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Hyperon bulk viscosity effects in neutron-star inspirals
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The paper revisits the role of hyperon bulk viscosity during neutron-star inspiral. We find that hyperon
bulk viscosity exerts only a minor influence on the gravitational-wave phase, causing a phase shift
of ~1073 rad. This shift is too small to be detected by existing gravitational-wave observatories, and it
seems unlikely that next-generation detectors will be able to isolate this effect from other factors. However,
our analysis indicates that hyperon bulk viscosity can significantly heat the hyperon core of a neutron star,

raising its temperature to approximately 5 x 108 K.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Neutron stars (NS) are extraordinary celestial objects
containing degenerate matter with densities exceeding
those of atomic nuclei. Since such thermodynamically
cold and extremely dense matter currently cannot be
reproduced in terrestrial laboratories, looking into NS
observational manifestations offers a unique opportunity
to constrain and explore its physical properties. A particu-
larly promising option is to study the gravitational-
wave (GW) signals originating from the binary NS inspirals
and mergers, which have been observed since the first
detection, GW170817, reported in 2017 by the LIGO
and Virgo collaborations [1]. A reliable interpretation of
such observations requires a detailed understanding of
the physics behind the formation of the GW signal, in
particular, the way it encodes the properties of the stellar
matter.

The simplest approximation to model the GW signal
from inspiraling stars is to treat the latter as point-mass
objects, thereby ignoring their internal degrees of free-
dom. This approximation, however, is not suitable for
exploring the properties of the stellar matter, as within
the point-mass model the emitted GW signal is insensi-
tive to the equation of state/internal NS microphysics.
A more detailed treatment of the problem requires
relaxing the point-mass approximation and accounting
for finite-size effects. The dominant correction to the
point-mass model, in particular, comes from accounting
for the deformations of a star under the gravitational
tidal forces imposed by its companion. These tidally
induced deformations enhance the GW radiation from the
binary, causing the inspiral to accelerate and, therefore,
modifying the associated GW signal [2]. Accounting
for this effect when interpreting the GW170817 signal
has already allowed to put constraints on the NS tidal
deformability (see, e.g., Ref. [3]). While numerous
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weaker finite size effects (see, e.g., the review [4]) that
also take place are likely beyond the reach of the
current detectors, they, hopefully, might be resolved
by future detectors with enhanced sensitivity and
broader frequency ranges, such as the Einstein
Telescope and Cosmic Explorer. Therefore, precise inter-
pretation of the forthcoming observations requires accu-
rate models of the inspiraling neutron stars, incorporating
the influence of the various finite size effects on the GW
signal.

Significant progress has already been made in this
area (see, e.g., the reviews [4,5] and references therein).
One of the challenges is to model how energy dis-
sipation inside a star affects the GW signal. The basic
idea is that part of the binary orbital energy is
continuously spent on maintaining the tidally induced
stellar deformation in the presence of dissipative losses.
This dissipation heats the star and accelerates the
inspiral, thereby modifying the associated GW signal.
At high temperatures, the dominant dissipative mecha-
nism is bulk viscosity, which is associated with energy
losses caused by deviations of the matter from chemical
equilibrium. In stars with standard nucleonic composi-
tion, the relevant chemical reactions are weak leptonic
Urca processes. If the matter contains hyperons, how-
ever, the dominant contribution to the bulk viscosity
may come from weak nonleptonic reactions [6]. These
reactions proceed much faster than Urca processes and
can therefore lead to substantially enhanced bulk-viscous
dissipation in hyperonic matter. A similar mechanism
operates in strange quark matter, where bulk viscosity is
enhanced by weak nonleptonic processes involving
strange quarks [7,8]. Thus, modeling the effect of bulk
viscosity on the stellar temperature and GW signal under
different microphysical assumptions, and comparing the
results with observations, may provide a probe of
hyperons or strange quark matter in NS interiors.

© 2026 American Physical Society
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Some existing studies of bulk viscosity in NS inspirals
have reached apparently conflicting conclusions. In par-
ticular, studies of nucleonic bulk viscosity [9-11] and of
bulk viscosity produced by weak nonleptonic reactions
[12-14] differ in their assessment of its astrophysical
importance. On the one hand, Ref. [10] suggests that even
bulk viscosity as strong as the hyperonic one is likely to
have only a weak effect on the inspiral. On the other hand,
Refs. [12—14] find that bulk viscosity produced by weak
nonleptonic reactions may lead to significant stellar heating
and potentially detectable GW phase shifts. This discrep-
ancy motivates us to revisit the role of bulk viscosity during
NS inspirals. Section II introduces the theoretical frame-
work used in our analysis. We present our numerical results
in Sec. III and summarize our findings in Sec. IV.

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

A. Model of a neutron star with hyperonic composition

In this study, we use a simplified fluid model of a neutron
star. The stellar interior is divided into two regions: an outer
barotropic layer, representing the crust, and an inner
nonbarotropic region, representing the core. We neglect
the elasticity of the crust and treat the entire star as a
degenerate, locally charge-neutral fluid. This approxima-
tion is sufficient for our present purpose, which is to
estimate the influence of bulk-viscous dissipation in the
core on the thermal and orbital evolution during the
inspiral.

The particle composition of the core is model-dependent
and varies with density. Here, we assume that, as predicted
by a number of modern equations of state (e.g., [15-19]),
the core matter is composed of neutrons (n), protons (p),
electrons (e), and, at higher densities, muons (i), A
hyperons (A), and 2~ hyperons (E~). Microscopic calcu-
lations indicate that 2~ hyperons may be strongly paired
throughout the density range in which they appear under
neutron-star conditions; see, e.g., [20]. Since Z~ hyperons
are charged, we refer to this state as superconducting. The
pairing state of A hyperons is less certain. Available
calculations based on the results of Ref. [21] suggest,
however, that the A-hyperon pairing gap may be substan-
tially smaller than the E~ gap [22,23]. We therefore treat A
hyperons as normal. Finally, neutron and proton pairing
gaps may also vanish (or be reasonably small) in the density
and temperature ranges relevant to our problem [20]. Thus,
for simplicity, in what follows, we assume that all particle
species except E~ hyperons are normal, whereas =~
hyperons are strongly superconducting. We also examine
the possible effects of nucleon superfluidity on our results
below in Sec. III.

The core matter of an NS is subject to numerous
reactions of particle mutual transformations. First of all,
similar to nucleonic matter, various weak leptonic (Urca)
reactions are present. They, however, can be safely ignored

as slow and inefficient at temperatures and perturbation
frequencies relevant for NS inspirals.1 In addition to Urca
processes the hyperonic matter may also support the so-
called weak nonleptonic processes, which are much faster
and, generally, should be accounted for. For the specific
npepuAE~ composition considered here, the relevant weak
nonleptonic reactions are [6],

n+p< A+ p, (1)
n+n< A+n, (2)
n+ A< A+ A, (3)
n+E < ALE, (4)
n+ A< E +p. (5)

Because E~ hyperons are assumed to be strongly super-
conducting, the weak nonleptonic reactions involving them
are exponentially suppressed. We therefore treat reactions
(4) and (5) as frozen. If both A and E~ hyperons are
present, the following strong reaction may also occur:

2A < E™ + p. (6)

In nonsuperfluid and nonsuperconducting matter, reaction
(6) is much faster than the weak nonleptonic reactions: its
rate exceeds typical weak rates by about 14-16 orders of
magnitude [6,25]. The superconductivity of E~ hyperons,
however, suppresses this rate. Repeating the estimate of
Sec. IID of Ref. [25], with proton superconductivity
replaced by E~ superconductivity, one may write the
suppression factor in the form

'We note in this connection that it has been argued in the
literature (see, e.g., Ref. [9]) that neutron stars with standard
nucleonic composition may be heated during the inspiral up to
2 x 10% K by Urca reactions. According to Ref. [9], the dominant
contribution to this heating comes from resonantly excited g
modes. This estimate should, however, be treated with some
caution. The excitation of g modes is controlled by the corre-
sponding overlap integrals, i.e., by the scalar products of the
mode eigenfunctions with the tidal-force field. These overlap
integrals are especially sensitive to the consistency of the pertur-
bation calculation, because g modes are nearly orthogonal to the
tidal potential. In Ref. [9], relativistic background neutron-star
models were used, whereas the eigenmodes were computed using
Newtonian oscillation equations. In addition, metric factors were
not included in the expression for the overlap integral; see their
equation (17). Such a mixed treatment may noticeably enhance
the g-mode overlap integrals. The reason is that even small
errors in the eigenfunctions may spoil the near-orthogonality of
g-modes to the tidal potential and thereby produce an enhanced
overlap. A similar issue for interface modes was discussed in
Ref. [24]; see the penultimate paragraph of their section 4.2.
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1.764 T
Rz ~ 0.221153'5 exp <— ), Tz = 7o (7)

where Tz is the critical temperature for the onset of E~
superconductivity and 7 is temperature. This estimate
shows that, for sufficiently small zz (roughly 7z < 0.04),
the strong process may become comparable to, or even
slower than, the weak nonleptonic reactions. Thus, whether
reaction (6) is fully equilibrated on the timescale of tidal
perturbations is model dependent and cannot be established
without specifying the poorly known E™ pairing gap. At the
same time, as discussed in Sec. II D of Ref. [25], treating
this strong process as frozen or equilibrated is not expected
to substantially affect the final results: the corresponding
maximum bulk viscosity is smaller than that produced
by the weak nonleptonic reactions, while the associated
changes in the adiabatic index are also expected to be
modest. In what follows, we therefore choose the equili-
brated limit for definiteness and impose chemical equilib-
rium with respect to reaction (6).

B. Perturbation equations of a neutron star
in a binary system

To begin with, let us introduce the key notations and
conventions to be used in our calculations. First of all, we
characterize the stellar matter by the pressure P, energy
density &, enthalpy density w = P + ¢ and temperature 7,
and each particle species k = (n, p,e,u, A,27) by the
corresponding number densities {n,;}, chemical potentials
{u}, and electric charges {e;}. Second, to describe the
motion of the stellar matter, we introduce the collective
hydrodynamic four-velocity u* = (u’,u), shared by all
particle species. Such a description is justified regardless
of the assumed superconductivity of E~ hyperons, since
local charge neutrality electromagnetically locks =~ hyper-
ons to the other charged particle species and suppresses
their relative motion (see, e.g., [26-28] for similar argu-
ments in superconducting nucleonic matter). Finally, we
describe the gravitational field using the metric tensor g,
with {—, +, +, +}-signature. Here and in what follows, we
use Latin indices (i,j,k,...) to label different particle
species, and Greek indices (u,v,4,...) to denote tensor
components. Unless stated otherwise, we always imply
summation over repeated Greek and Latin indices. The
bold font is used for three-vectors, such as, e.g., the spatial
component u of the four-velocity #*. For convenience, we
also employ natural units where the speed of light ¢ = 1
and Boltzmann constant kg = 1.

In this study, we consider perturbations of a nonrotating
neutron star in a binary system caused by the gravitational
field of its companion. To this end, we introduce Eulerian
perturbations, 6f = f — f, which describe the deviation of
a quantity f from its value f in an isolated neutron star in
chemical and hydrostatic equilibrium. For simplicity, we
work in the Cowling approximation, i.e., we neglect the

effect of stellar perturbations on the gravitational field. In
this approximation, the deviation of the gravitational field
from that of an isolated neutron star is due solely to the
external gravitational field of the companion.

At large binary separations, the companion’s gravita-
tional field in the vicinity of the considered star can be
approximately described by the companion’s gravitational
potential U. It is customary to decompose this potential
as U=Uj+ U. The first term, Uy, produces the same
acceleration at every point inside the star. It may therefore
affect the motion of the star as a whole, but it cannot deform
the star. Stellar deformations are caused only by the non-
uniform part of the external field, described by the tidal
potential U. The explicit form of these potentials will be
given in Sec. II D. Here it is sufficient to note that, at the
large binary separations considered below, the external
field is weak compared with the star’s own gravitational
field and can therefore be included perturbatively, as
discussed in Sec. 11 D.

To describe tidal perturbations, we follow [29] and
employ a reference frame whose origin follows the
stellar center of mass, accelerated solely by potential U,.
In this frame, within approximations made, the interval
ds> = guwdx'dx” can be written in spherical coordinates
X =(t,r,0,p) as

ds? = —e0 20U g2 4 ooy 4 r2(d6* +sin’ 0dgp?),  (8)

where vy (r) and 4y (r) are the standard metric functions that
describe the equilibrium spacetime of an isolated non-
rotating neutron star. We also introduce the so-called
Lagrangian displacement & = (&', €) that shows the per-
turbations of the fluid element worldlines and relates to
the velocity perturbation in this frame by the equality
u = e */2€, where we used the abbreviated notation f =
df /ot for the time derivative.

Within approximations made, small perturbations of a
neutron star from its equilibrium state at U =0 in the
chosen reference frame are governed by the following
equations:

.. ) -
e owoE = —VP + L VP, — woV T, (9)
Wo
ity + div(ng€) = e*/2ATy, (10)
ow=06P+de, Oe=pdng, P =mndu, (11)

9 P
ity = "") on;, 6P = —) sn. (12)
on; /g ony )

Here V and div are the three-dimensional covariant oper-
ators associated with the unperturbed spatial metric
dl> = eMdr* + r*(d0 + sin® Odg?); see Appendix B of
[29] for details. Equation (9) represents the linearized Euler
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equation, obtained from the spatial projection of the
energy-momentum conservation law,

8[(¢”" + wu*)V,T)] =0, (13)
where
" = wutu’ + Pg” (14)

is the perfect-fluid stress-energy tensor, and V, is the
covariant derivative associated with the metric (8).
Furthermore, Eq. (10) represents the set of linearized
continuity equations for the different particle species.
The source terms AI'; account for particle conversion in
chemical reactions, specifically in the weak nonleptonic
processes (1)—(3) and in the strong process (6) in the
hyperonic core. The remaining relations in the third and
fourth lines follow from the thermodynamic identities

de = udny, dP=mndu, w=P+e=pun,, (15)
and from the equation of state (EOS), which is assumed to
specify the energy density ¢ = ({n;}) as a function of the
number densities {rn;}.

Physical perturbations described by the above equations
must be regular at the stellar center and satisfy the condi-
tion that the total pressure vanish at the perturbed stellar
surface. These are the boundary conditions imposed in our
calculations.

C. Energy dissipation rate

Tidal perturbations induced by a companion star drive
the stellar matter out of chemical equilibrium and thereby
dissipate the energy of the perturbation. This has two
consequences. First, dissipation heats the star. Second, it
accelerates the inspiral, because part of the orbital energy is
transferred to tidally induced perturbations and then dis-
sipated. To quantify these effects, we need the energy
dissipation rate Eg associated with chemical reactions.
This rate can be obtained from the energy balance equation
for the perturbed star.

To derive the energy balance equation, we note that the
Euler equation (9) can be equivalently rewritten as

e /2w = —n Vou® — /2wy VU, (16)

where the superscript co denotes the corresponding red-
shifted quantity, i.e., Su® = €*/25y;. The derivation of
this equation is straightforward and uses the following
relations:

O __ Ot
on; on;’

1
VP, =-V2,

on;Vuss = 0. 17
Wo 2 n; luz() ( )

The first relation represents the condition of hydrostatic
equilibrium and can be derived from the equilibrium Euler

equation. The second relation follows from thermodynamic
relations (15). The third relation follows from the matter
quasineutrality (e;n; =0) and combined conditions of
chemical and hydrostatic equilibrium of the unperturbed
matter (exus; — e;pry = const) [28],

on; Vi = onVipg — (ei/enup) =0, (18)

where the index k can refer to any charged particle species
of the fluid (no summation over k is assumed).

Now, multiplying Eq. (16) by & and performing inte-
gration over the stellar volume dV = /272 sin Odrdfd,
we obtain

d (1 . )
ar 58_"0/2Wo§2dv =Ay —/n,-o(f-V)éﬂj?"dV, (19)
where

Ay=-— / e/ 2y, (E-V)TdV (20)

is the power supplied to the star by the tidal force. Next,
integrating the second term on the right-hand side of
Eq. (19) by parts and neglecting the boundary term, which
vanishes at the stellar surface because n;; =0 there,
we find

d [1 : :
- | g PwoEav = / div(nip€)opudV + Ay
:/eUOAFiéﬂidV
_/evo/zéﬁiéluidV+AU’ (21)

where, in the last equality, we have used Eq. (10) to exclude
div(n;y€). Then, based on the symmetry relation du; /dn; =
op;/ony, and the expression (12) for the chemical potential
perturbations, we can rewrite the second term on the right-
hand side as

d 1 o
W/2§.Su,dV = — | —e?/28n; [ —L ) sndV, (22
/e 1n;Ol; dt/Ze n; (al’lk>0 Ny ( )

and, therefore, obtain

d [T o1 oy
- Z o/2 2 4 oto/28p. L) s dv
dr {2 e EwoE” + 5 eftlon, <8nk> . ”k}

= / e AT ;6u,dV + Ay. (23)
This equation has a rather clear physical interpretation

of the energy conservation law. Specifically, it states that
the change dE,../dt in the mechanical energy of the
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perturbation E,.., (left-hand side) is caused by the work
Ay of external gravitational forces and dissipative energy
losses Ey; due to out-of-equilibrium chemical reactions,

dEmech

dt = Ediss + Ay, (24)

1 : 1
Emech = / |:§ e—v0/2W0§2 + E €y0/25ni5ﬂi:| dv, (25)

fy = / AT S,V (26)

The interpretation of Eg as describing the energy change
due to chemical reactions is straightforward. The quantity
Op; is the energy required to add one particle of species i to
the system. Hence, each term AI';6u; represents the rate,
per unit volume, at which the energy changes due to the
production or destruction of particles of this species. After
summation over all species and integration over the stellar
volume, this gives Eq. (26). It may not be immediately
obvious, however, why this contribution is dissipative, i.e.,
why it is always nonpositive, Eg < 0. To show this, it is
useful to introduce the following notation. Consider a
reaction pair (a) = (12 <> 34), with the direct reaction
defined as 12 — 34. Let Ny, be the number of particles of
species k produced in one direct reaction. Thus, for
the reaction 12 — 34, one has Ny, = Ny, = —1 and
N3) = Nyo) = +1.
We also define

AF(a) =T34 =Ty, (27)

where '1,_34 and I'54_,1, are the rates of the direct and
inverse reactions, respectively. Finally, we introduce the
chemical imbalance

Hia) = =HiNk@) = H1 + Ho = H3 = Ha. (28)

With this convention, y(,) is the energy released in one
direct reaction 12 — 34. A positive value of y(, therefore
means that the direct reaction is energetically favored over
the inverse one. For thermodynamically consistent reaction
rates, this implies that AL,y has the same sign as pg).
Conversely, if ) <0, the inverse reaction is favored
and AI',) <0. In chemical equilibrium, p,) =0 and
AT'(4)0 = 0, so that, to linf.:ar order, Sp(q) = H(q)-

We can now prove that Eg; is nonpositive. The particle
production rates can be written as

AT = Nj()AT (4, (29)
where summation over reaction pairs (a) is implied.

Substituting this expression into Eq. (26) and using the
definition (28), we obtain

Ediss = - / e”OAF(a)du(a)dV <0. (30)
The last inequality follows because AI'(,)6(,) > 0 for each
reaction pair.

For the particular chemical composition and set of
chemical reactions we consider, the sum over all reactions
(a) in the formula above can be equivalently rewritten as

SU=Hy—pn. O =2up— (p=-+4p).  (32)
The quantity oy, represents the chemical potential imbal-
ance (28) associated with the strong process (6), while du is
the chemical imbalance associated with any weak non-
leptonic process (1)—(3). Next, AT" denotes the production
rate of A hyperons or, equivalently, the consumption rate of
neutrons in the weak nonleptonic processes (1)—(3). Finally,
AT’ represents the production rate of protons/=Z~-hyperons
or, equivalently, half the consumption rate of A-hyperons,
associated with the strong process (6).

Using representation (31), we rewrite the energy dis-
sipation rate Ey (30) as

Fye = — / (SuAT + Su AT, )edV. (33)

The structure of Eg suggests the existence of two non-
dissipative limiting regimes: the frozen-reaction regime
(extremely slow reactions) and the instantaneous-
equilibrium regime (extremely fast reactions). In the former
case, the particle source terms are small while the chemical
potential imbalances remain finite. In the latter case, the
particle source terms may remain finite, but the chemical
potential imbalances are efficiently relaxed. In both limits,
the product AI'(,)6p(,) vanishes, and so does the corre-
sponding dissipation. Consequently, within the approxi-
mations adopted here, the contribution Su Al to Egg
vanishes, because the strong process is treated as equili-
brated: ou, — 0, while Al remains finite.

Generally, AI' is a nonlinear function of du. In the
so-called subthermal regime, however, when |5u| < T, one
can approximate AI' by the corresponding leading order
(linear) term in 6y, and write,

AT = Adu, (34)

where the coefficient 1 represents the so-called total
reaction rate associated with the weak processes (l)—(SS).2
In this limit, the hydrodynamic equations can be equiv-
alently reformulated in terms of an effective bulk viscosity

*In what follows, we assume that the inequality |5u| < T holds
and verify it numerically in Sec. III.
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¢ and chemically modified adiabatic index y. The transition
from one description to another relies on separating the
adiabatic part of the pressure perturbation from the dis-
sipative one: 0P = 6P, + 0P ;. The explicit form of 6P,
and 0Py is uniquely determined from continuity equa-
tions (10). Specifically, using linearized thermodynamic
relations (15) and continuity equations (10), one expresses
0P and d¢ as linear functionals of the Lagrangian displace-
ment € and then identifies dissipative and nondissipative
terms. Eventually, one finds that de does not contain a
dissipative contribution (see, e.g., [25,29]), and OPg;s,
0Py, and Oe can be obtained from the equations

SPgiss = —Ce™0/2divE, (35)
P

AP, =20 Ne — —y P divE, (36)
Wo

where Af =6f + (E-V)f, denotes the Lagrangian per-
turbation of a scalar f, and the information about the
chemical reactions is encoded in the effective bulk viscosity
coefficient { and chemically modified adiabatic index y. In
general, these coefficients depend on the density of the
matter, its temperature, and also on the perturbation
frequency. Their explicit form is automatically established
when deriving (35)—(36), once the relevant microphysics is
specified. For the chemical composition and reactions
considered in this study, a detailed derivation of y and {
can be found in [25]. The same reference also discusses
in detail the conditions under which the slow- and fast-
reaction limits are valid.

The Navier-Stokes equation in the discussed
effective description takes the following form (see, e.g.,
[25,26,30,31])

5Pad + 58
Wo
+ e72V(dive), (37)

e ow€E = V6P, + VP, — w VU

where the last term arises from 6P, and accounts for the
dissipative effect of reactions [compare with Eq. (9)]. It has
the same form as in the case of dissipation due to kinetic
bulk viscosity, that is usually described by introducing the
additional term

Toux = —Clg" + wu’](V,u) (38)
to the perfect-fluid stress-energy tensor 7 (14).
One can show that the energy dissipation rate (30)

expressed in terms of the effective bulk viscosity is given
by [25,26,30,31]

g = — / ((V, ) endV = — / C(divé)av. (39)

This formula can be derived in a way very similar to the
derivation of Eq. (26): via integrating the Euler equa-
tion (37) multiplied by e*o/2€.

As we mentioned previously, one of the effects of
dissipation is the heating of the neutron star’s hyperon
core at a rate (—Eg). Assuming, for simplicity, that the
redshifted temperature of the hyperon core, 7, is uniform
(although this is generally not the case”) while the temper-
ature of the outer layers remains unchanged, we find that
T* evolves in time according to

_Ediss ’ (40)

where C is the heat capacity of the hyperon stellar core.
Another important effect caused by dissipation is the
decrease of the orbital energy E; of the binary system,
which accelerates the inspiral compared to the adiabatic
case, when E ;4 decreases solely due to emission of GW.
This acceleration is conveniently quantified by the corre-
sponding shift A¢g,, that dissipation introduces to the
phase of the gravitational-wave signal. Assuming that the
shift accumulates between the times #; and t,, it can be
approximately calculated using the following formula (for
the derivation see, e.g., [29]):
1 .
M= [ 2000 ar (41)
n

orb

where Q(¢) is the frequency of the orbital motion. Within
the adopted perturbative approach, when evaluating the
phase shift, one can use functions Q(¢) and E,,, calculated
within the point-mass approximation (see Introduction),
since any corrections due to finite-size effects would
produce higher order contributions to A ;-

Note that all other effects contributing to the phase shift
(see, e.g., Refs. [4,29]), which are neglected here, are
cumulative. In particular, this includes the adiabatic effect
of reactions on the tidal deformability, arising from the
dependence of y on the reaction rate [32].

D. Estimating E ;,

To determine the phase shift A¢g or the stellar
heating, we first need to find the Lagrangian displace-
ment € that enters Eq. (39) for Eg. To this end, we
adopt a perturbative approach: we determine € by
neglecting dissipation, i.e., as a solution of the adiabatic
Euler equation (37) with ¢ = 0, subject to the boundary
conditions discussed at the end of Sec. II B, namely
regularity at the stellar center and vanishing total

The thermal conductivity timescale exceeds the inspiral
timescale, so the temperature profile should evolve with time,
depending on the local rate of energy dissipation and heat
capacity.
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pressure at the perturbed stellar surface. For this pur-
pose, it is convenient to substitute explicitly 6P,q and
Oe, expressed as linear functionals of the Lagrangian
displacement according to Eq. (36). Once the pressure
and energy-density perturbations are expressed through

8P,y + O€

Wo

Loy = —e"/2VSP,y + eo/?

Once the solution & is found, it can be used in the
expression (39) to estimate the leading order contribu-
tion to Ey.

In what follows, we consider two limits: when the
reactions are slow and when they are fast. As discussed
above, in these limits the dissipation is, indeed, small, and
the dissipative term only weakly affects € Moreover,
calculations of the dissipation rate of freely oscillating
hyperon stars (e.g., [25,33]) indicate that the dissipative
term in Navier-Stokes equation remains small even beyond
these limits, which justifies our approach across the entire
parameter range.

To proceed further, we need to specify the explicit form
of the gravitational tidal potential U generated by the
companion star. In this study, we model the companion star
as a point-mass object. Let us choose the orientation of the
coordinate system such that @ = z/2 corresponds to the
equatorial plane of the binary orbit (recall that the origin of
the coordinate system is placed at the center of mass of the
perturbed neutron star). Then, in the (7, 8, ¢)-coordinates,
the components of the companion star position vector D(t)
are D(t) = {D(r),n/2,®(r)}, and the full gravitational
potential U induced by the companion star inside the
neutron star is given by

U—__GM
r = D(1)]
!
r .
= —GM"Y Wiy oo e "0V, (0.9).  (44)
. D(1)

Here, G is the gravitational constant, M’ is the mass of the
companion, Y,,, are the spherical harmonics, and W,,, are
known numerical coefficients (see, e.g., Ref. [34]). The [ =
m = 0 term in this expansion does not depend on r and,
therefore, does not produce any acceleration. The sum of all
the [ = 1 terms is given by U;,_; = —(GM'/D?)(D - r) and
results in a uniform acceleration. Therefore, by definition,
[ =0 and [ =1 terms should be attributed to U, in the
decomposition U = Uy + U [recall the discussion before
Eq. (8)] and the tidal potential is then given by

&, the Euler equation (37) in the adiabatic limit ({ — 0)
takes the following form:

e /2y — L& = —e" 2wV, (42)

with the operator ﬁadE defined as

VP, =V [(VPO Et yPOdivf)e”O/z} 4 (Veg - €+ wodivE)V(en/2).  (43)

7l

7 !
U=-GM Zw,mw

1>2.m

MWy, (0,¢). (45)

Since r/D(t) < 1, the main contribution to U comes
from the lowest, / =2, harmonics with m = {0, £2}
(modes with m =41 do not contribute because
W, = W,_; = 0). Therefore, in what follows, we retain
only the / = 2 and m = {0, £2} contributions to the tidal
potential U.

To calculate €, we expand the Lagrangian displacement
into the basis {&,} of complex eigenfunctions &, of the
operator Zlad, where the index k labels different eigenfunc-
tions (see also Refs. [29,34-30])),

E(r) = ar(n)E(r), (46)
K
Loty + e 2wowpby =0,
APyk|r—g = 0.
&, is regular at r = 0, (47)

where R is the stellar radius. The numbers w) represent
the eigenfrequencies of the freely oscillating neutron star,
and vectors &, describe the spatial dependence of the
corresponding eigenfunctions (note that, in this basis, the
boundary conditions for € are satisfied automatically). In
what follows, for convenience, we normalize these func-
tions by the following condition:

[ et fedv = . “8)

To find the k-mode amplitude ay (¢), we expand € into
the introduced basis, multiply the Euler equation (42) by
&r, integrate over the stellar volume, and, using the
orthogonality (48) of the basis, arrive at the following
equation for the coefficient ay:

GM/Wlm Ok —im®(r)

D(t)Hl ¢ ’ (49)

dy + wia, =
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Ox = /dVe”O/szEﬁ VY06, 9)], (50)

where m is the magnetic quantum number of the mode k.
To proceed further, we, following Ref. [34], introduce the
function by (1),

ai (t) = GM'W,,, Oy by (1)e= ™). (51)

Defined this way, the functions by () evolve on the time-
scale ~D(t)/D(t) of the orbital evolution caused by GW
emission. Substituting Eq. (51) into Eq. (49), we then
obtain

. 1

by —2imQby + (0} —m>Q? —imQ)by = W (52)

where we have replaced ® = Q. As long as mQ < wy,
which holds at sufficiently large separation distances D, the
asymptotic solution obtained by neglecting the d/dt terms
provides a good approximation,

1
- D()]wy — m* (1)

by (1) (53)

Further, one can use €, defined by Eqgs. (46), (51), and (53),
to calculate the dissipation rate E, given by Eq. (39).
Noting that € is real valued (even though the basis
eigenfunctions are complex), we have

By = — / (divé)?dV = — / CdivédivE*dV
==Y ax(t)ag (1) / CdivE, divEsav, (54)

kk'

Note that the cross terms in Eq. (54) do not vanish
unless the modes have different angular dependence
(e.g., [29)). '

Strictly speaking, the accurate calculation of FEg;
requires summation over all modes k and k’. Such a
calculation is rather involved; below we simplify it by
adopting several approximations. First of all, we note that
the m = 0 modes actually almost do not contribute to E g,
since they perturb the stellar matter on the slow timescale of
the binary evolution [see Eq. (51) with m = 0]. Dissipation
caused by such slow perturbations is negligibly weak, since
they cannot significantly drive weak nonleptonic processes
out of equilibrium, which, therefore, remain equilibrated
[recall the discussion that accompanies Eq. (33)]. In
contrast, perturbations with m = 4+2 occur much faster,
approximately at the frequency @ = 2Q(¢). Therefore, we
suggest simplifying the calculation by keeping only the
[ =2 and m = £2 modes.

Next, it is well known (see, e.g., [32,34]) that the leading
contribution to & comes from the so-called f modes, and

it is tempting to retain only f modes in the decomposition
of & (46). By doing this one can show that

v e ~ 0.1 (59)
where £ is a typical magnitude of €, and the factor 0.1 arises
numerically due to well-known weak compressibility of
the f modes. This estimate, however, substantially differs
from the result known from the treatment not resorting to
eigenmode decomposition. Specifically, such calculation
reveals that, in nonbarotropic matter at low perturbation
frequency w = |m|Q = 2Q, divé€ is suppressed by a factor
~(w/N)? ~ (2Q)?/wg, where N is the so-called Brunt-
Viisild frequency, and w, ~ N is the eigenfrequency of
the main /=2 g-mode harmonic [w,/(27)~ 567 Hz
in our numerical model], see, e.g., [37] (their equation 62)
and [9,38]*

@ £ (2Q2¢
N2?R a)é R’

divE ~ (56)

We verified this scaling by performing low-frequency
response calculations for a simplified stellar model and
for external potential frequencies of 1 Hz and higher. Away
from the resonances with high-order g modes, our numeri-
cal results confirm the suppression given by Eq. (56).
Equation (56) shows that an f-mode-only truncation would
overestimate the compressive part of the tide. In the full
nonbarotropic response, the f-mode contribution to divé€ is
largely cancelled by contributions from the remaining
modes, yielding the scaling above. Dissipation driven by
div€ (e.g., bulk viscosity or diffusion) does not alter the
situation. It becomes evident from the consideration of a
limiting case of static tide, when divé = 0. In this case, the
solution to the dissipative equations coincides with that of
the nondissipative ones, as the dissipative term vanishes for
this solution. Based on the order-of-magnitude estimates
above, and combining Egs. (55) and (56), we see that

20)?
divé ~ 10 (w—z) VE]ode- (57)

g

To account approximately for this suppression of divé
when calculating Eg,, we propose replacing the summa-
tion over all modes in Eq. (54) by a summation over the
f modes only, multiplied by a phenomenological reduction
factor R(Q),

o sR D> (58)

(k.k’) €all modes (k.k’) € f-modes

“In this respect, dissipation due to diffusion at early stages of
the inspiral proposed in [29] is likely inefficient. The analysis
of [29] did not account for the suppression of divé.
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where R(Q) is given by

100225 100 22" < 1,
R(Q) = ) , (59)
L. 100228 > 1,
g

Then, using this simplified approach, the energy dissipation
rate (54) can be estimated by the following formula:

Ediss ~ —Rzak(t)ai:(t)/Cle&kdlvgl’;dVE
k

= dek(f)alf(t)Edissk, (60)
K

where the summation runs solely over the [ = 2, m = £2
f modes.

III. RESULTS OF NUMERICAL CALCULATIONS

We now turn to quantifying the impact of nonequilibrium
particle transformations during the inspiral. In our numeri-
cal calculations, we construct a hybrid stellar model. We
use the FSU2H EOS [39] for the stellar core and the
analytic fit to the BSk24 EOS [40] for the crust. The crust-
core interface is placed at the density at which the FSU2H
and BSk24 pressures coincide, p = 2.45 x 10'* gcm™. As
a reference configuration, we consider a general relativistic
neutron star model with central density p, ~ 10> gcm™,
radius R ~ 1.3 x 10% cm, and mass M = 1.85M.” Such a
neutron star contains both A- and E~ hyperons in its inner
core. The hyperon core is relatively extended, with radius
and enclosed mass approximately equal to 0.56R and
0.34M, respectively. Concerning the bulk viscosity coef-
ficient £, it is calculated following [6]. Specifically, we use
Eq. (13) and the fitting formulas (15), (41), and (42) of
Ref. [6]. A correction factor of 1.4 is applied to the
parameter ¢, entering equation (15) of [6], as described
at the end of their section V. Finally, the heat capacity C of
the hyperon core is calculated following [46], assuming
that all particle species contribute to C except for the
strongly superconducting E~ hyperons.

To estimate the stellar heating and the GW phase shift
caused by chemical reactions, we first calculate Eg. In
the subthermal regime, which, as verified below, holds
during most of the inspiral, the dissipation rate Eg can
be approximated by Eq. (60) (see also [26,47]). All
calculations below are performed for a companion mass

5Although neutron stars as massive as 1.85M have not yet
been observed in Galactic double neutron star systems, such
systems cannot be ruled out. For instance, a neutron star with a
mass of 1.65M (PSR J1913 + 1102) has already been detected
[41,42]. Moreover, the mass distributions of Galactic double
neutron stars and merging double neutron stars may differ [43].
The high total mass of the binary system that produced
GW190425 also supports this possibility [44,45].

M' = 1.4My. We use Eq. (60) with the asymptotic sol-
utions of the mode amplitudes ay, computed adopting
Egs. (51) and (53). The required eigenmodes &, and their
frequencies wy are determined as solutions of the eigen-
value problem (47). The time-dependence of the orbital
frequency Q(7) that enters these equations is calculated
within the point-mass approximation. Below, we express
the evolution of the system (in particular, the stellar heating
and accumulated phase shift) in terms of the frequency
vgw = 2Q/2x of the emitted gravitational waves, rather
than the time 1.

In general, the eigenfunctions &, appearing in the
expression for Eg depend on the rate of nonleptonic
reactions through the adiabatic index y. Once the particle
sources Al are specified, the continuity equations (10)
with thermodynamic relations (11), (12), and (15) allow
one to determine y at arbitrary reaction rates, as was done
in [25]. Here, however, we do not follow this rigorous
approach and instead employ a simplified treatment.
Specifically, we evaluate € in two limiting cases: (i) when
the nonleptonic reactions (1)—(3) are slow and thus almost
do not alter the composition, and (ii) when they are fast, so
that the stellar matter remains nearly in equilibrium with
respect to these reactions. We then calculate the dissipation
rate E i in these two limits and interpolate between them,
as described below.

To determine the appropriate interpolation, we first note
that the transition between the slow- and fast-reaction
regimes is governed locally by the dimensionless ratio
rgq' /w [25], where w is the perturbation frequency (in our
case, w ~ 2Q) and qul = 1 is the chemical equilibration
rate with B being the appropriate thermodynamic suscep-
tibility (in the notation of Ref. [6], B = n;'|d5u/dy;|). This
rate is often denoted by y in the bulk-viscosity literature
(see, e.g., [48]); we use re‘ql here to avoid confusion with the
chemically modified adiabatic index y. The slow- and fast-
reaction limits correspond to 7o < and 75 > o,
respectively. In other words, the eigenmodes obtained as
solutions of the eigenvalue problem (47) with the chemi-
cally modified adiabatic index y depend on the total
reaction rate A only through the ratio rgql /.

In degenerate matter, 55 is temperature-independent,
while the weak nonleptonic reaction rate satisfies 1 « T2
(T*)? (see, e.g., [6]). Thus, the transition can equivalently
be parametrized by the dimensional variable

v=(T%/10° K)o = (T</10°K)?/(2Q),  (61)

where 7% and T are the redshifted and local stellar
temperatures, respectively. Note that, since the stellar
matter is treated as degenerate, the temperature dependence
of the eigenmodes is caused solely by that of the total
reaction rate 4 and, therefore, can also be entirely described
in terms of the transition parameter v.
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Further, we note that the dependence of the bulk
viscosity coefficient { on 7% and @ can be parametrized
as @~ F(v), where F(v) is some function of the parameter
v (see equation 13 in [6]). Consequently, keeping in mind
that the temperature dependence of the eigenmodes is also
parametrized by v, we can write Eg o @' F(v), where
F(v) is a function of v. This result suggests that the
quantity wE g, o« F(v) can be considered as a function of
a single parameter v. We therefore evaluate a)EdiSS,k for a
range of v values in the slow- and fast-reaction limits and fit
the result with

wE gk = —kiv/(1 + kyv?), (62)

which smoothly interpolates between the two limits.® Here,
ky and k, are fitting parameters specific for each mode k.
For each of the /=2, m =+2 f modes we found
k= 1.94 x 10>* erg/ sec and k,= 4.23 x 107 sec™? [note,
that Eg has units erg sec, see Eq. (60)]. Notably, the
values of eigenfrequencies and overlap integrals almost
coincide in the two limits and are equal to wy = 1.37 x
10* s~! and Qy =~ 0.36 in our numerical model. Using the
resulting fits, together with the explicit expressions for the
mode amplitudes ) and the reduction factor R (59), we
determine with Eq. (60) the energy dissipation rate Eg =
E s (Q, T®) as a function of the redshifted temperature 7%
and orbital frequency Q(z).

We now compute the stellar heating and the GW phase
shift. To this end, we replace Ej, with its approximate
form given by Eq. (60), where, as announced above, we use
analytic fits (62) for Eggy and adopt w(f) = 2Q(z). To
calculate the reduction factor R entering Eq. (60), we
determine w,, and evaluate Eq. (59)." The resulting
dependence of the reduction factor R on the frequency
Ugw of the emitted gravitational waves is shown in Fig. 1.
Once the function Eg(Q,T%) is determined, we can
proceed to finding the temperature evolution 7%(7). We
specify initial stellar temperature at a large orbital separa-
tion, where dissipative heating does not yet affect the
thermal state (at vgw= 0.1 Hz in our numerical calcula-
tions). Solving Eq. (40) then gives the time evolution of
the redshifted temperature of the hyperon core, T*(¢).
This, in turn, allows us to calculate the phase shift Agg;g
by substituting the approximation (60) for Eg(t) =
E4is(Q(f), T (1)) into BEq. (41). Since the functions

%0One can show [25] that in these limits the eigenmodes weakly
depend on v, and the v-dependence of E is determined by
that of bulk viscosity, whose asymptotic behavior in the consid-
ered limits matches that of the suggested interpolation formula.

To evaluate w, we work in the limit of slow reactions (1)-(3),
since, as Fig. 1 suggests, R differs from unity at rather early
stages of the inspiral, when hyperon-core temperature is still
sufficiently low (see Fig. 2), so that reactions (1)—(3) are slow. As
we mentioned earlier, w,/(27) ~ 567 Hz.

1.0 —

0.8 —

0.6 —

0.4 —

0.2 —

0.0

0 100 200
vaw, Hz

FIG. 1. Reduction factor R as a function of the emitted
gravitational wave frequency.

T (1) and Q(1) are already known, Eq. (41) can be readily
integrated.

The resulting dependence of the redshifted temperature
T* on the frequency vgw of the emitted gravitational
waves is shown in Fig. 2 by solid lines for three
initial values of T% (at vgw= 0.1 Hz): T® = 10° K,
T =3x10° K, and 7% = 107 K. Dotted and dashed
lines are discussed at the end of this Section. At the early
stages of the inspiral (10 Hz < vgw < 10 Hz), the temper-
ature is still low, so that the system is in the slow-reaction
regime. During this stage, 7% increases exponentially with

9|IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII

L 105K i
Covvn b b by v v by gy 17

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
logo vaw, Hz

FIG. 2. Redshifted hyperon-core temperature as a function of
vGw for the three initial stellar temperatures: 106 K, 3 x 10% K,
and 107 K (solid lines). Dotted lines show the corresponding
results for R = 1, while dashed lines show the effect of neutron
superfluidity. Numbers next to the dashed curves indicate the
assumed uniform redshifted neutron critical temperature, nor-
malized to 10% K. See text for details.
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1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
log,o vaw, Hz

FIG. 3. Ratio 8u*®/(22T*) as a function of the gravitational-
wave frequency vy for three initial stellar temperatures: 10° K,
3 x 10° K, and 107 K (labeled in the plot). See text for details.

I/éf\{f and remains sensitive to its initial value. After the

transition to the fast-reaction regime, which occurs at
vgw ~ 150 Hz, T* becomes insensitive to the initial

temperature and follows the scaling 7% « yé/\g, [the reduc-
tion factor in Eq. (60) equals unity at this late stage of
the inspiral, see Fig. 1]. During the inspiral, the stellar
temperature reaches several times 10% K, significantly
higher than the typical values ~107 K obtained in previous
calculations [29,34,49,50].

Our calculations are valid only in the subthermal regime,
where op < T. To verify that the inspiral indeed proceeds
in this regime, we introduce the averaged redshifted
chemical imbalance, defined as

5 = (—Ege/I)V2 I, = / v, (63)

This definition of 6u* is motivated by the general for-
mula (33) for the energy dissipation, valid beyond the
subthermal regime, and the definition (34) of the total
reaction rate A, introduced in the subthermal regime. In
Fig. 3, we plot 61 /(22T) as a function of vgy." The fact
that this quantity remains below unity for almost the entire
inspiral9 confirms the validity of our assumption that the
inspiral proceeds in the subthermal regime.

At first glance, this result may seem to contradict
Ref. [9], which considered NSs composed of neutrons,
protons, and leptons. That reference found that the

In general, AT = 6u[l + 6u?/(2aT)?], see Eq. (40) of
[6,51]. Thus the true smallness parameter is 6u/(2zT).

It slightly exceeds unity at the early stage of the inspiral in our
example with the initial temperature 7% = 10® K. A more
accurate treatment beyond the subthermal regime would lead
to somewhat faster heating at 100 Hz < vgw < 100 Hz, but this
is not expected to significantly affect our results.

lYY‘YTTYNYYTT[TYYY

logy (TOC/TriO)

_211111111111111111

1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

log,o vaw, Hz

FIG. 4. Ratio of the stellar hyperon core temperature to the
temperature 7' (at which the bulk viscosity reaches its maximum
efficiency) as a function of vgy for three initial stellar temper-
atures, 10° K, 3 x 10° K, and 107 K (labeled in the plot). See text
for details.

chemical potential imbalance greatly exceeds the stellar
temperature during the inspiral. In fact, however, there is no
contradiction: hyperon nonleptonic reactions are much
faster than the Urca processes considered in Ref. [9] and
thus efficiently relax the chemical potential imbalances,
keeping the system in the subthermal regime. This is
illustrated in Fig. 4, where we show the ratio of the stellar
hyperon core temperature to the transition temperature 7',
defined as the temperature corresponding to the maximum
of |Eg| at a given perturbation frequency [the maximum
arises due to nonmonotonic behavior of the bulk viscosity ¢
as a function of the total reaction rate A, see, e.g., [25],
and in our numerical implementation corresponds to

T, = 105V2Q/ ké/ * K, see Eq. (62)]. At temperatures well
below T, oscillations proceed with an almost frozen
composition, so the chemical imbalances generated by
the perturbations do not relax efficiently (as in [9]), while at
temperatures well above T, the chemical composition
remains nearly equilibrated throughout the oscillation
cycle. Figure 4 indicates that, at the final stages of the
inspiral, when strong departures from chemical equilibrium
due to stellar deformations could in principle occur, the
system actually resides in the latter regime. This resolves
the apparent discrepancy with [9].

The phase shift A¢gg(vgw), calculated using Eq. (41),
is shown in Fig. 5. Solid lines correspond to the three initial
temperatures, discussed above. Other curves are discussed
at the end of this Section. The arbitrary additive constant in
the phase shift is chosen so that A¢gg(vgw = 1 Hz) = 0.
The figure shows that the bulk-viscosity contribution to the
phase is <1072 rad, well below the sensitivity of the LIGO
and Virgo detectors. Moreover, because this contribution is
degenerate with other physical effects, it is unlikely to be
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logyo vaw, Hz

FIG. 5. Phase shift due to bulk viscosity as a function of vgyw.
Notations are the same as in Fig. 2.

measured and disentangled observationally. These findings
are consistent with the estimates of Ref. [10], but are in
strong tension with the recent results of Ref. [12], who
reported much higher stellar temperatures and significantly
larger phase shifts for inspiraling hyperonic stars.

Further, in order to test the sensitivity of our results to the
adopted assumptions, we performed additional calcula-
tions. First, we considered the case R = 1 to illustrate the
role of the reduction factor R. This choice deliberately
removes the low-frequency suppression of div€é discussed
in Sec. II D. The corresponding results, shown by dotted
lines in Figs. 2 and 5 for three initial temperatures,
demonstrate that increasing ‘R allows dissipation to become
more efficient at earlier stages of the inspiral and, con-
sequently, leads to a larger accumulated phase shift.
Nevertheless, even for R = 1, the resulting phase shift
remains at the level of only a few times 1073 rad.

In addition, we carried out calculations for the case
where, besides strongly superconducting =~ hyperons,
neutrons are also moderately superfluid. In this case, we
accounted for the suppression of reactions (1)—(3) using
the superfluid reduction factors calculated in Ref. [25],
included the suppression of the neutron heat capacity using
the fit from Ref. [46], and modified the fitting formula (62).
The results of these calculations are shown in Figs. 2 and 5
by dashed lines. Next to each curve, we indicate the
redshifted critical neutron temperature, in units of 10% K,
assumed to be constant throughout the hyperonic core. The
initial temperature was taken to be 107 K. As seen from the
figures, neutron superfluidity delays the onset of efficient
dissipation and, consequently, reduces the accumulated
phase shift. In turn, proton superconductivity, if present,
would further delay the onset of efficient dissipation and
would therefore reduce the accumulated phase shift even
more. It should be noted, however, that in these calcula-
tions we assumed oy < T, which, strictly speaking, is not

satisfied throughout the inspiral in the presence of neutron
superfluidity. A fully self-consistent treatment would lead
to less delayed dissipation, followed by the temperature
approaching an asymptotic value. We leave such calcu-
lations beyond the scope of the present work.

Finally, to assess the maximum possible impact of
hyperon bulk viscosity within the present framework, we
performed an additional conservative calculation. In this
calculation, we treated neutrons as nonsuperfluid, set
R =1 in Eq. (60), and adopted the maximum absolute
value of Eg, ) at each orbital frequency @ = 2Q(1), corre-
sponding to T = T,. Thus, the calculation simultaneously
removes the low-frequency reduction of div€é and maximizes
the bulk-viscous dissipation at every stage of the inspiral.
The resulting phase shift may therefore be regarded as an
upper-limit estimate within our model. Integrating Eq. (41)
under these assumptions yields A¢ s = —7.7 x 107> rad at
vgw = 1000 Hz for our reference 1.85M o—1.4M, binary.

Notably, we find that our upper-limit estimate is much
smaller than the phase shift reported in Ref. [12]. To
examine whether the mass asymmetry is responsible for the
discrepancy with Ref. [12], we repeated the described
maximally conservative calculation for an equal-mass
1.85M 5—1.85M binary, accounting for bulk-viscous
dissipation in both stars. In this case we obtain Ag¢y;s ~
—1.0 x 1072 rad at vgw = 1000 Hz. Thus, removing the
mass asymmetry changes the upper-limit estimate only
moderately and cannot account for the substantially larger
phase shifts reported in Ref. [12]. Likewise, the difference
between the bulk viscosity coefficients used in the two
calculations is also insufficient to explain the discrepancy
fully. At n;, = 2.5n, and matched perturbation frequencies,
the peak values of the bulk viscosity inferred from Fig. 3
of Ref. [12] are approximately a factor of 2-3 larger
than the corresponding values obtained with the FSU2H-
based viscosity prescription adopted here. Although this
difference may contribute to the discrepancy, it is still not
pronounced enough to explain it completely. Unfortunately,
a definitive comparison of the two calculations is hindered
by the fact that some details required to reconstruct the
dissipation rate of Ref. [12] are not specified.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

During binary neutron star inspiral, tidal forces drive the
stellar matter out of mechanical and chemical equilibrium.
The resulting nonequilibrium perturbations can be damped
by various dissipative mechanisms, which convert part of
the orbital energy into heat inside the star. In this study, we
examined the effect of particle reactions in hyperonic
neutron-star matter, usually described in terms of hyperon
bulk viscosity. Contrary to what might be expected from the
estimates of Ref. [12], we find that hyperon bulk viscosity
has only a very small effect on the gravitational-wave
phase of inspiraling neutron stars. In our models, the
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corresponding phase shift does not exceed a few times
1073 rad (see Fig. 5), even though the adopted stellar
model possesses a relatively extended hyperon core.
Importantly, this small phase shift is not a consequence
of the reduction factor (59) introduced to model the low-
frequency suppression of divé: even a maximally con-
servative calculation with R = 1 gives |A¢giss| < 1072 rad
up to vgw = 1000 Hz. This is far below the sensitivity
of currently operating gravitational-wave detectors and is
likely too small to be disentangled even with next-
generation observatories, especially in view of other theo-
retical and astrophysical uncertainties. At the same time,
hyperon bulk viscosity can noticeably affect the thermal
evolution of the hyperonic core. In particular, in the models
considered here, viscous heating can raise the core temper-
ature up to approximately 5 x 10® K; see Fig. 2.
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