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Kilonova 
The Astrophysical Journal, 774:25 (13pp), 2013 September 1 Kasen, Badnell, & Barnes

Figure 11. Synthetic spectra (2.5 days after mass ejection) of the r-process SN
model described in the text, calculated using either Kurucz iron group opacities
(black line) or our Autostructure-derived r-process opacities (red line). For
comparison, we overplot blackbody curves of temperature T = 6000 K (black
dashed) and T = 2500 K (red dashed). The inset shows the corresponding
bolometric light curves assuming iron (black) or r-process (red) opacities.
For comparison, we also plot a light curve calculated with a gray opacity of
κ = 10 cm2 g−1 (blue dashed line).
(A color version of this figure is available in the online journal.)

The spectrum at 2.5 days after the merger is much redder, with
most of the flux emitted in the near infrared (∼1 µm). Due to the
extreme line blanketing at bluer wavelengths, the photons are
eventually redistributed (through lines) to the infrared, where
the opacities are lower and radiation can escape more readily.
As shown in Figure 11, the bolometric light curve from the full
multi-wavelength calculation resembles one calculated with an
effective gray opacity of κ = 10 cm2 g−1, which is two orders
of magnitude greater than values used in previous gray transport
models.

Other than the unusually red color, the r-process spectra
generally resemble those of ordinary SNe, and in particular
those with high expansion velocities (e.g., the hyper-energetic
Type Ic event, SN 1998bw; Galama et al. 1998). The continuum
flux, which is produced by emission in the Doppler-broadened
forest of lines, resembles a blackbody with a few broad (∼200 Å)
spectral features. It is not easy to associate these features with
either absorption or emission from a single line; instead they
arise from blends of many lines. Because our atomic structure
models do not accurately predict line wavelengths (and we only
include lines of Nd and Fe), the location of the features in our
synthetic spectra are not to be trusted. Nevertheless, the model
spectra are likely qualitatively correct. One can anticipate where
features are most likely to appear by examining the energy
spacing of the low lying levels of the lanthanides.

Figure 12 shows the time evolution of the synthetic spectra.
At the earliest times (!0.25 days after ejection) some flux
emerges at optical wavelengths, but this phase is short lived.
By day 0.5, the optical emission has faded, and the spectra
evolve relatively slowly thereafter, with effective blackbody
temperatures steady in the range T ≈ 2000–3000 K. The
temporal evolution can be understood by considering the mean
opacity curves (e.g., Figure 6). At early times, the ejecta is
relatively hot ("4000 K) throughout, and the opacity is roughly
constant with radius. By day ∼0.3, however, the outermost
layers have cooled below !3000 K, and the r-process opacities

Figure 12. Synthetic spectra time series of the r-process SN model described
in the text. The times since mass ejection are marked on the figure.

drop sharply due to lanthanide recombination. The ejecta
photosphere forms near the recombination front (as overlying
neutral layers are essentially transparent) which regulates the
effective temperature to be near the recombination temperature.
This behavior is similar to the plateau phase of the (hydrogen-
rich) Type IIP SNe, although in this case the opacity is due to
line blanketing, not electron-scattering. More importantly, the
temperature at the recombination front (TI ∼ 2500 K) is a factor
of ∼2 lower for r-process ejecta, as the ionization potentials
of the lanthanides (∼6 eV) are lower than that of hydrogen
(∼13.6 eV).

Our calculated SEDs are somewhat sensitive to the atomic
structure model used to generate the line data. Figure 13
compares calculations using line data from the different
Autostructure optimization runs (opt1, opt2, and opt3). The
observed differences can be taken as some measure of the un-
certainty resulting from inaccuracies in our atomic structure
calculations. Notably, the spectrum calculated using the opt2
linelist has significantly higher flux in the optical (∼6000 Å).
This is presumably due to the lower overall opacity of the opt 2
model (Figure 8). Given the superior match of the opt3 model to
the experimental level data, we consider the spectral predictions
using this line data to be the most realistic; however, it is clear
that some significant uncertainties remain.

Another concern for the spectrum predictions is the potential
breakdown of the Sobolev approximation. At bluer wavelengths,
the mean spacing of strong lines can become less than the
intrinsic (presumed thermal) width of the lines, which violates
the assumptions used to derive an expansion opacity. It is not
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Fortunately, NSMs are also accompanied by coincident elec-
tromagnetic (EM) signals that inform physical processes at work
during the merger (e.g. Metzger & Berger 2012; Kelley, Mandel
& Ramirez-Ruiz 2013; Piran, Nakar & Rosswog 2013). One such
counterpart is a thermal IR/optical transient powered by the ra-
dioactive decay of heavy elements synthesized in the merger ejecta
(a ‘kilonova’; Li & Paczyński 1998; Metzger et al. 2010; Goriely,
Bauswein & Janka 2011; Roberts et al. 2011; Piran et al. 2013;
Grossman et al. 2014; Tanaka et al. 2014). Kilonovae are partic-
ularly promising EM counterparts because (1) their generation is
relatively robust, requiring only a modest amount of unbound ejecta;
(2) their signal is independent of the existence of a dense surround-
ing external medium; and (3) unlike a GRB, kilonovae are relatively
isotropic. A candidate kilonova was recently detected following the
GRB 130603B (Berger, Fong & Chornock 2013; Tanvir et al. 2013).

If the merger ejecta is sufficiently neutron-rich for r-process
nucleosynthesis to reach the Lanthanides (A ! 139), the optical
opacity becomes much higher than that of iron-group elements
(Kasen, Badnell & Barnes 2013), resulting in emission that is redder,
dimmer, and more slowly evolving (Barnes & Kasen 2013; Tanaka
& Hotokezaka 2013). Although such unusually red colours may be
beneficial in distinguishing NSM transients from unrelated astro-
physical sources, the current lack of sensitive wide-field infrared
telescopes could make EM follow-up across the large sky error re-
gions provided by Advanced LIGO/Virgo even more challenging
(e.g. Hanna, Mandel & Vousden 2014; Kasliwal & Nissanke 2013;
Metzger, Kaplan & Berger 2013; Nissanke, Kasliwal & Georgieva
2013).

The matter ejected dynamically following an NSM is likely to be
sufficiently neutron rich (as quantified by the electron fraction Ye "
0.3) to produce a red kilonova (e.g. Rosswog 2005; Duez et al. 2010;
Bauswein, Goriely & Janka 2013b). Dynamical expulsion is not the
only source of ejecta, however. A robust consequence of the merger
process is the formation of a remnant torus surrounding the central
HMNS. Outflows from this accretion disc over longer, viscous time-
scales also contribute to the merger ejecta (e.g. Metzger, Quataert &
Thompson 2008a; Surman et al. 2008; Dessart et al. 2009; Lee,
Ramirez-Ruiz & López-Cámara 2009; Metzger, Piro & Quataert
2008b; Wanajo & Janka 2012). The more isotropic geometry of
disc winds suggests that they may contribute a distinct component
to the kilonova light curve for most viewing angles (Barnes & Kasen
2013; Grossman et al. 2014).

Fernández & Metzger (2013a, hereafter FM13) calculated the
viscous evolution of remnant BH accretion discs formed in NSMs
using two-dimensional, time-dependent hydrodynamical simula-
tions. Over several viscous times, FM13 found that a frac-
tion ∼several per cent of the initial disc mass is ejected as a moder-
ately neutron-rich wind (Ye ∼ 0.2) powered by viscous heating and
nuclear recombination. Although the higher entropy of the outflow
as compared to the dynamical ejecta results in subtle differences
in composition (e.g. a small quantity of helium), the disc outflows
likely produce Lanthanide elements with sufficient abundance to
result in a similarly red kilonova as with the dynamical ejecta.

FM13 included the effects of self-irradiation by neutrinos on
the dynamics and composition of the disc. Due to the relatively
low accretion rate and radiative efficiency at the time of the peak
outflow, neutrino absorption had a sub-dominant contribution to the
disc evolution. This hierarchy is important because a large neutrino
flux tends to drive Ye to a value higher than that in the disc mid-
plane (e.g. Metzger et al. 2008a; Surman et al. 2008, 2014). If
neutrino irradiation is sufficient to drive Ye ! 0.3−0.4, the nuclear
composition of the disc outflows would be significantly altered,

Figure 1. Relation between the observed kilonova and the properties of the
ejecta that powers it. Material ejected dynamically in the equatorial plane
is highly neutron rich (Ye < 0.1), producing heavy r-process elements that
include Lanthanides. This results in emission that peaks in the near-infrared
and lasts for ∼1 week (‘late red bump’) due to the high opacity. Outflows
from the remnant disc are more isotropic and also contribute to the kilonova.
If the HMNS is long-lived, then neutrino irradiation can increase Ye to a
high enough value (Ye ∼ 0.4) that no Lanthanides are formed, resulting
in emission peaking at optical wavelengths (‘early blue bump’). If BH
formation is prompt, outflows from the disc remain neutron rich, and their
contribution is qualitatively similar to that of the dynamical ejecta.

resulting in a distinct additional component visible in the kilonova
emission.

By ignoring the influence of a central HMNS, FM13 implic-
itly assumed a scenario in which BH formation was prompt or the
HMNS lifetime very short. Here, we extend the study of FM13 to
include the effects of neutrino irradiation from a long-lived HMNS.
As we will show, the much larger neutrino luminosity of the HMNS
has a profound effect on the quantity and composition of the disc
outflows, allowing a direct imprint of the HMNS lifetime on the
kilonova (Fig. 1). As in FM13, our study includes many approxi-
mations that enable us to follow the secular evolution of the system.
We focus here on exploring the main differences introduced by the
presence of an HMNS, and leave more extensive parameter space
studies or realistic computations for future work.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we describe the
numerical model employed. Our results are presented in Section 3,
separated into dynamics of the outflow (Section 3.1) and composi-
tion (Section 3.2). A summary and discussion follows in Section 4.
Appendix A describes in more detail the upgrades to the neutrino
physics implementation relative to that of FM13.

2 N U M E R I C A L M O D E L

Our numerical model largely follows that described in FM13. Here,
we summarize the essential modifications needed to model the pres-
ence of an HMNS.

2.1 Equations and numerical method

We use FLASH3.2 (Dubey et al. 2009) to solve the time-dependent
hydrodynamic equations in two-dimensional, axisymmetric
spherical geometry. Source terms include the pseudo-Newtonian

MNRAS 441, 3444–3453 (2014)

Metzger & Fernández 2014 
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GRB 130603B a Kilonova? 

Tanvir et al. 2013, Berger et al. 2013 
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m1 = 1.36 – 1.60 Msun 
m2 = 1.17 – 1.36 Msun 
Mtot = 2.74 Msun 
Mass ratio = 0.7 – 1.0 

Abbott et al (2017) 
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Not a better localization 

Abbot et al. 2017b 
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Galaxy-Targeted Search 



The 9th Image 

Coulter et al. 2017 
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SSS17a vs. Other Transients    

Shappee, et al. 2017 
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X-ray and Radio Emission 

 

Figure 1: Optical/Infrared and X-ray images of the counterpart of GW170817  

a Hubble Space Telescope observations show a bright and red transient in the early-type galaxy 

NGC 4993, at a projected physical offset of ~2 kpc from its nucleus. A similar small offset is 

observed in some (~25%) short GRBs5. Dust lanes are visible in the inner regions, suggestive of a 

past merger activity (see Methods). b Chandra observations revealed a faint X-ray source at the 

position of the optical/IR transient. X-ray emission from the galaxy nucleus is also visible.  

 

 

 

Chandra +9d; (Troja et al. 2017) 

Fig. S1. Deep radio image of EM170817. A deep image of the ~3x3 arcminute field surrounding 
the location of NGC 4993 using VLA data at 3 GHz from 2017, September 8 and September 10. 
The AGN hosted by the galaxy is at the center of the image. The radio counterpart to EM170817 
is highlighted and is detected at 25 +/- 2.2 μJy (11σ). 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

JVLA +16.4d; (Hallinan et al. 2017) 
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In the mid-1960s, gamma-ray bursts (GRBs) were discovered
by the Vela satellites, and their cosmic origin was first established
by Klebesadel et al. (1973). GRBs are classified as long or short,
based on their duration and spectral hardness(Dezalay et al. 1992;
Kouveliotou et al. 1993). Uncovering the progenitors of GRBs
has been one of the key challenges in high-energy astrophysics
ever since(Lee & Ramirez-Ruiz 2007). It has long been
suggested that short GRBs might be related to neutron star
mergers (Goodman 1986; Paczynski 1986; Eichler et al. 1989;
Narayan et al. 1992).

In 2005, the field of short gamma-ray burst (sGRB) studies
experienced a breakthrough (for reviews see Nakar 2007; Berger
2014) with the identification of the first host galaxies of sGRBs
and multi-wavelength observation (from X-ray to optical and
radio) of their afterglows (Berger et al. 2005; Fox et al. 2005;
Gehrels et al. 2005; Hjorth et al. 2005b; Villasenor et al. 2005).
These observations provided strong hints that sGRBs might be
associated with mergers of neutron stars with other neutron stars
or with black holes. These hints included: (i) their association with
both elliptical and star-forming galaxies (Barthelmy et al. 2005;
Prochaska et al. 2006; Berger et al. 2007; Ofek et al. 2007; Troja
et al. 2008; D’Avanzo et al. 2009; Fong et al. 2013), due to a very
wide range of delay times, as predicted theoretically(Bagot et al.
1998; Fryer et al. 1999; Belczynski et al. 2002); (ii) a broad
distribution of spatial offsets from host-galaxy centers(Berger
2010; Fong & Berger 2013; Tunnicliffe et al. 2014), which was
predicted to arise from supernova kicks(Narayan et al. 1992;
Bloom et al. 1999); and (iii) the absence of associated
supernovae(Fox et al. 2005; Hjorth et al. 2005c, 2005a;
Soderberg et al. 2006; Kocevski et al. 2010; Berger et al.
2013a). Despite these strong hints, proof that sGRBs were
powered by neutron star mergers remained elusive, and interest
intensified in following up gravitational-wave detections electro-
magnetically(Metzger & Berger 2012; Nissanke et al. 2013).

Evidence of beaming in some sGRBs was initially found by
Soderberg et al. (2006) and Burrows et al. (2006) and confirmed

by subsequent sGRB discoveries (see the compilation and
analysis by Fong et al. 2015 and also Troja et al. 2016). Neutron
star binary mergers are also expected, however, to produce
isotropic electromagnetic signals, which include (i) early optical
and infrared emission, a so-called kilonova/macronova (hereafter
kilonova; Li & Paczyński 1998; Kulkarni 2005; Rosswog 2005;
Metzger et al. 2010; Roberts et al. 2011; Barnes & Kasen 2013;
Kasen et al. 2013; Tanaka & Hotokezaka 2013; Grossman et al.
2014; Barnes et al. 2016; Tanaka 2016; Metzger 2017) due to
radioactive decay of rapid neutron-capture process (r-process)
nuclei(Lattimer & Schramm 1974, 1976) synthesized in
dynamical and accretion-disk-wind ejecta during the merger;
and (ii) delayed radio emission from the interaction of the merger
ejecta with the ambient medium (Nakar & Piran 2011; Piran et al.
2013; Hotokezaka & Piran 2015; Hotokezaka et al. 2016). The
late-time infrared excess associated with GRB 130603B was
interpreted as the signature of r-process nucleosynthesis (Berger
et al. 2013b; Tanvir et al. 2013), and more candidates were
identified later (for a compilation see Jin et al. 2016).
Here, we report on the global effort958 that led to the first joint

detection of gravitational and electromagnetic radiation from a
single source. An ∼ 100 s long gravitational-wave signal
(GW170817) was followed by an sGRB (GRB 170817A) and
an optical transient (SSS17a/AT 2017gfo) found in the host
galaxy NGC 4993. The source was detected across the
electromagnetic spectrum—in the X-ray, ultraviolet, optical,
infrared, and radio bands—over hours, days, and weeks. These
observations support the hypothesis that GW170817 was
produced by the merger of two neutron stars in NGC4993,
followed by an sGRB and a kilonova powered by the radioactive
decay of r-process nuclei synthesized in the ejecta.

Figure 1. Localization of the gravitational-wave, gamma-ray, and optical signals. The left panel shows an orthographic projection of the 90% credible regions from
LIGO (190 deg2; light green), the initial LIGO-Virgo localization (31 deg2; dark green), IPN triangulation from the time delay between Fermi and INTEGRAL (light
blue), and Fermi-GBM (dark blue). The inset shows the location of the apparent host galaxy NGC 4993 in the Swope optical discovery image at 10.9 hr after the
merger (top right) and the DLT40 pre-discovery image from 20.5 days prior to merger (bottom right). The reticle marks the position of the transient in both images.

958 A follow-up program established during initial LIGO-Virgo observations
(Abadie et al. 2012) was greatly expanded in preparation for Advanced LIGO-
Virgo observations. Partners have followed up binary black hole detections,
starting with GW150914 (Abbott et al. 2016a), but have discovered no firm
electromagnetic counterparts to those events.

2
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Fortunately, NSMs are also accompanied by coincident elec-
tromagnetic (EM) signals that inform physical processes at work
during the merger (e.g. Metzger & Berger 2012; Kelley, Mandel
& Ramirez-Ruiz 2013; Piran, Nakar & Rosswog 2013). One such
counterpart is a thermal IR/optical transient powered by the ra-
dioactive decay of heavy elements synthesized in the merger ejecta
(a ‘kilonova’; Li & Paczyński 1998; Metzger et al. 2010; Goriely,
Bauswein & Janka 2011; Roberts et al. 2011; Piran et al. 2013;
Grossman et al. 2014; Tanaka et al. 2014). Kilonovae are partic-
ularly promising EM counterparts because (1) their generation is
relatively robust, requiring only a modest amount of unbound ejecta;
(2) their signal is independent of the existence of a dense surround-
ing external medium; and (3) unlike a GRB, kilonovae are relatively
isotropic. A candidate kilonova was recently detected following the
GRB 130603B (Berger, Fong & Chornock 2013; Tanvir et al. 2013).

If the merger ejecta is sufficiently neutron-rich for r-process
nucleosynthesis to reach the Lanthanides (A ! 139), the optical
opacity becomes much higher than that of iron-group elements
(Kasen, Badnell & Barnes 2013), resulting in emission that is redder,
dimmer, and more slowly evolving (Barnes & Kasen 2013; Tanaka
& Hotokezaka 2013). Although such unusually red colours may be
beneficial in distinguishing NSM transients from unrelated astro-
physical sources, the current lack of sensitive wide-field infrared
telescopes could make EM follow-up across the large sky error re-
gions provided by Advanced LIGO/Virgo even more challenging
(e.g. Hanna, Mandel & Vousden 2014; Kasliwal & Nissanke 2013;
Metzger, Kaplan & Berger 2013; Nissanke, Kasliwal & Georgieva
2013).

The matter ejected dynamically following an NSM is likely to be
sufficiently neutron rich (as quantified by the electron fraction Ye "
0.3) to produce a red kilonova (e.g. Rosswog 2005; Duez et al. 2010;
Bauswein, Goriely & Janka 2013b). Dynamical expulsion is not the
only source of ejecta, however. A robust consequence of the merger
process is the formation of a remnant torus surrounding the central
HMNS. Outflows from this accretion disc over longer, viscous time-
scales also contribute to the merger ejecta (e.g. Metzger, Quataert &
Thompson 2008a; Surman et al. 2008; Dessart et al. 2009; Lee,
Ramirez-Ruiz & López-Cámara 2009; Metzger, Piro & Quataert
2008b; Wanajo & Janka 2012). The more isotropic geometry of
disc winds suggests that they may contribute a distinct component
to the kilonova light curve for most viewing angles (Barnes & Kasen
2013; Grossman et al. 2014).

Fernández & Metzger (2013a, hereafter FM13) calculated the
viscous evolution of remnant BH accretion discs formed in NSMs
using two-dimensional, time-dependent hydrodynamical simula-
tions. Over several viscous times, FM13 found that a frac-
tion ∼several per cent of the initial disc mass is ejected as a moder-
ately neutron-rich wind (Ye ∼ 0.2) powered by viscous heating and
nuclear recombination. Although the higher entropy of the outflow
as compared to the dynamical ejecta results in subtle differences
in composition (e.g. a small quantity of helium), the disc outflows
likely produce Lanthanide elements with sufficient abundance to
result in a similarly red kilonova as with the dynamical ejecta.

FM13 included the effects of self-irradiation by neutrinos on
the dynamics and composition of the disc. Due to the relatively
low accretion rate and radiative efficiency at the time of the peak
outflow, neutrino absorption had a sub-dominant contribution to the
disc evolution. This hierarchy is important because a large neutrino
flux tends to drive Ye to a value higher than that in the disc mid-
plane (e.g. Metzger et al. 2008a; Surman et al. 2008, 2014). If
neutrino irradiation is sufficient to drive Ye ! 0.3−0.4, the nuclear
composition of the disc outflows would be significantly altered,

Figure 1. Relation between the observed kilonova and the properties of the
ejecta that powers it. Material ejected dynamically in the equatorial plane
is highly neutron rich (Ye < 0.1), producing heavy r-process elements that
include Lanthanides. This results in emission that peaks in the near-infrared
and lasts for ∼1 week (‘late red bump’) due to the high opacity. Outflows
from the remnant disc are more isotropic and also contribute to the kilonova.
If the HMNS is long-lived, then neutrino irradiation can increase Ye to a
high enough value (Ye ∼ 0.4) that no Lanthanides are formed, resulting
in emission peaking at optical wavelengths (‘early blue bump’). If BH
formation is prompt, outflows from the disc remain neutron rich, and their
contribution is qualitatively similar to that of the dynamical ejecta.

resulting in a distinct additional component visible in the kilonova
emission.

By ignoring the influence of a central HMNS, FM13 implic-
itly assumed a scenario in which BH formation was prompt or the
HMNS lifetime very short. Here, we extend the study of FM13 to
include the effects of neutrino irradiation from a long-lived HMNS.
As we will show, the much larger neutrino luminosity of the HMNS
has a profound effect on the quantity and composition of the disc
outflows, allowing a direct imprint of the HMNS lifetime on the
kilonova (Fig. 1). As in FM13, our study includes many approxi-
mations that enable us to follow the secular evolution of the system.
We focus here on exploring the main differences introduced by the
presence of an HMNS, and leave more extensive parameter space
studies or realistic computations for future work.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we describe the
numerical model employed. Our results are presented in Section 3,
separated into dynamics of the outflow (Section 3.1) and composi-
tion (Section 3.2). A summary and discussion follows in Section 4.
Appendix A describes in more detail the upgrades to the neutrino
physics implementation relative to that of FM13.

2 N U M E R I C A L M O D E L

Our numerical model largely follows that described in FM13. Here,
we summarize the essential modifications needed to model the pres-
ence of an HMNS.

2.1 Equations and numerical method

We use FLASH3.2 (Dubey et al. 2009) to solve the time-dependent
hydrodynamic equations in two-dimensional, axisymmetric
spherical geometry. Source terms include the pseudo-Newtonian

MNRAS 441, 3444–3453 (2014)
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Figure 2. The fiducial red kilonova model provides an excellent fit by itself to the day +4.5 NIR spectrum, with no adjustments to the flux
scale. The data are in black and the model is in red, with the values of the three main parameters listed on the figure.

sphere within the ejecta. This, in turn, results in variations
in the amount of line blending that shift the wavelengths of
the spectral peaks. Most notably, the 1.07 µm peak shifts
redward at lower ejecta mass.

The ejecta velocity also affects the degree of line blend-
ing and smoothness of the spectra. In the middle panel of
Figure 3, it is clear that raising the ejecta velocity rounds the
tops of the spectral peaks and at v = 0.2c, the features between
1.1–1.3 µm are unacceptably washed out relative to the data.
We note that some simulations of the tidal dynamical ejecta
find even higher ejecta velocities than this (e.g., Bauswein
et al. 2013). At the other extreme, lowering the ejection ve-
locity results in the major peaks breaking up into a forest of
smaller peaks. The v = 0.03c spectrum presented in this panel
shows several of these features starting to develop. Although
it is not plotted, by 7.5 d these narrower peaks are predicted
to get even more dominant, in contradiction to the smooth
broad peaks that we see at that time (Figure 1). This is rel-
evant because models invoking strong accretion disk winds

(e.g., Kasen et al. 2015; Siegel & Metzger 2017) predict a
range of ejection velocities from 0.03–0.1c. We do not see
narrow features expected from material moving as slowly as
v = 0.03c at any epoch. If the red kilonova ejecta result from
a disk wind, they must be accelerated above this value by,
for example, stronger magnetic fields than those previously
considered.

Finally, the most important question for the purposes of r-
process nucleosynthesis is constraining the chemical abun-
dances of the dominant emission component. In the bot-
tom panel of Figure 3, we have adjusted the fractional lan-
thanide abundance. If the lanthanide abundance is as low as
Xlan=10-4, the peak near 1.1 µm disappears and the model
spectra are too blue. At abundances that are much higher
than our fiducial model, the peak near 1.1 µm is suppressed
relative to the one near 1.5 µm. Models with Xlan between
10-2 and 10-3 appear to match the overall appearance and ra-
tio of peak heights reasonably well. The overall flux scaling

Chornock et al. 2017 
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Summary 

We discovered the first EM counterpart to a gravitational 
wave source 

This begins the era of multi-messenger gravitational-waves 
astronomy, with implications across many areas of 

astronomy  
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Hulse-Taylor binary 

Hulse & Taylor 1975, Weisberg and Taylor 2005 
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