to include the S/N–x2

information from all the triggers, and not just the trigger in
question while assigning the detection statistic. Events with low
S/Ns and accidentally small residuals would be disfavored by the
signal model, which also factors in the log-likelihood ratio.

As seen in Figure 1, there is no background recorded at the
GW190425 parameters in all the data searched over until now.
Thus, despite the caveats associated with finding signals in a
single detector, GW190425 is a highly significant event that
stands out above all background. In Appendix B we also show
the results from the PYCBC.

We sent out an alert ∼43 min after the trigger (LIGO
Scientific Collaboration & Virgo Collaboration 2019a), which
included a sky map computed using a rapid Bayesian algorithm
(Singer & Price 2016). We assigned GW190425 a >99%
probability of belonging to the BNS source category. The
initial sky map had a 90% credible region of 10,200 deg2.
Although data from both LLO and Virgo were used to

constrain the sky location, it extended over a large area due to
the fact that the signal was only observed with high confidence
in a single observatory. Gravitational-wave localization relies
predominantly on measuring the time delay between observa-
tories. However, in this case it is primarily the observed stain
amplitude that localizes the signal, with the more likely parts of
the sky being dominated by positions where the the antenna
response of LLO is favorable.
We generated an improved sky map using a Bayesian

analysis that sampled over all binary system parameters (see
Section 4), producing a 90% credible sky area of 8284 deg2 and
a distance constrained to -

+159 Mpc71
69 . This sky map, and the

initial low-latency map, are shown in Figure 2. As a
comparison, GW170817 was localized to within 28 deg2 at a
90% credible level. The broad probability region in the sky
map for this event presented a significant challenge for follow-
up searches for electromagnetic counterparts. At the time of
writing, no clear detection of a counterpart has been reported in
coincidence with GW190425 (e.g., Coughlin et al. 2019;
Hosseinzadeh et al. 2019; Lundquist et al. 2019, but also see
Pozanenko et al. 2019), although a wide range of searches for
coincident electromagnetic or neutrino signals have been
performed and reported in the GCN Circular archive.203

4. Source Properties

We have inferred the parameters of the GW190425 source
using a coherent analysis of the data from LLO and Virgo (in
the frequency range 19.4–2048 Hz) following the methodology
described in AppendixB of Abbott et al. (2019c).204 The low-
frequency cutoff of 19.4 Hz was chosen such that the signal
was in-band for the 128 s of data chosen for analysis. In this
frequency range there were ∼3900 phase cycles before merger.
We cleaned the data from LLO to remove lines from

calibration and from known environmental artifacts (Davis
et al. 2019; Driggers et al. 2019). For Virgo, we used the low-
latency data. The LLO data were subsequently pre-processed
(Cornish & Littenberg 2015; Pankow et al. 2018) to remove the
noise transient discussed in Section 2. Details of the transient
model and the data analyzed can be found in Abbott et al.
(2019b). The results have been verified to be robust to this
glitch removal by comparing the analysis of the pre-processed

Figure 1. Combined S/N–x2 noise probability density function for LHO, LLO,
and Virgo in the BNS region, computed by adding the normalized 2D
histograms of background triggers in the S/N–x S N2 2 plane from the three
detectors. The gold star indicates GW190425. There is no background present
at the position of GW190425; it stands out above all of the background
recorded in the Advanced LIGO and Virgo detectors in the first three observing
runs. The background contains 169.5 days of data from O1 and O2 and the first
50 days of O3, at times when any of the detectors were operating. For
comparison the LLO and LHO triggers for GW170817 are also shown in the
plot as blue and red diamonds, respectively.

Figure 2. Sky map for GW190425. The shaded patch is the sky map obtained
from the Bayesian parameter estimation code LALINFERENCE (Veitch et al. 2015)
(see Section 4) with the 90% confidence region bounded by the thin dotted
contour. The thick solid contour shows the 90% confidence region from the low-
latency sky localization algorithm BAYESTAR (Singer & Price 2016).

203 All GCN Circulars related to this event are archived athttps://gcn.gsfc.
nasa.gov/other/S190425z.gcn3.
204 From here on, we will use GW190425 to refer to the gravitational-wave
signal and as shorthand for the system that produced the signal.

8

The Astrophysical Journal Letters, 892:L3 (24pp), 2020 March 20 Abbott et al.
~ 10,000 deg2!! (30 deg2 for GW170817)



• NS merger 

• EjecGon of material by Gdal disrupGon  
(+ ejecGon from accreGon disk) 

• r-process => radioacGve decay => kilonova 

• Observa$ons of GW sources 

• Kilonova is observed 

• ProducGon rate fulfills the necessary condiGon 

• Future 

• IdenGficaGon of elements or abundance pa`ern 

• Understanding the variety (producGon rate) 

• More events with be`er localizaGon

Summary



Let’s understand these ques$ons  
with the word of physics

• Why do some stars explode? 

• Why don’t normal star explode? 

• Why do stars show L ~ M4? 

• Why do stars evolve? 

• Why does the des$ny of stars depend on the mass? 

• Why does stellar core collapses? 

• Why is the energy of supernova so huge? 

• …

Knowing = Understanding



Astrophysics

Classical 
mechanics

Electromagne$sm

Quantum 
 mechanics

Thermodynamics

Sta$s$cal  
mechanics

Hydrodynamics

Nuclear physicsRela$vity
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Merger
neutron-capture 

(r-process) 
nucleosynthesis

Radioac$ve decay 
=> kilonova

< 1 sec ~> days~< 100 ms

Mass 
ejec$on

MT & Hotokezaka 13
h`p://www.aei.mpg.de/comp-rel-astro

Relavant $mescales

GW



Core-collapse supernova NS merger

M. Weiss NASA

Explosive phenomena around the neutron star

Very neutron richModerately neutron rich

Ye =
ne

np + nn
=

np

np + nn

Ye ~ 0.10  (nn ~ 9 np)Ye ~ 0.45  (nn ~ 1.2np)

nn = np  
for Ye = 0.50 



Core-collapse supernovae
The Astrophysical Journal Letters, 726:L15 (4pp), 2011 January 10 Wanajo, Janka, & Müller

Figure 1. Snapshot of the convective region of the 2D simulation of an ECSN
at 262 ms after core bounce with entropy per nucleon (s; left) and Ye (right).
Mushroom-shaped lumps of low-Ye matter are ejected during the early phase of
the explosion.
(A color version of this figure is available in the online journal.)

expands continuously, and a neutrino-powered explosion sets in
at t ∼ 100 ms p.b. in 1D and 2D essentially in the same way
and with a very similar energy (∼1050 erg; Janka et al. 2008).

In the multi-dimensional case, however, the negative entropy
profile created by neutrino heating around the PNS leads to a
short phase of convective overturn, in which accretion down-
flows deleptonize strongly, are neutrino heated near the neu-
trinosphere, and rise again quickly, accelerated by buoyancy
forces. Thus n-rich matter with modest entropies per nucleon
(s ∼ 13–15kB; kB is Boltzmann’s constant) gets ejected in
mushroom-shaped structures typical of Rayleigh–Taylor insta-
bility. Figure 1 displays the situation 262 ms after bounce when
the pattern is frozen in and self-similarly expanding.

As a consequence, the mass distribution of the ejecta in the
2D model extends down to Ye,min as low as ∼0.4, which is
significantly more n-rich than in the corresponding 1D case
(Y 1D

e,min ∼ 0.47).3 Figure 2 shows the Ye-histograms at the end of
the simulations. The total ejecta masses are 1.39×10−2 M⊙ for
the 1D model and 1.14 × 10−2 M⊙ in 2D, where the difference
is partly due to the different simulation times, being ∼800 ms
and ∼400 ms, respectively (core bounce occurs at ∼50 ms).
However, the ejecta after ∼250 ms p.b. are only proton-rich,
contributing merely to the Ye > 0.5 side in Figure 2.

3. NUCLEOSYNTHESIS FOR THE ECSN MODEL

The nucleosynthetic yields are obtained with the reaction
network code (including neutrino interactions) described in
Wanajo et al. (2009). Using thermodynamic trajectories directly
from the 2D ECSN model, the calculations are started when
the temperature decreases to 9 × 109 K, assuming initially
free protons and neutrons with mass fractions Ye and 1 − Ye,
respectively. The final abundances for all isotopes are obtained
by mass integration over all 2000 marker particles.

The resulting elemental mass fractions relative to solar values
(Lodders 2003), or the production factors, are shown in Figure 3

3 Note that the exact lower bound of the mass distribution versus Ye in the 1D
case is highly sensitive to details of the neutrino transport, e.g., the number and
interpolation of grid points in energy space. In a recent simulation with
improved spectral resolution, Hüdepohl et al. (2010) obtained Ye,min = 0.487.
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Figure 2. Ejecta masses vs. Ye for the 1D (blue) and 2D (red) explosion models.
The width of a Ye-bin is chosen to be ∆Ye = 0.005. The minimum values of Ye
are indicated for both cases.
(A color version of this figure is available in the online journal.)
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Figure 3. Elemental mass fractions in the ECSN ejecta relative to their solar
values (Lodders 2003), comparing the 2D results (red) with the 1D counterpart
(blue) from Wanajo et al. (2009). Even-Z and odd-Z elements are denoted by
circles and squares, respectively. The normalization band (see the text) is marked
in yellow.
(A color version of this figure is available in the online journal.)

(red) compared to the 1D case (blue) from Wanajo et al. (2009).
The “normalization band” between the maximum (367 for Sr)
and a tenth of that is indicated in yellow with the medium marked
by a dotted line. The total ejecta mass is taken to be the sum
of the ejected mass from the core and the outer H/He-envelope
(= 8.8 M⊙–1.38 M⊙ + 0.0114 M⊙ = 7.43 M⊙). Note that
the N = 50 species, 86Kr, 87Rb, 88Sr, and 90Zr, have the largest
production factors for isotopes with values of 610, 414, 442,
and 564, respectively.

As discussed by Wanajo et al. (2009), in the 1D case only
Zn and Zr are on the normalization band, although some light
p-nuclei (up to 92Mo) can be sizably produced. In contrast, we
find that all elements between Zn and Zr, except for Ga, fall
into this band in the 2D case (Ge is marginal), although all
others are almost equally produced in 1D and 2D. This suggests
ECSNe to be likely sources of Zn, Ge, As, Se, Br, Kr, Rb, Sr,
Y, and Zr in the Galaxy. Note that the origin of these elements
is not fully understood, although Sr, Y, and Zr in the solar
system are considered to be dominantly made by the s-process.
The ejected masses of 56Ni (→56Fe; 3.0 × 10−3 M⊙) and all Fe
(3.1×10−3 M⊙) are the same as in the 1D case (2.5×10−3 M⊙;
Wanajo et al. 2009).
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0.1‒1秒ほどかけて原始中性子星付近の0.01太陽
質量程度の物質が脱出速度に達するまで押し上げ
られる．この加熱は，主に中性子 （n） の電子
ニュートリノ （νe） 捕獲

νe＋n→p＋e－ （1）

および陽子 （p） の反電子ニュートリノ （ν̄e） 捕獲

ν̄e＋p→n＋e＋ （2）

によるものである．超新星爆発のシミュレーション
により，この二つの反応はほぼ同じ程度起きてい
ることが確かめられているので，最終的には中性
子と陽子の数はほぼ同じになってしまうと考えら
れる．
もう少し定量的に話を進めるために，電子比

Ye（一核子あたりの電子数．1グラムあたりの電
子のモル数に等しい）という値を用いることにす
る．星や超新星の内部では物質は電気的に中性に
保たれているので，これは一核子あたりの陽子数
ということもできる．つまり，物質が陽子だけで
できていればYe＝1，中性子だけでできていれば
Ye＝0，4He原子核（中性子と陽子それぞれ2個か
らなる．α粒子という）だけでできていればYe＝
2/4＝0.5，56Fe原子核（中性子30個と陽子26個
からなる）だけでできていればYe＝26/56＝0.464
である．上の例では，原始中性子星の表面付近で
はYe≪0.5であるが，ニュートリノを浴びるにつ
れ，中性子数と陽子数はほぼ同数に，つまりYe

は0.5に近づいていくということになる．
図4に，9太陽質量の超新星シミュレーション
で得られた最深部の放出物質（約0.01太陽質量）
のYe分布を示す 9）．ニュートリノの効果により，
放出物質はそれほど中性子過剰でないのがわか
る．Yeの最小値は0.40，つまり，中性子の占め
る割合はたかだか6割程度に過ぎない．面白いこ
とに，最大値はYe＝0.55に達している．つまり，
原始中性子星から放出される物質にもかかわらず
陽子過剰になっている成分があることになる．こ

れは，電子ニュートリノと反電子ニュートリノの
数やエネルギーが同じ程度であれば，中性子より
陽子の質量のほうがわずかに小さい（つまりエネ
ルギー的に安定）であるために，式（2）より
式（1）の反応のほうが起こりやすくなるからであ
る．
この程度の中性子過剰率では rプロセスは起こ
らない．Ye＝0.4程度の場合，放出された物質の
温度が100億度程度まで下がると，ほぼ同数の中
性子と陽子が結合してα粒子になるため，中性子
数は全体の半分くらいになってしまう．この段階
ではまだ光分解が優勢なために rプロセスは起き
ない．光分解が弱くなる30億度以下に冷えるま
で待たねばならない．しかし，その頃には中性子
とα粒子がさらに融合し，物質は質量数80‒90程
度の元素（種核という）で占められ，中性子は枯
渇してしまう．図5の実線は，この9太陽質量の
超新星モデルを用いたときの元素合成の計算結果
を表している．質量数56（鉄）と90（ジルコニ
ウム）のピークは温度が50億度くらいのときに
核反応の熱平衡状態において形成されたものであ
り，rプロセスは全く起こっていない．
それでは，rプロセスにはどのくらいのYeが必

図4 9太陽質量星の超新星爆発シミュレーションに
よる放出物質（最深部の約0.01太陽質量）の
電子比（Ye）分布 9）．横軸はYe，縦軸はそれ
ぞれのYe範囲（ΔYe＝0.005）に含まれる物質
の質量比．

rプロセス特集
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Ye＝0，4He原子核（中性子と陽子それぞれ2個か
らなる．α粒子という）だけでできていればYe＝
2/4＝0.5，56Fe原子核（中性子30個と陽子26個
からなる）だけでできていればYe＝26/56＝0.464
である．上の例では，原始中性子星の表面付近で
はYe≪0.5であるが，ニュートリノを浴びるにつ
れ，中性子数と陽子数はほぼ同数に，つまりYe

は0.5に近づいていくということになる．
図4に，9太陽質量の超新星シミュレーション
で得られた最深部の放出物質（約0.01太陽質量）
のYe分布を示す 9）．ニュートリノの効果により，
放出物質はそれほど中性子過剰でないのがわか
る．Yeの最小値は0.40，つまり，中性子の占め
る割合はたかだか6割程度に過ぎない．面白いこ
とに，最大値はYe＝0.55に達している．つまり，
原始中性子星から放出される物質にもかかわらず
陽子過剰になっている成分があることになる．こ

れは，電子ニュートリノと反電子ニュートリノの
数やエネルギーが同じ程度であれば，中性子より
陽子の質量のほうがわずかに小さい（つまりエネ
ルギー的に安定）であるために，式（2）より
式（1）の反応のほうが起こりやすくなるからであ
る．
この程度の中性子過剰率では rプロセスは起こ
らない．Ye＝0.4程度の場合，放出された物質の
温度が100億度程度まで下がると，ほぼ同数の中
性子と陽子が結合してα粒子になるため，中性子
数は全体の半分くらいになってしまう．この段階
ではまだ光分解が優勢なために rプロセスは起き
ない．光分解が弱くなる30億度以下に冷えるま
で待たねばならない．しかし，その頃には中性子
とα粒子がさらに融合し，物質は質量数80‒90程
度の元素（種核という）で占められ，中性子は枯
渇してしまう．図5の実線は，この9太陽質量の
超新星モデルを用いたときの元素合成の計算結果
を表している．質量数56（鉄）と90（ジルコニ
ウム）のピークは温度が50億度くらいのときに
核反応の熱平衡状態において形成されたものであ
り，rプロセスは全く起こっていない．
それでは，rプロセスにはどのくらいのYeが必

図4 9太陽質量星の超新星爆発シミュレーションに
よる放出物質（最深部の約0.01太陽質量）の
電子比（Ye）分布 9）．横軸はYe，縦軸はそれ
ぞれのYe範囲（ΔYe＝0.005）に含まれる物質
の質量比．
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Probably neutron rich but only moderately
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Ye ~ 0.45  (nn ~ 1.2np)
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