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ABSTRACT
Core-collapse supernovae are predicted to produce gravitational waves (GWs) that may be detectable

by Advanced LIGO/Virgo. These GW signals carry information from the heart of these catacylsmic
events, where matter reaches nuclear densities. Recent studies have shown that it may be possible to
infer properties of the proto-neutron star (PNS) via gravitational waves generated by hydrodynamic
perturbations of the PNS. However, we lack a comprehensive understanding of how these relationships
may change with the properties of core-collapse supernovae. In this work, we build a self-consistent
suite of over 1000 exploding core-collapse supernovae from a grid of progenitor masses and metallicities
combined with six different nuclear equations of state. Performing a linear perturbation analysis on
each model, we compute the resonant gravitational-wave frequencies of the PNS, and we motivate
a time-agnostic method for identifying characteristic frequencies of the dominant gravitational-wave
emission. From this, we identify two characteristic frequencies, of the early- and late-time signal, that
measure the surface gravity of the cold remnant neutron star, and simultaneously constrain the hot
nuclear equation of state. However, we find that the details of the core-collapse supernova model, such
as the treatment of gravity or the neutrino transport, and whether it explodes, noticeably change the
magnitude and evolution of the PNS eigenfrequencies.

1. INTRODUCTION

Core-collapse supernovae (CCSNe) are the deaths of
massive stars & 8 M�

1. At the end of their stellar life-
time, massive stars have developed a dense core of iron-
group nuclei that cannot undergo further fusion reac-
tions to produce the excess energy required to support
the star against gravitational collapse. Eventually, the
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cfrohli@ncsu.edu, newolfe@mit.edu

1 Stars of 8–10 M� undergo collapse of the ONeMg core due to
electron capture reactions, while stars & 10 M� undergo gravi-
tational collapse of the Fe-core, though the exact limits are un-
certain and depend also on the metallicity.

stellar core begins to contract and then collapse in on
itself under gravity. The weight of the infalling star
compresses the iron core, inducing electron capture re-
actions onto the iron nuclei, converting protons into neu-
trons. At the end of this neutronization, the iron core
is predominantly composed of neutrons. The neutron
degeneracy pressure is sufficient to halt further com-
pression, “core bounce” occurs, and an outward moving
shock wave is formed, which soon stalls and becomes a
standing accretion shock. In the neutrino-driven super-
nova mechanism, if the combined influence of neutrino
(re-)absorption and hydrodynamic instabilities behind
the shock are sufficiently large, the shock is revived and
propagates through the collapsing star, gravitationally
unbinding the outer layers in a successful supernova ex-
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plosion. If the shock cannot be successfully revived, the
infalling stellar material will continue to accrete through
the shock and increase the mass of the central object,
eventually forming a black hole. By achieving core den-
sities at or beyond the nuclear saturation density, & 1014

g/cm3, at high temperatures O(10 − 100 MeV), core-
collapse supernovae are compelling laboratories for ex-
treme nuclear matter.
Gravitational waves (GWs) are a long-postulated as-

trophysical messenger from CCSNe that will yield new
insights into fundamental nuclear physics (Ruffini &
Wheeler 1971). Generated by quadrupole mass oscil-
lations, gravitational waves emitted during core col-
lapse are expected to originate near or within the proto-
neutron star (PNS), from rotation of the core (Moench-
meyer et al. 1991; Dimmelmeier et al. 2001; Richers
et al. 2017, and references therein), convection within
the PNS (Burrows & Hayes 1996; Müller & Janka 1997;
Müller et al. 2004), or hydrodynamic plumes outside of
the PNS striking its surface and perturbing its dense nu-
clear material (Murphy et al. 2009; Warren et al. 2020).
It is this latter mechanism for GW generation in core-
collapse supernovae that is thought to be the excitation
that dominates the GW signal amplitude (Marek et al.
2009; Murphy et al. 2009; Müller et al. 2013; Kuroda
et al. 2016; Nakamura et al. 2016; O’Connor & Couch
2018; Morozova et al. 2018; Torres-Forné et al. 2018;
Powell & Müller 2019; Radice et al. 2019).
Gravitational waves emitted by core collapse are ex-

pected to be generated without interference from other
regions or physical processes in dying stars, making
these signals ideal probes into the behavior of matter
at the extreme nuclear densities of the PNS. There are
already real detection prospects for these signals; at
design sensitivity, the twin Advanced LIGO detectors
(LIGO Scientific Collaboration et al. 2015) plus Ad-
vanced Virgo detector (Acernese et al. 2015) are ex-
pected to be sensitive to non-rotating core-collapse su-
pernovae within ∼10 kpc (within the Milky Way), and
in highly-rotating models of core collapse, as far as 50

kpc (Szczepańczyk et al. 2021)2. Though this distance is
well within the Milky Way and its satellite galaxies, we
expect at least one such “galactic” supernova every cen-
tury (Adams et al. 2013; Rozwadowska et al. 2021). Fu-
ture detectors, like Cosmic Explorer (Evans et al. 2021),
Einstein Telescope (Hild et al. 2011) and NEMO (Ack-
ley et al. 2020), will be more sensitive to the predicted

2 For LIGO O4/O5 design sensitivities, using the coherent Wave-
Burst (Klimenko et al. 2016) pipeline (for predictions based on
other pipelines and interferometer sensitivity curves, see Arnaud
et al. 1999; Hayama et al. 2015; Gossan et al. 2016).

frequency band of core-collapse gravitational wave emis-
sion. Thus, it is likely that we will observe at least
one core-collapse event in gravitational-waves within the
next few decades.
Many studies have sought to understand the hy-

drodynamic source of gravitational waves and detec-
tion prospects of these signals using two- and three-
dimensional models of core collapse (Marek et al. 2009;
Murphy et al. 2009; Müller et al. 2013; Yakunin et al.
2015; Kuroda et al. 2016; Nakamura et al. 2016; An-
dresen et al. 2017; Powell & Müller 2019; Radice et al.
2019; Mezzacappa et al. 2020; Vartanyan & Burrows
2020; Andresen et al. 2021; Takiwaki et al. 2021; Bugli
et al. 2022; Mezzacappa et al. 2023; Vartanyan et al.
2023). In pursuit of core-collapse gravitational-wave
phenomenology, some recent work has found that the
frequency structure of gravitational waves produced by
the collapse of astrophysically rare progenitors may de-
pend on the equation of state; for example, Richers
et al. (2017) with rotating models of core-collapse and
Jakobus et al. (2023) with two high-mass (35 M� and
85 M�), zero-metallicity progenitors. However, due to
the extreme computational cost of multi-dimensional
models, it is not yet possible to fully explore the ob-
servational consequences of core-collapse gravitational
waves across a landscape of stellar progenitor proper-
ties, nuclear equation of state configurations, and other
relevant (astro)physics. In addition, multi-dimensional
models often rely on approximations to general relativ-
ity that have a non-negligible impact on the spectrum of
gravitational waves emitted during core collapse (Dim-
melmeier et al. 2001; Fryer & New 2011; Müller et al.
2013; Morozova et al. 2018; Torres-Forné et al. 2019b;
Powell & Müller 2019; Sotani & Takiwaki 2020a).
Nevertheless, multi-dimensional studies serve as vital

guides to the morphology of core-collapse gravitational-
wave signals. In particular, multi-dimensional mod-
els consistently produce gravitational-wave signals with
a stochastic amplitude, but well-structured time-
frequency evolution3. Asteroseismology studies in
spherical symmetry which focus on the time-frequency
evolution (but forgo GW amplitude information) have
emerged as a complimentary approach for studying the
GW signal from CCSNe.
Neutron star asteroseismology is well established for

cold neutron stars settled in a steady state after their
violent birth, particularly in the context of searches for
continuous gravitational-wave signals (see for example

3 This is observationally-convenient as gravitational-wave detec-
tors are more sensitive to the frequency evolution than the am-
plitude evolution (The LIGO Scientific Collaboration et al. 2021).
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the review by Sieniawska & Bejger 2019, and references
therein). Recent studies have applied linear pertur-
bation analyses for asteroseismology of the hot, proto-
neutron star during core collapse, using simplified mod-
els of its evolution (Sotani & Takiwaki 2016) as well as
full metric and hydrodynamic data in the proto-neutron
star domain generated by numerical simulations (Torres-
Forné et al. 2018; Morozova et al. 2018; Torres-Forné
et al. 2019b). These works has clarified the role of gen-
eral relativity in such analyses (Morozova et al. 2018;
Torres-Forné et al. 2019b; Sotani & Takiwaki 2020a) and
attempted to analytically fit different frequency modes
as a function of bulk PNS properties (Torres-Forné et al.
2019a; Sotani et al. 2021; Mori et al. 2023). However, it
remains difficult to draw conclusions about the observa-
tional consequences of CCSN gravitational waves due to
uncertainties introduced by the choice of mode classifi-
cation schemes (Torres-Forné et al. 2018, 2019b), by the
choice of boundary conditions (Sotani et al. 2019, 2021),
and by the setup of the physical assumptions made in
different simulations of core collapse (such as neutrino
or gravitational physics, among others).
Here, we seek to build a single, self-consistent phe-

nomenology of core-collapse gravitational waves around
neutron star structure in general and the nuclear equa-
tion of state in particular. To this end, we conduct an
asteroseismological analysis of a large suite of supernova
models. We use the spherically-symmetric PUSH code to
perform 1,684 simulations of stellar collapse and explo-
sion for a grid of 174 progenitors between 10.8 and 40
M� at three different metallicities (solar, sub-solar, and
zero) and six different nuclear equations of state (EOS).
The detailed information on the time evolution of the
PNS from our core collapse simulations is used as input
to the GREAT code to calculate the resonant frequen-
cies of the PNS, following the method of Torres-Forné
et al. (2019b) (TF19 hereafter). We then apply mod-
ern statistical methods to these resonant eigenfrequen-
cies to identify correlations between the early (late) time
frequencies, the surface gravity of the remnant neutron
star, and the nuclear equation of state.
In Section 2 we describe our numerical setup and the

nuclear equations of state used. We also provide a sum-
mary of all core-collapse simulations performed. Then,
in Section 3, we detail the linear perturbation analysis
that yields eigenfrequencies for each model. In Section 4,
we develop a method for characterizing the frequency
structure of these eigenfrequencies, driven by correla-
tions between the evolution of the eigenfrequencies and
both the remnant neutron star mass and equation of
state. We further investigate these relationships in Sec-
tion 5, and find two characteristic frequencies of the

dominant part of the gravitational-wave signal which
can constrain the nuclear equation of state and measure
the remnant surface gravity. Finally, we summarize and
discuss our results in Section 6.

2. NUMERICAL SETUP AND MODELS

In this study, we analyze the gravitational wave eigen-
frequencies of 1,684 core-collapse supernova simulations
spanning a range of progenitor star ZAMS masses (10.8
to 40 M�) at three different metallicities (Z/Z� = 1,
10−4, 0).
All core-collapse supernova simulations are performed

with the code Agile-IDSA, which uses the spherically-
symmetric, general relativistic, adaptive-mesh hydro-
dynamics code Agile (Liebendörfer et al. 2001), the
Isotropic Diffusion Source Approximation (IDSA) for
the transport of electron-flavor neutrinos and antineutri-
nos (Liebendörfer et al. 2009), and the Advanced Spec-
tral Leakage (ASL) scheme for the transport of heavy-
flavor (muon and tau) neutrinos and anti-neutrinos
(Perego et al. 2016). For matter at high density in
nuclear statistical equilibrium, we employ a set of six
finite-temperature nuclear equations of state for matter:
DD2 (Hempel & Schaffner-Bielich 2010), SFHo (Steiner
et al. 2013), SFHx (Steiner et al. 2013), BHBλφ (Banik
et al. 2014), TM1 (Hempel & Schaffner-Bielich 2010),
and NL3 (Hempel & Schaffner-Bielich 2010). These
equations of state are largely differentiated by how they
parameterize interactions between nucleons in dense nu-
clear matter, and the experimental and theoretical data
they use to calibrate these models. The SFHo and SFHx
equations of state share the same underlying model, with
additional calibrations to known neutron star masses
and radii. The TM1 and NL3 equations of state are sim-
ilar parameterizations, where TM1 uses slightly more re-
cent experimental data. Finally, DD2 and BHBλϕ treat
nuclear matter in the same manner, however BHBλϕ
also includes hyperons at high densities. All six nuclear
EOS considered here allow for a maximum neutron star
mass above 2 M�. Combined, these equations of state
cover a large range of possible scenarios for the behavior
of matter at extreme densities, as can be seen in Fig-
ure 1.
All simulations in this work rely on the PUSH method

(Perego et al. 2015; Ebinger et al. 2019) to trigger ex-
plosions in spherical symmetry. In the PUSH method, a
fraction of the heavy-flavor neutrino energy is deposited
behind the shock, mimicking in spherically-symmetric
CCSN simulations the enhanced neutrino-heating ob-
served in multi-dimensional simulations (Perego et al.
2015). This energy deposition is formulated via a
parametrized heating term Q+

push(t, r) (energy per unit
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Table 1. Progenitor models used in this study.

Series Metallicity Mmin Mmax ∆m EOS
(Z�) (M�) (M�) (M�)

s 1 10.8 28.2 0.2 all
29.0 40.0 1.0 all

w 1 12.0 33.0 1.0 all
35.0 40.0 5.0 all

u 10−4 11.0 40.0 1.0 DD2
u 10−4 11.0 40.0 0.2 not DD2
z 0 11.0 40.0 1.0 all

Note—All simulations were performed using six nuclear
EOS (SFHo, SFHx, DD2, BHBλϕ, TM1, NL3), for a to-
tal of 1,684 supernova models, of which 1,057 are exploding
models and are analyzed in this work. Note that the sim-
ulations with the DD2 EOS are taken from Ebinger et al.
(2019) and Ebinger et al. (2020). In the case of the u-series,
the simulations with the DD2 EOS have a larger mass spac-
ing ∆m than for the other five EOSs. The progenitors of the
s-, u-, and z-series are from Woosley et al. (2002); those of
the w-series are from Woosley & Heger (2007). When ref-
erencing specific models studied in this work, we will label
them as {metallicity series}{ZAMS mass}_{EOS}.

mass and time) for each radial position r and each time
t. There are two free parameters, kpush and trise which
control the temporal behavior of the push-heating. Fol-
lowing Ebinger et al. (2019), we set trise = 400 ms and
kpush is a parabolic function of compactness ξM . We
follow O’Connor & Ott (2011) for the definition of com-
pactness,

ξM =
M/M�

R(M)/1000 km
, (1)

where R(M) is the radius which encloses the mass M .
As in Ebinger et al. (2019), we evaluate the compactness
for an enclosed massM = 2.0 M� at the time of bounce.
The initial conditions for the simulations are 174 pro-

genitor models taken from the KEPLER stellar evolution
code with zero-age main sequence (ZAMS) masses be-
tween 10.8 M� and 40 M� at solar, sub-solar, and zero
metallicity (Woosley et al. 2002; Woosley & Heger 2007),
as summarized in Table 1. For all progenitors, the pre-
explosion material up to the helium shell (corresponding
to a radial coordinate of 2× 109 cm – 3× 1010 cm) was
mapped to 180 radial zones in Agile-IDSA. The adap-
tive grid algorithm in the Agile code places more ra-
dial zones near steep thermodynamic gradients, achiev-
ing the highest radial resolution at the PNS surface
with a typical resolution among our models of 20 zones
(out of 180 in total) in the region with densities of
1010 g/cm

3
< ρ < 1012 g/cm

3.

All simulations were run for a total time of 7 s, except
those using the DD2 EOS which are taken from Ebinger
et al. (2019) and were run for a total of 5 s. At the end of
a simulation with Agile-IDSA, we post-process the sim-
ulation data to compute quantities such as the explosion
energy (Eexp) and the mass cut (mcut), as described in
detail in Section 2.5.1 of Perego et al. (2015). If the final
explosion energy Eexp > 0, we categorize the model as
an exploding model and otherwise as a non-exploding
model. We define the proto-neutron star as the region
where the density ρ ≥ 1011 g/cm3 and we use MPNS to
denote the mass enclosed by this density. Finally, we
use Mrem to denote the gravitational birth mass of the
final cold neutron star.
In this work, we evolved 174 progenitors from the

onset of core collapse through explosion (or failure to
explode), using six nuclear equations of state for each
progenitor for a total of 1,684 models. Of these, 1,057
successfully exploded while 477 failed to explode. An ad-
ditional 130 simulations could not be confidently catego-
rized as a successful or failed explosion, and hence were
excluded from this analysis. An additional 20 models
are not run yet. Hence, the following sections only in-
clude the 1,057 simulations which successfully exploded
and formed a neutron star.
In Figure 1, we show for all 1,057 simulations the grav-

itational birth mass of the resulting cold neutron star
as a function of its radius, overplotted with the mass-
radius relation for each equation of state included in
this study. Our models densely cover a range of neu-
tron star masses at and above the theoretical minimum
of ∼1.4 M� but well below the largest observed neu-
tron star masses. The mass distribution of NSs from
our models is consistent with that of isolated neutron
stars observed to date (Meskhi et al. 2022). We note
that the large (∼15 km) radii of our neutron stars with
the TM1 and the NL3 equations of state are largely in-
consistent with constraints on neutron star radii from
GW observations of a binary neutron star merger (Ab-
bott et al. 2018) and from x-ray observations of pulsars
with NICER (Raaijmakers et al. 2021). These models
are still useful to include to expand the parameter space
of nuclear physics considered in our study.

3. GRAVITATIONAL WAVE EIGENFREQUENCIES

3.1. PNS eigenfrequencies from perturbation analysis

Gravitational waves are, at lowest-order, quadrupolar
phenomena, generated by aspherical motions of matter.
In the weak-field limit, for gravitational radiation from
an astrophysical source, the amplitude (‘strain’) and fre-
quencies of gravitational waves are determined by a wave
equation in 3+1 spacetime. A spherically-symmetric
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Figure 1. Mass-radius relationship for the six nuclear EOSs considered in this work. The remnant massMrem is the gravitational
birth mass of cold neutron stars and and Rrem is the corresponding radius. The markers indicate the 1,057 exploding models
from this work. Different markers correspond to different progenitor metallicities. The transparent lines are the complete
mass-radius relations for each EOS.

matter distribution lacks a quadrupole moment, hence
our supernova models produce no gravitational radia-
tion. Instead, we use a linear perturbation analysis to
calculate the eigenfrequencies of the proto-neutron star.
Two- and three-dimensional simulations of core col-

lapse often produce a loud, monotonically increasing
feature in the time-frequency evolution of the gravita-
tional waves that dominates the signal (e.g. see Fig-
ure 7 of Powell & Müller (2019) or Figure 5 of Radice
et al. (2019)). Several works have applied a linear per-
turbation analysis of the PNS in 2D core-collapse simu-
lations (Morozova et al. 2018; Torres-Forné et al. 2018,
2019b, e.g.) and find that some modes trace this ‘loud’
feature of the GW spectrogram. Our approach in this
work is the same as in TF19. Thus, we expect certain
eigenfrequencies to be the frequencies of gravitational
waves generated by perturbations of the compact proto-
neutron star.
First, we briefly summarize the key elements of the

fully-general relativistic linear perturbation analysis of

a spherically-symmetric, self-gravitating fluid in equilib-
rium from TF19. This method assumes a static, equi-
librium solution to the hydrodynamic background equa-
tions. Then, the background solution is linearly per-
turbed, allowing for perturbations to the lapse and the
conformal factor, i.e. to all metric terms. Eulerian per-
turbations are denoted with δ and Lagrangian perturba-
tions with ∆. So, the linear Eulerian perturbation of a
hydrodynamic variable y is y → y + δy, and this can be
related to the Lagrangian perturbation of that variable
as

∆y = δy + ξi
∂y

∂xi
, (2)

where the latin index i denotes a spatial coordinate and
ξi is the magnitude of the Lagrangian displacement of a
fluid element along the spatial coordinate xi. Perturb-
ing the background hydrodynamic equations by an Eu-
lerian perturbation thus introduces the Lagrangian dis-
placements ξi throughout the system of equations, and
so we may solve for these displacements. The Eulerian
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displacement of a hydrodynamic variable can be decom-
posed using spherical harmonics4 to separately expose
the (time-dependent) angular and radial dependence, as

δy = δŷ(r)Ylm(θ, ϕ) e−iσt. (3)

In this equation, i =
√
−1 is the unit imaginary num-

ber, t denotes time, δŷ(r) is the scalar magnitude of the
perturbation δy and the radial dependence of the per-
turbation, Ylm(θ, ϕ), is the standard spherical harmonic
function of degree l and order m, and σ is an eigen-
value for which a perturbation satisfies the linearized
general-relativistic hydrodynamics equations and appro-
priate outer boundary condition.
In this form, we can identify the Lagrangian displace-

ments for each spatial coordinate (r, θ, ϕ) as

ξr = ηr(r)Ylm(θ, ϕ)e−iσt, (4)

ξθ = η⊥(r)
1

r2
∂Ylm
∂θ

e−iσt, (5)

ξϕ = η⊥(r)
1

r2 sin2 θ

∂Ylm
∂ϕ

e−iσt, (6)

where ηr(r) and η⊥(r) are the magnitude of the radial
and non-radial perturbation associated with a particular
l,m. In this work we only consider perturbations of
degree l = 2 (the leading order), as perturbations of
higher degrees are expected to contribute negligibly to
the signal amplitude (Torres-Forné et al. 2018)5.
The eigenfrequencies are calculated by integrating the

linearized equations of general relativistic hydrodynam-
ics from the center of the PNS to its surface, defined
as the density contour at ρ = 1011 g/cm3, at different
values of the radial frequency σ. We enforce an inner
boundary condition of ηr = 0 at the origin. At the PNS
surface, we assume that the pressure is in equilibrium,
i.e. ∆P = 0, yielding the following outer boundary con-
dition

qσ2η⊥ + ρh

(
δψ̂

ψ
− δQ̂

Q

)
+ ηr

∂P

∂r
= 0, (7)

where h is the relativistic enthalpy and σ is as defined
for Equation 3. Finally, q = ρhα−2 ψ4 and Q = αψ

follows the notation of TF19. Enforcing ∆P = 0 at the
surface of the PNS is equivalent to treating the PNS as
being in vacuum. An alternative choice of outer bound-
ary condition would be to enforce ηr = 0 at the shock
radius, as in Torres-Forné et al. (2018) and in TF19,

4 The spherical harmonics form a complete orthonormal basis for
real-valued functions on the surface of a sphere of radius r.

5 We need not specify m as the magnitudes η are independent of
m in spherically-symmetric backgrounds.

which implies no displacement beyond the shock. While
this is a more correct physical assumption than ∆P = 0

at the PNS surface, ηr(r) suffers noticeable numerical
noise due to the relatively low-resolution of radial zones
near the shock radius in the Lagrangian treatment of
Agile. Thus, additional manual tuning is required to
identify modes, which is not feasible for 1,057 models.
However, we have checked that, for the modes consid-
ered in this work, the mode frequency does not change
by more than ∼5% if either of these boundary conditions
is used.
The inner boundary condition is enforced via the

shooting method, and then the system of equations is
integrated for valid inner boundary conditions, yielding
ηr, η⊥, δQ̂, and δψ̂. Upon completion of this integration,
the outer boundary condition is evaluated for a series of
test values of σ, with the terms ρ, h, ψ, Q and ∂P/∂r
taken from the input hydrodynamic background. Those
values of σ that satisfy the outer boundary condition
yield eigenfrequencies σ/2π.

3.2. Application to General Relativistic, Spherically
Symmetric Models

In this work, we post-process our core-collapse sim-
ulations with the method of TF19 to calculate the
gravitational-wave eigenfrequencies of the PNS in each
model. We utilize v1.2 of the publically-available code
GREAT from the same authors to perform this analysis.
However, a key difference between their work and this
work lies in the treatment of gravity in the simulations
of core collapse. In TF19, the method was applied to
two-dimensional simulations mostly using an approxi-
mate relativistic treatment of gravity (“CoCoNuT” mod-
els being the exception, see also the caption to Figure 8).
Our models from Agile are spherically symmetric us-
ing a fully general-relativistic (GR) treatment of grav-
ity. These mathematically and physically different treat-
ments of gravity require different approaches to correctly
calculate the gravitational wave frequency structure.
The primary difference between these treatments of

gravity is the chosen gauge. In geometric units of c =

G = 1, the metric used in TF19 is

ds2 = −α2dt2 + ψ4(t, r, θ, ϕ)
(
dr2 + r2dΩ2

)
, (8)

where α is the lapse function, dΩ2 = dθ2 + sin2(θ)dϕ2 is
the solid angle element, and ψ(t, r, θ, ϕ) is the conformal



Gravitational Waves from CCSNe 7

factor6. Meanwhile in Agile, the metric is

ds2 = −α2dt2 + (4πr2ρ(t, r))−2dr2 + r2dΩ2, (9)

where ρ(t, r) is the density of material in the zone at
radius r at time t. There is no immediately obvious rea-
son — in particular for the PNS — that the spatial part
of the fully-general relativistic Agile metric should be
flat (i.e. that ψ should be constant in space after an ap-
propriate coordinate transformation), and thus we need
to calculate ψ from the output data from Agile. We
achieve this by finding a conformal radius r̃ that yields
a conformally-flat decomposition of the Agile metric,
and use this to calculate ψ. By providing r̃ in place of
the areal radius as well as ψ as inputs to GREAT, we do
not have to make any modifications to GREAT to account
for the different treatment of gravity in the core-collapse
simulations. The details of this transformation can be
found in Appendix A.

3.3. Fundamental Mode Identification

When provided hydrodynamic background data from
one of our models as input, the GREAT code yields a
set of eigenfrequencies at each timestep, and a discrete
function ηr(r) associated with each eigenfrequency. To
classify these eigenfrequencies, we employ the Cowling
classification scheme (Cowling 1941). In this scheme,
the mode number associated with a particular eigenfre-
quency is the number of zero-crossings, n, in the ηr(r)
function associated with that eigenfrequency. The fun-
damental (f) mode is the nodeless mode (n = 0). The
g-modes (p-modes) are identified by decreasing (increas-
ing) frequency for increasing n, among eigenfrequencies
below (above) the f -mode. Generally, buoyancy (grav-
ity) is the restoring force for g-modes and pressure is
the restoring force for p-modes. We note, however, that
there is an on-going discussion in the literature about the
detailed nature of these modes (e.g. TF19 and Torres-
Forné et al. (2019a)). In Figure 2, we show the eigenfre-
quencies calculated with GREAT for an example model,
s19.0_SFHo, with the f -mode (green) and the g1-mode
(blue) identified. The other modes are displayed in grey.
The goal of this classification is to find the domi-

nant mode of the gravitational-wave emission. Although
at late times the f -mode of the PNS appears to be
the dominant mode, at early times the g1-mode domi-
nates gravitational-wave emission (see discussion in Sec-
tion 5.2). The change of character of the dominant mode

6 Generally, this decomposition of the metric into a timelike com-
ponent and flat spatial metric multiplied by a factor ψ is known
as a conformally-flat metric (Alcubierre 2008). Note, however,
that a conformally flat metric is not actually spatially flat if ψ is
not constant in space.
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Figure 2. Eigenfrequencies for the s19.0_SFHo model as a
function of the time post bounce. The fundamental mode
(green), g1-mode (blue), and other eigenmodes (grey) are
identified using the Cowling scheme, determined by the num-
ber of zero-crossings n found in the ηr(r) function associated
with each frequency.

occurs due to an avoided crossing taking place typically
at about 0.4 s after bounce (see Figure 2). Alternative
classifications (e.g matching classification, see TF19)
based on similarity of eigenfunctions, provide much more
consistent identification of the dominant mode7. How-
ever, they require a degree of manual tuning that is not
feasible to conduct for the 1,057 eigenfrequency analy-
ses of this work. The consequences of our choice are
discussed in the next sections.

4. CHARACTERISTIC GW FREQUENCIES

4.1. Time-frequency Evolution

In this section, we investigate the evolution of the
fundamental mode in the first 0.7 seconds post-bounce.
With the fundamental mode only emerging at ∼0.2 sec-
onds post-bounce in most of our models, this yields a
window of ∼0.5 seconds that lines up with the approx-
imate window in which we expect it to be possible to
reconstruct the time-frequency evolution of the core-
collapse signal (Powell & Müller 2022; Bizouard et al.
2021; Bruel et al. 2023).
Following the procedure for eigenfrequency calculation

and mode classification described in Section 3, we identi-
fied the f -mode as a function of the post-bounce time tpb
for all 1,057 models that successfully exploded, yielding
a discrete function f(tpb) for each model. In Figure 3 we
show for all models of this work the f -mode frequency
as a function of the time post bounce, per equation of

7 For comparison with the work of Torres-Forné et al. (2019a) using
the matching classification, the f -mode (at late times) of this
work corresponds to the 2g2 mode of theirs.
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Figure 3. The time-frequency evolution of the f -mode for each model in the time interval from 0.2 to 0.7 seconds post-bounce,
organized by nuclear equation of state and colored by the cold neutron star remnant mass.

state and colored by the (gravitational) remnant mass
Mrem of the cold neutron star. Qualitatively, the re-
sults are very similar across all equations of state: the
f -mode frequencies at early times (tpb . 0.4 seconds)
are tightly clustered for all models using the same EOS,
whereas at later times (tpb & 0.4 seconds) there is a
spread in the frequencies which correlates with the rem-
nant mass. Additionally, we observe that the f -mode
frequency at early times and at late times depends on
the EOS. We also note that, for all models, the f -mode
monotonically increases with time for much of its evolu-
tion, as seen in similar studies (Torres-Forné et al. 2018,
2019b; Morozova et al. 2018), allowing us to identify the
early-time period with low f -mode frequencies and the
late-time period with higher frequencies.
In Figure 4 we provide a different view of the same

data as in Figure 3, collecting the f -mode frequencies
from 0.2s up to 0.7s post-bounce into a histogram for
each model, sorted by nuclear EOS. The histograms
shown in color are from the models yielding the min-
imum, median, and maximum remnant mass per EOS.
This further supports the patterns we identified with
Figure 3, emphasizing a low-frequency (early-time) peak
whose location is dependent on equation of state and a
high-frequency (late-time) tail whose location and ex-
tent correlates with the remnant mass. From inspecting
the evolution of the f -mode over time in our exploding

models, we conclude that there is a relationship between
the structure of the proto-neutron star, as characterized
by equation of state and remnant mass, and the fre-
quency structure in the first 0.7 seconds post-bounce.

4.2. Fit to Finite Gaussian Mixture

In the spirit of modern search pipelines for
gravitational-wave signals from core-collapse supernovae
such as coherent WaveBurst (Klimenko et al. 2016),
we quantify the early- versus late-time features of the
fundamental mode using the minimal assumptions re-
quired. We fit the histogram of f -mode frequencies un-
til 0.7 seconds post-bounce for each model to a two-
component Gaussian mixture; the only input to this
statistical model is the normalized density of frequency
values. A Gaussian mixture is the weighted sum of k
Gaussian distributions, with a probability density func-
tion of

P (x|θ) =

k∑
i=1

λiN (x|µi, σi) (10)

where θ = {µ1, ..., µk, σ1, ...σk, λ1, ..., λk} is the set of
component means µi, standard deviations σi, and as-
sociated weights λi. We use N to denote the standard
Gaussian probability density function. In a Gaussian
mixture, the weights λi follow a distribution conditioned
on an unobserved latent variable that controls which
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Figure 4. Histograms of the f -mode frequencies from the time interval from 0.2s to 0.7s post-bounce for each model, organized
by EOS (same data as in Figure 3). Each histogram (grey or colored) corresponds to one of our simulations. For each EOS, the
colored histograms correspond to the models with the minimum, median, and maximum cold neutron star mass. The histograms
use equally-spaced bins of 10 Hz in width and are normalized to have unit area. Note that a low-frequency peak appears in
all models. However, only models resulting in higher masses exhibit a double-peak structure in the histogram, with a second,
high-frequency peak or at least a high-frequency tail.

component Gaussian an observed sample from the mix-
ture distribution falls most closely within. This latent
variable conditioning makes Gaussian mixtures a pop-
ular choice in machine learning applications, e.g. for
classification tasks (Viroli & McLachlan 2019).
Thus, a Gaussian mixture is a relevant model for quan-

tifying the time-dependent bifurcation in behavior we
identified in Figures 3 and 4. We choose to fit our
frequency histograms with a two-component Gaussian
mixture (k = 2), as we observe that models with low
remnant mass display one peak (captured by a Gaus-
sian mixture where one weight λi ∼ 1 and the other
λj ∼ 0) while models with higher remnant mass dis-
play a low-frequency peak and a high-frequency peak or
tail. In our application of the Gaussian mixture, we sus-
pect but cannot explicitly enforce that the latent vari-
able identifying these peaks is the post-bounce time and
by extension some evolving physical parameter(s) of the
proto-neutron star. Further speculation as to the phys-
ical processes driving this temporal bifurcation will be
important future work but is beyond the scope of this
work.

To fit the frequency histograms, we use the
expectation-maximization procedure as implemented by
scikit-learn (Pedregosa et al. 2011). Expectation-
maximization works by repeatedly randomly or algo-
rithmically assigning each observation to one of the two
component Gaussian distributions and maximizing the
likelihood of this observation over the model parameters
to fit these assignments. This algorithm has been shown
to always converge to a local optimum in θ (Dempster
et al. 1977). Additional details on the theory behind
expectation-maximization can be found in Dempster
et al. (1977) and implementation details can be found
in the scikit-learn documentation8.
In Figure 5, we show frequency histograms (solid line)

and fits of these probability density functions to a two-
component Gaussian mixture (dashed curve) for three
select models (corresponding to the minimum, median,
and maximum remnant mass among all our simula-
tions), covering the entire range of observed f -mode
frequency structures. The shaded area indicates the

8 https://scikit-learn.org/stable/modules/generated/sklearn.
mixture.GaussianMixture.html

https://scikit-learn.org/stable/modules/generated/sklearn.mixture.GaussianMixture.html
https://scikit-learn.org/stable/modules/generated/sklearn.mixture.GaussianMixture.html
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Figure 5. Results from fitting frequency histograms to two-
component Gaussian mixtures for models with the minimum
(top), median (middle), and maximum (bottom) remnant
mass across all our simulations. We plot the histogram of
frequencies from 0.2 s until 0.7 s post-bounce (solid line),
with bins 5 Hz in width and normalized to have an area of
one. The Gaussian mixture fit to each frequency histogram
via expectation-maximization (dashed line) is shown with
a 2σ confidence interval (shaded region around the dashed
line). A vertical line under the lower and higher frequency
peak indicate the position of µ1 and µ2, respectively.

2σ confidence region, calculated via the bootstrap algo-
rithm described in Appendix B. We observe that while
the Gaussian mixture does not perfectly replicate the
probability density function for the f -mode from any of
these models, it successfully identifies the low- and high-
frequency features we observed in Figure 4 through the
location of the component Gaussian peaks. We use the
frequencies of the two component peaks (µ1 for the lower
frequency and µ2 for the higher frequency) to charac-
terize the time-frequency evolution of the fundamental
mode. For a few of our models, the Gaussian mixture
struggles to confidently identify these features; these dif-
ficulties are documented in Appendix C.
A natural question is whether one can define char-

acteristic frequencies of the early-time and late-time
regimes directly from the frequency evolution, without
performing any fit to a Gaussian mixture model. In
an observational context, such an approach requires an
absolute calibration of the time axis, e.g., by knowing
the exact time of bounce, which poses an observational
challenge. Bounce may be difficult to identify due to
the stochastic nature of core-collapse gravitational wave-
forms generated by proto-neutron star oscillations (Ab-
dikamalov et al. 2022); while simultaneous neutrino sig-
nals from core-collapse may identify bounce time with
a precision of ∼10 ms (Pagliaroli et al. 2009; Halzen
& Raffelt 2009), they can also introduce additional un-
certainty. Moreover, we may not hear the full time-
frequency evolution of the gravitational-wave signal un-
less it is especially loud (Szczepańczyk et al. 2021; Pow-
ell & Müller 2022). Additionally, such a method would
require a model for the temporal evolution of the am-
plitude, which has to be derived from two- or three-
dimensional simulations. Given the current broad land-
scape of core-collapse simulations it may be difficult to
find a universal model for identifying bounce.
Fitting the collection of observed frequencies from a

core-collapse signal to a Gaussian mixture does not suf-
fer the difficulty of identifying an absolute reference time
(e.g., time of bounce); instead, an educated guess as to
whether the observed segment of data corresponds to
the low- or high-frequency peak is sufficient to conduct
inference with the relevant relations. Thus, the Gaus-
sian mixture model is advantageous as it requires only
information on the collection of frequencies observed and
not the time-frequency evolution. However, in identify-
ing characteristic frequencies from simulation data, we
must impose a cut on the timespan of frequencies con-
sidered. The late-time characteristic frequency µ2 may
be particularly sensitive to this choice of timespan, as
the f -mode frequency can continue to increase beyond
the first 0.7 s post-bounce (c.f. Figure 3) and hence a
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longer timespan might increase µ2. While we do not
expect there to be significant power in these frequencies
beyond 0.7 seconds post-bounce (Powell & Müller 2019),
we cannot say this conclusively without knowledge of the
gravitational-wave strain. The time-dependence from
our identification of µ1 and µ2 in simulation data could
be fully relaxed by, for example, weighting the frequency
histograms by the gravitational-wave power in each fre-
quency bin, which would require future work with multi-
dimensional models. We conclude that our approach is
a step towards a time-agnostic way to characterize the
GW signal from core-collapse for the purposes of param-
eter estimation.

5. FROM FREQUENCIES TO NEUTRON STAR
STRUCTURE

We applied the Gaussian mixture model to all 1,057
core-collapse simulations resulting in a successful explo-
sion and the formation of a neutron star, and identified
for each model a low (µ1) and a high (µ2) character-
istic frequency using the procedure detailed in Section
4.2. Next, we investigate the implications for interpret-
ing future GW signals and the constraints they might
provide on the nuclear EOS and the structure of the
neutron star.

5.1. Simultaneous Structure Relations

For the early-time regime (until ∼0.4 seconds post-
bounce, characterized by µ1), during which the frequen-
cies are within a narrow range for any given EOS, we can
identify three classes of EOS based on the µ1-frequency:
(i) TM1 & NL3 with frequencies below ∼900 Hz, (ii)
DD2 & BHBλϕ with frequencies between ∼875 − 950

Hz, and (iii) SFHo & SFHx with frequencies between
∼975 − 1025 Hz. The full histogram of all values of
µ1 for each EOS is shown in the left panel of Figure 6.
Thus, when we hear a gravitational-wave signal from a
core-collapse supernova, we may be able to rule out some
equations of state based on the characteristic frequency
µ1, particularly if it falls towards the extremes of the
frequency range found in this work.
For the late-time regime (after ∼0.4 seconds post-

bounce, characterized by µ2), Figure 3 suggests that
the remnant mass plays a role in tuning the emission
of the proto-neutron star during core-collapse. Prior
work (Müller et al. 2013; Torres-Forné et al. 2019a)
also found that the surface gravity M/R2 of the PNS
can be directly correlated with the frequencies of this
gravitational-wave emission. In the right panel of Fig-
ure 6, we plot the surface gravity of the (cold) rem-
nant neutron star against µ2. We calculate Rrem from
Mrem using the mass-radius relations for each equa-
tion of state; we note that, for the remnant masses

obtained in our models, there is no degeneracy in the
mass-radius relation (cf. Figure 1). While there is
some substructure within this result, there is a clear
linear correlation between Mrem/Rrem

2 and our char-
acteristic late-time frequency that is independent of
the nuclear equation of state. We fit a linear rela-
tion for Mrem/Rrem

2 as a function of µ2 using the
scipy.stats.linregress routine, yielding a slope of
2.47 × 10−5 ± 2.19 × 10−7 M�km−2Hz−1 and an inter-
cept of −0.015 ± 2.13 × 10−4 M�km−2. The error in
our fit is dominated by the standard error of the inter-
cept. Thus, given only µ2, we can recover the remnant’s
surface gravity Mrem/Rrem

2 at the 2σ-level to within
±4.26 × 10−5 M� km−2 or within ∼10% even at the
smallest values of the surface gravity. Of course, since
our method for characterizing the GW frequencies is not
yet fully agnostic to their temporal evolution, µ2 alone is
not a measurable quantity; further effort is necessary to
find a single, physically-relevant frequency like µ2 that
can be equally identified in simulations like ours and in
an observed time series of GW frequencies.
Finally, we note that there are a collection of models

which lie outside of the 2σ confidence region for this fit,
however, these are driven by non-physical features in the
frequencies, as detailed in Appendix C. We also repeat
this analysis using a different approach to characteriz-
ing the early- and late-time frequencies. We replace µ1

and µ2 with f -mode frequencies at particular times, to
check whether the Gaussian mixture fits introduced un-
expected correlations into our data (see Appendix D).
We find that the results obtained with both methods are
consistent with each other.

5.2. Dominant Frequency of Emission

We have so far identified two characteristic frequencies
of the nodeless resonant mode of emission, i.e. of the
f -mode. However, we must ask whether the f -mode
corresponds to the dominant mode of emission, in the
sense that it traces the highest amplitude of emission at
each time. If so, then µ1,2, which characterize the f -
mode, could be measurable in practice. In this section,
we discuss the implications for our analysis if the f -
mode is not the dominant contribution to the observed
GW signal.
Similar studies with 2D/3D models (and thus can also

access the GW amplitude evolution) have established
phenomenology that we can use to address this question.
In particular, TF19 and Sotani & Takiwaki (2020b)

observed that the mode labels provided by the Cowling
scheme are at times inconsistent with the behavior of
the eigenfrequencies and their associated radial eigen-
functions. Both studies observed an avoided crossing
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Figure 6. Left: Histogram of the low characteristic frequencies µ1 for each EOS. Each histogram is plotted with bins 5 Hz
in width. Right: Surface gravity of the remnant Mrem/Rrem

2 (in M� / km2) plotted as a function of the high characteristic
frequency µ2 (points). The error bars on each µ2 point come from bootstrapping procedure. The dashed black line is a linear fit
ofMrem/Rrem

2 as a function of µ2, with a 2σ standard error region shaded in grey; the coefficient of determination is r2 = 0.961,
indicating a good linear fit.

between the g1-mode and the f -mode frequencies, at
which point their radial eigenfunctions either converge
or swap behavior entirely (in terms of the regions of
the star where their eigenfunctions peak; see, for exam-
ple, Figure 5 of Torres-Forné et al. (2019b) or Figure 3
of Sotani & Takiwaki (2020b)). Correspondingly, these
studies have found that the dominant mode of emission
typically follows the g1-mode immediately after bounce,
and then follows the f -mode after the avoided cross-
ing. Thus, the avoided crossing between the f - and
g1-modes serves as an approximate marker for how to
identify the dominant mode of gravitational-wave emis-
sion. We note that Torres-Forné et al. (2019a) reclassi-
fies the modes with a custom scheme developed in TF19,
and identifies the dominant gravitational-wave mode as
a g-mode (named there 2g2) and the mode avoiding the
crossing at 0.4 s a different g-mode (2g3). Their scheme
is designed so that the radial eigenfunction associated
with a mode label has a consistent shape throughout
the course of a core-collapse simulation. However, we
want to stress that the difference between our work and
the work of TF19 and Torres-Forné et al. (2019a) is just
the labeling of the modes, in particular at the avoided
crossing. While the names differ, the phenomenology
of the avoided crossing is ultimately consistent, as their
2g2 mode corresponds to our g1-mode before the avoided
crossing, and our f -mode after.
In all of our models, we observe this avoided crossing

at ∼0.4 seconds post-bounce; see, for example, Figure 2,
where the f -mode (blue) and g1-mode (purple) nearly
meet, and after which the f -mode suddenly begins in-
creasing. So, guided by multi-D phenomenology, the
frequencies that we call the f -mode after ∼0.4 seconds

post-bounce are likely the dominant frequencies of emis-
sion, while prior to the avoided crossing, they are not.
Since µ2 and µ1 appear to characterize these two dis-

tinct temporal regimes, we expect µ2 to characterize
the mode of emission that dominates the GW ampli-
tude, while µ1 characterizes a mode that may not have
a large enough amplitude to be observable in practice.
Nevertheless, some numerical simulations show the pres-
ence of this mode in the gravitational wave signature
(e.g. Torres-Forné et al. 2019a) or a gap in the spectro-
grams related to the avoided frequency location (Moro-
zova et al. 2018; Bruel et al. 2023) that could be used as
a proxy for µ1.
In light of this phenomenology, we now seek an al-

ternative frequency to µ1 to characterize the early-time
GW emission. Possibly, we could stitch together the
g1-mode frequencies prior to the avoided crossing time
with the f -mode frequencies after this time, however,
this requires manual identification of the avoided cross-
ing time in each model which is infeasible for our large
suite of models. For now, we can simply select the g1-
mode at a few times before the avoided crossing to char-
acterize the early-time emission. We reanalyze our data
with this different choice of early-time characteristic fre-
quency. Specifically, we select the g-mode frequency at
four different post-bounce times (0.25, 0.3, 0.35, and 0.4
s), some or all of which are before the avoided cross-
ing time for each model. We pair these frequencies with
the late-time characteristic frequency µ2 (which should
characterize an observable portion of the GW signal) to
create a frequency-frequency space in which an obser-
vation of gravitational waves from a core-collapse event
could be placed. In Figure 7, we plot µ2 versus these
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Figure 7. Late-time characteristic frequency µ2 versus the
g1-mode frequency at four times post-bounce (tpb) approxi-
mately before the avoided crossing between the f− and g1-
mode frequencies. At each time, there are clear regions of
this frequency-frequency space that exclude a majority of the
equations of state studied in this work.

four alternate choices for the early-time frequency (g1-
mode at 0.25, 0.3, 0.35, and 0.4 s post-bounce). We
see that combining this early-time and late-time fre-
quency information uniquely identifies different classes
of the nuclear equation of state. When combined with
an EOS-independent measurement of Mrem/Rrem

2 with
µ2 alone, one could simultaneously constrain the mass,
radius, and equation of state of the proto-neutron star.
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Figure 8. The f -mode frequency at each time against the
hot proto-neutron star surface gravity MPNS/RPNS

2 at the
same times from the suite of exploding models considered
in this work (colored points). We overplot fits of the domi-
nant frequency of gravitational-wave emission as a function
of MPNS/RPNS

2 from the erratum (Torres-Forné et al. 2021)
to Torres-Forné et al. (2019a) (solid black line fit, shaded
region for 2σ confidence interval), and a similar fit only con-
sidering the “CoCoNuT” general-relativistic models used in
this same work (dashed yellow line fit and shaded confidence
interval). This fit takes the same form as the fit to all of
the models (see Table 1 of Torres-Forné et al. (2019a)), with
a = 0 Hz, b = 5.88× 105 Hz M�

−1 km2, c = −86.2× 106 Hz
M�

−2 km4, and c = 4.67 × 109 Hz M�
−3 km6. We also

include a similar fit from Sotani et al. (2021) in the form of
their Equation 5 (dotted black line), and the fit from Table V
of Mori et al. (2023) labeled as “0.2-20” that extends to 20
seconds post-bounce (dash-dotted black line). As we expect
the f -mode after the avoided crossing at ∼0.4 seconds to
correspond to the dominant mode of emission, points from
times after the avoided crossing are comparable to the dis-
played fits from the literature. Points prior to the avoided
crossing at ∼0.4 seconds post-bounce are partly transparent
and included for completeness.

For that analysis one would need to accurately identify
the time of bounce. This could be done following the
approach of Bizouard et al. (2021); Bruel et al. (2023).

5.3. Comparison to Other Work

So far, we have identified a linear relationship be-
tween the surface gravity of the cold neutron star,
Mrem/Rrem

2, and the characteristic frequency of the
late-time gravitational-wave signal, µ2, that is indepen-
dent of the equation of state. Similar relations have been
previously presented for the hot proto-neutron star, in
Torres-Forné et al. (2019a), Sotani et al. (2021) and Mori
et al. (2023)
In Torres-Forné et al. (2019a), the authors conducted

a linear perturbation analysis of the region inside the
shock in 25 1D simulations from two different super-
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nova simulation codes. None of the models they an-
alyze successfully explode. They use a subset of the
same KEPLER progenitors employed in this work, with
solar-metallicity progenitors spanning 11 - 75 M� (and
one 10−4 metallicity progenitor). The majority of their
models used an approximate treatment of gravity and a
single nuclear equation of state, LS220 (Lattimer & Dou-
glas Swesty 1991); they included two additional models
with the BHBλ equation of state (a variant of BHBλϕ,
without ϕ-mesons), as well as three additional models
with other equations of state. While the linear pertur-
bation analysis was also done using GREAT, they employ
a different outer boundary condition. They impose that
ηr = 0 at the edge of the shock (as opposed to setting
∆P = 0 as in this work, c.f. Section 3).
Sotani et al. (2021) take a different approach, model-

ing a single 20 M� progenitor in 2D with an approxi-
mate treatment of gravity, and four different equations
of state including DD2 and SFHo. All of their models
explode (H. Sotani 2023, private communication). Their
linear perturbation analysis adopts the Cowling approx-
imation (only allowing the lapse to vary), but employs
the same boundary condition of ∆P = 0 at the proto-
neutron star surface as in this work. Generally, their
methodology appears to be consistent with GREAT at the
∼10% level (Sotani & Takiwaki 2020a).
The recent work by Mori et al. (2023) presents results

for one exploding low-mass progenitor (9.6 M�). They
also use the GREAT code to compute the eigenfrequen-
cies, and also impose boundary conditions at the PNS
surface. However, they focus on the long term evolution
of the eigenfrequencies
In Figure 8 we show the relations identified in each

of these works together with the f -mode frequency vs.
hot proto-neutron star surface gravity from our suite
of models. Frequencies from the time interval 0.4 to
0.7 s post-bounce (i.e. after the avoided crossing, see
also Section 5.2) are shown in fully opaque symbols; fre-
quencies from times before 0.4 s post-bounce are shown
with semi-transparent symbols. Our models occupy a
(relatively small) subset of the frequency – surface grav-
ity space indicated by the various universal fit relations.
The points corresponding to times before the avoided
crossing (semi-transparent symbols) agree the least with
the universal relations from the literature, both in their
location in the frequency – surface gravity space and in
the shape of their evolution with time (and hence in-
creasing surface gravity).
We do not expect a perfect match between the univer-

sal relations from the literature and our models, as the
underlying simulations of core collapse differ in their un-
derlying physical and numerical assumptions. For exam-

ple, our simulations are based on fully general relativis-
tic hydrodynamics. Only a subset of models in Torres-
Forné et al. (2019a), specifically those from the “Co-
CoNuT” code (Dimmelmeier et al. 2005), also employ
general-relativistic hydrodynamics. We also include the
fit to these models only (yellow line and shaded confi-
dence interval) in the figure, which shows slightly lower
frequencies for a given surface gravity than the fit to
all models (black solid line). This fit and our models
match somewhat better, pointing to the importance of
how gravity is treated in the simulations of core col-
lapse for the resulting GW frequencies. There are other
differences between CoCoNuT and our simulation code:
CoCoNut uses a leakage scheme for neutrino transport,
while our code employs the IDSA scheme for electron-
flavor neutrinos and spectral leakage for heavy-flavor
neutrinos (see Section 2).
Yet another aspect to consider is that in our work

we only include simulations of core collapse that re-
sulted in a successful explosion. This is also the case
for Sotani et al. (2021) and Mori et al. (2023), but not
for Torres-Forné et al. (2019a). The range of hot PNS
surface gravity values covered by our models is com-
parable to that of Sotani et al. (2021) and Mori et al.
(2023), all of which are smaller than the range covered
by Torres-Forné et al. (2019a). Generally, the surface
gravity of the proto-neutron star will increase over time
as the PNS continues to accrete material (especially for
non-exploding simulations), and at later times shrinks
in radius from neutrino emission. Thus, the relations
identified in Torres-Forné et al. (2019a) cover a larger
range of MPNS/RPNS

2 as their models do not explode,
in contrast to the other works and our work.
Finally, our analysis exhibits some dependence on the

equation of state in the differential evolution of the GW
frequency versus the surface gravity (cf. the vertical off-
sets between groups of points for different EOS choices
in Figure 8). This points to a further difference between
this work and the literature. Our work spans a larger
range of initial stellar masses and metallicities and more
different nuclear equations of state. However, without a
systematic exploration of all these confounding factors
we cannot identify how they individually contribute to
overall differences we find.

6. SUMMARY

In this work, we constructed a self-consistent suite of
predictions for the time-frequency evolution of gravita-
tional waves generated by perturbations of dense nu-
clear material during stellar collapse. Using the PUSH
method, we modeled 1,057 successful neutrino-driven
core-collapse supernovae in fully-general relativistic hy-
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drodynamics spanning six nuclear equations of state us-
ing progenitors at three different metallicities and ZAMS
masses from 10.8 M� to 40 M�. Then, we performed
a general-relativistic linear perturbation analysis of the
proto-neutron star in each model using the GREAT code
to compute eigenfrequencies of the proto-neutron star
over time. We saw that the fundamental (f) mode of
emission had two distinct regimes in time, and it ap-
peared that the frequency evolution in each regime was
controlled by some combination of the equation of state
and remnant mass.
We developed a method for identifying characteristic

frequencies of the gravitational-wave signal by fitting the
histogram of f -mode frequencies to a two-component
Gaussian mixture. We extracted two separate frequen-
cies, µ1 and µ2, to characterize the early- and late-
time frequency evolution, respectively. We found that
µ1 distinguishes between different classes of the equa-
tion of state. Simultaneously, µ2 correlates linearly with
the surface gravity of the remnant neutron star, allow-
ing for an equation of state-independent estimation of
Mrem/Rrem

2 to within ∼10% of its true value.
Due to an avoided crossing, we expect the f -mode

to dominate the gravitational-wave emission only after
∼0.4 seconds post-bounce, while the g1-mode should
dominate the emission prior to this time. Thus, µ2

characterizes potentially observable frequencies, while
µ1 may not characterize an observable mode of emis-
sion. However, re-interpreting our data by replacing µ1

with the g1-mode at select times prior to 0.4 seconds,
still allows us to recover information on the equation of
state in the early-time signal. In particular, by plac-
ing each modeled supernova in the space of µ2 versus
the early-time g1-mode, we can still clearly distinguish
different classes of the equation of state. By combin-
ing frequency information from the early- and late-time
gravitational-wave emission of the proto-neutron star,
one could simultaneously measure the surface gravity of
the remnant neutron star and the nuclear equation of
state.
Would these characteristic frequencies be observable

in practice? Without access to amplitude information,
we cannot answer this question definitively. However,
recent work has studied the detectability of features in
simulated gravitational wave signals from 2D and 3D su-
pernova models using modern gravitational-wave search
pipelines. For example, Gossan et al. (2016) and later
Szczepańczyk et al. (2021) found that non-rotating core-
collapse signals could be detectable from galactic events,
within the Milky Way. Using the BayesWave algorithm
(Cornish & Littenberg 2015), which reconstructs the sig-
nal and detector noise with minimal assumptions about

signal phenomenology, Raza et al. (2022) investigated
the ability to confidently reconstruct the signal wave-
form from 2D and 3D core-collapse models. For a galac-
tic, non-rotating supernova whose location on the sky is
identified by coincident electromagnetic and/or neutrino
observations, Raza et al. (2022) finds that it is difficult to
reconstruct most of the signal but can confidently iden-
tify ∼2 temporally- and frequentially-distinct9 features
(see Figure 5 of that work). The data reduction method
that we developed in Section 4.2 would confidently iden-
tify these features of the signal as an early- and late-time
characteristic frequency. When combined with the re-
sults from our suite of core-collapse models, our work
yields a self-consistent framework for constraining the
hot equation of state, and the cold mass and radius
of the remnant neutron star from its gravitational-wave
emission during stellar core collapse.
Parameter studies of proto-neutron star asteroseismol-

ogy like this work are a necessary step towards conduct-
ing parameter estimation on an eventual core-collapse
gravitational-wave signal, as has been been studied in
Bizouard et al. (2021) and Bruel et al. (2023). In par-
ticular, understanding how the results from PNS seis-
mology depend on the assumptions made in the model-
ing of core collapse is necessary for contextualizing the
conclusions drawn from a future GW signal. While the
current work is focused on exploding models, an equiva-
lent analysis of non-exploding models can performed in
the future. In parallel, multi-dimensional studies of core
collapse are needed to disentangle how model assump-
tions affect the resulting GW signal.

9 Since the dominant frequency monotonically increases, the signal
at two different times will also be dominated by two different
frequencies.
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APPENDIX

A. COMPARISON OF SPACETIME GEOMETRIES

The Einstein equations of general relativity Gµν = 8πGTµν do not uniquely constrain the metric tensor gµν . One
must also specify a coordinate system or gauge to fully constrain the system. In the 3+1 formulation, the gauge can
be expressed as equations for the lapse α and shift vector β (Alcubierre 2008). The eigenfrequency analysis of TF19
assumes a conformally-flat metric:

ds2 =
(
−α2 + βiβ

i
)
dt2 + 2βidtdx

i + ψ4
(
ηijdx

idxj
)

(A1)

where latin indices i, j denote spatial coordinates, t denotes a timelike coordinate and xi denotes spacelike coordinates,
ηij is the spatial part of the Minkowski metric, and ψ is known as the “conformal factor”. The factor ψ may be a
constant or a function of spacetime variables. When ψ is constant in space, the metric is spatially flat. The background
metric for the linearized system from TF19 that we solved to compute the gravitational-wave eigenfrequencies of the
proto-neutron star is expressed in spherical coordinates that are also isotropic, i.e. shiftless, as,

ds2 = −α2dt2 + ψ4
[
dr2 + r2

(
dθ2 + sin2(θ)dϕ2

)]
(A2)

where (r, θ, ϕ) are the usual spherical coordinates of radius, polar angle, and azimuthal angle. In spherical symmetry,
this is entirely a gauge choice. The assumption of conformal flatness constrains the lapse and the vanishing shift
constrains the shift.
The metric assumed by Agile is expressed under a different gauge choice, based upon a Lagrangian formulation of

general-relativistic hydrodynamics, where

ds2 = −α2dt2 +

(
∂r

∂a

1

Γ

)2

da2 + r2
(
dθ2 + sin2(θ)dϕ2

)
. (A3)

Here, r is the areal radius,10 a is a spatial coordinate tracking the mass of the fluid, and Γ is the Lorentz factor, defined
as

Γ =
√

1 + u2 − 2m/r (A4)

with a fluid velocity u = (∂r/∂t) /α and enclosed rest mass m. Additional details on the metric used by Agile can be
found in Chapter 7 of Liebendörfer (2000).
The areal radius r = r(a, t) prevents by-eye identification of a conformally-flat decomposition of this metric, as da

will decompose into cross terms of dr and dt. To express the Agile metric in a conformally-flat manner, we introduce
a coordinate transformation of the areal radius into a “conformal radius" r̃, where

r̃ = Γr
∂r̃

∂r
. (A5)

Now, we show that this coordinate transformation yields a metric that is isotropic like Equation A2. By definition,
r̃ = r̃(r, t), and so

dr̃ =
∂r̃

∂r
dr +

∂r̃

dt
dt. (A6)

Since r = r(a, t),

dr =
∂r

∂a
da+

∂r

∂t
dt, (A7)

which we substitute into Equation A6 to find

dr̃ =
∂r̃

∂r

∂r

∂a
da+

(
∂r̃

∂r

∂r

∂t
+
∂r̃

∂t

)
dt. (A8)

10 Such that spheres have surface area 4πr2.
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To rewrite our metric in terms of the new coordinate r̃, we will need to manipulate this expression for da in terms
of dr̃. However, as it currently stands, the additional dt term would induce a cross-term dr̃dt, and thus a shift-full
metric, when substituted in for da in Equation A3. From the definition of our proposed coordinate transformation
alone, there is no immediately obvious reason that the dt term should vanish. Luckily, it turns out to be approximately
zero for our models.
For the linear perturbation analysis conducted in this work, our integration region is restricted to the proto-neutron

star, whose surface is defined by a density of 1011 g/cm3. In this region of our models, the fluid velocity in geometric
units u � 1, as our models are spherically-symmetric.11 We have inspected a few of our models carefully to confirm
this property and found that u is of O(10−5) within the proto-neutron star, rising to at most values of O(10−3) at
the outermost edge of the proto-neutron star. Since ∂r/∂t = uα, and α is typically order 1 or smaller, we have that
∂r/∂t ≈ 0. In a similar manner, we can argue that ∂r̃/∂t is small. Given the definition of r̃, we can compute via the
chain rule that

∂r̃

∂t
=
∂Γ

∂t
r
∂r̃

∂t
+ Γ

∂r

∂t

∂r̃

∂r
+ Γr

∂

∂t

∂r̃

∂r
. (A9)

The derivative of Γ is

∂Γ

∂t
=

1

Γ

(
2u
∂u

∂t
+

2m

r2
∂r

∂t
− 2

r

∂m

∂t

)
≈ − 2

rΓ

∂m

∂t
(A10)

where we drop the first term as u as small, and the second term as ∂r/∂t is small. Generally, if the fluid velocity
within and near the proto-neutron star is small, we would expect the mass flux ∂m/∂t to be small. So, ∂Γ/∂t is small
as well. Therefore,

∂r̃

∂t
≈ Γr

∂

∂t

∂r̃

∂r
. (A11)

By equality of mixed partial derivatives, we can rearrange the second derivatives on the right-hand side, to find

∂r̃

∂t
≈ Γr

∂

∂r

∂r̃

∂t
. (A12)

One solution to this equation is that ∂r̃/∂t = 0. While there may be other solutions, we have directly computed ∂r̃/∂t
(as described at the end of this appendix) and confirmed that it is approximately zero within the proto-neutron star
(at most O(10−8), again in geometric units).
With ∂r/∂t and ∂r̃/∂t both small, we return to Equation A8 to conclude that for r̃,

dr̃ ≈ ∂r̃

∂r

∂r

∂a
da, (A13)

or alternatively,

da ≈
(
∂r̃

∂r

∂r

∂a

)−1
dr̃, (A14)

which we substitute into the Agile metric, Equation A3, to find

ds2 = −α2dt2 +

(
∂r

∂a

1

Γ

)2(
∂r̃

∂r

∂r

∂a

)−2
dr̃2 + r2

(
dθ2 + sin2(θ)dϕ2

)
(A15)

= −α2dt2 +

(
Γ
∂r̃

∂r

)−2
dr̃2 + r2

(
dθ2 + sin2(θ)dϕ2

)
. (A16)

We manipulate our definition of r̃ for r̃/r, as well as insert identity (r̃/r̃)2 into the last term of the metric, so

ds2 = −α2dt2 +

(
r̃

r

)−2
dr̃2 + r2

(
r̃

r̃

)2 (
dθ2 + sin2(θ)dϕ2

)
(A17)

= −α2dt2 +
(r
r̃

)2 [
dr̃2 + r̃2

(
dθ2 + sin2(θ)dϕ2

)]
. (A18)

11 In higher dimensions, this may not be true due to convection
within the proto-neutron star.
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Comparing this to the conformally flat, isotropic metric in Equation A2, we can identify the conformal factor as

ψ4 =
(r
r̃

)2
. (A19)

At each timestep of the eigenfrequency analysis, we calculate the conformal radius r̃ and conformal factor ψ via the
Backwards Eulerian method, and provide both to GREAT (using r̃ as part of the hydrodynamic background instead of
the areal radius r from Agile). We manipulate our definition of r̃, at a particular timestep, as

∂r̃

∂r
=
r̃

r

1

Γ(r)
. (A20)

Our outer boundary condition is that, as r → ∞, we expect ψ → 1, as we expect space to be flat far from the star.
In theory, we would implement this boundary condition by enforcing that r̃ = r, Γ = 1, and thus ∂r̃/∂r = 1 in the
outermost zone of the star, number 180. Then, for the remaining zones, we discretize Equation A20 as

r̃i = r̃i+1 − (ri+1 − ri)
(
∂r̃

∂r

)
i+1

(A21)

which we evaluate for each zone i = 1, ..., 179, iterating backward from zone 179, and where after evaluating each r̃i
we also calculate (

∂r̃

∂r

)
i

=
r̃i

riΓ(ri)
(A22)

as input to the iteration for the next zone.
In practice, due to the irregular spacing of radial zones resulting from the adaptive mesh in Agile, the numerical

integration of Equation A20 will yield solutions where ∂ψ/∂r changes sign and falls below 1. Specifically, we found that
when a few radial zones are much closer together relative to the spacing of other zones, e.g. near the reverse shock, ψ
would begin decreasing towards the center of the star. However, we expect ψ to continually increase towards the center
of the star as the compactness of the material increases. So, we dynamically enforce the outer boundary condition in
such a way as to always find physical solutions for ψ. In particular, we attempt the integration of Equation A20 from
zone 179 to 1, in the discrete form of Equation A21 with the outer boundary condition enforced in zone 180. If ψ < 1

in any radial zone, we re-attempt the integration, but instead enforce the outer boundary condition in zone 180 and
179, and then integrate from zone 178 to 1. Again, if ψ < 1 in any radial zone, we re-attempt the integration once
more with the outer boundary condition enforced in zones 180, 179, and 178. We continue in this manner until ψ ≥ 1

in every zone. We have found that, in the most extreme cases, this procedure stops when the outer boundary has been
enforced down to roughly zone number 100; however, this is still well outside the proto-neutron star at any iteration
of our models, and so does not change the eigenfrequencies.
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B. BOOTSTRAP EXPECTATION-MAXIMIZATION CONFIDENCE INTERVAL

To compute the 2σ confidence interval of the Gaussian mixture fit to the f -mode frequencies for each of our M =

1, 057 models, we use a bootstrap procedure with N = 1000 bootstrap samples. The distributions p(f |θij) are evaluated
at n = 1000 test frequencies f .

Algorithm 1: Bootstrap confidence interval
Input: M : number of exploding supernova models; N : number of bootstrap samples; n: number of test frequencies over

which to evaluate Gaussian mixture distributions
Output: Bootstrap 2σ confidence intervals of the Gaussian mixture fit for each model.
for i = 1, . . . ,M do

for j = 1, . . . , N do
Randomly-sample, with replacement, from the set of f -mode frequencies for model i, {f(t)}i to generate a new
set of frequencies, {f(t)}i,new, with equal length;

Apply the expectation-maximization algorithm with k = 2 to fit a two-component Gaussian mixture to
{f(t)}i,new, generating the j-th set of component means, standard deviations, and weights for model i, θij ;

Compute the distribution pj(f |θij) according to Equation 10 over a range of n test frequencies f , evenly spaced
from min {f(t)}i to max {f(t)}i;

end
Compute the 5th and 95th quantiles of {pj(f |θij)}Nj=1 at each test frequency f , to compute either side of the 2σ
confidence interval for the fit of model i.

end



24 Wolfe et al.

800 850 900 950 1000 1050
f -mode frequency [Hz]

0.00

0.01

0.02

0.03

0.04

0.05

D
en

si
ty

[a
rb

it
ra

ry
u

n
it

s]

u25.8_BHBlp

Data

Fit

Fit 2σ

µ1, µ2

0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7
time post-bounce [seconds]

800

850

900

950

1000

1050

f
-m

od
e

fr
eq

u
en

cy
[H

z]

f -mode

µ1, µ2

850 900 950 1000
f -mode frequency [Hz]

0.00

0.01

0.02

0.03

0.04

0.05

D
en

si
ty

[a
rb

it
ra

ry
u

n
it

s]

s18.4_BHBlp

Data

Fit

Fit 2σ

µ1, µ2

0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7
time post-bounce [seconds]

850

900

950

1000

f
-m

od
e

fr
eq

u
en

cy
[H

z]

f -mode

µ1, µ2

875 900 925 950 975 1000 1025
f -mode frequency [Hz]

0.00

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

D
en

si
ty

[a
rb

it
ra

ry
u

n
it

s]

u24.0_DD2

Data

Fit

Fit 2σ

µ1, µ2

0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7
time post-bounce [seconds]

875

900

925

950

975

1000

1025

f
-m

od
e

fr
eq

u
en

cy
[H

z]

f -mode

µ1, µ2

Figure 9. Left column: Histogram of the f -mode frequencies and the corresponding Gaussian mixture fit for models
u25.8_BHBlp (top), s18.4_BHBlp (middle), and u24.0_DD2 (bottom). Right column: Time evolution of the f -mode frequencies
between 0.2 and 0.7 s post-bounce for models The discontinuity in f -mode frequencies is seen at ∼0.36 seconds post-bounce
(top), at ∼0.6 seconds post-bounce (middle), and at ∼0.6 seconds post-bounce (bottom). Horizontal lines identify the µ1 and
µ2 frequencies from the Gaussian mixture fit for each model.

C. MODELS THAT ARE POORLY FIT BY A GAUSSIAN MIXTURE

C.1. Misplaced Gaussian Peaks

Despite the ability of a two-component Gaussian Mixture to identify characteristic f -mode frequencies for the
majority of our models, for some models this functional form is a poor fit to the histogram of frequencies and so does
not confidently identify two characteristic frequencies. These poorly-fit models all contain some type of low-frequency
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discontinuity in their f -modes which impacts the confident identification of the Gaussian peak locations µ1 and µ2.
These discontinuities fall & 20 Hz or more below the rest of the time-frequency evolution of the f -mode. Since all
of our models are one-dimensional, there is no physical explanation for why the resonant fundamental frequency of
the proto-neutron star would change so severely and suddenly, as e.g. phenomena like downflows are not possible.
For a single model (u24.0_BHBlp) with a clear discontinuity in the f -mode, we have double-checked that this feature
does not coincide with any abrupt changes in the evolution of the radius, density, enthalpy, and internal energy of the
outermost radial zone within the PNS (defined by the > 1011g/cm−3), nor in the central density of the PNS. We also
did not observe any coincident features in the radial profile of the rest mass, gravitational mass, fluid velocity, density,
temperature, lapse, internal energy, potential energy, pressure, adiabatic index, entropy, and hyperon fraction at times
near such a non-physical frequency feature. Thus, we conclude that these discontinuities are non-physical, even if we
cannot precisely determine their origin.
Among the poorly-fit models, we find three distinct groups. (i) In some models, any low-frequency discontinuities

constitute only a small portion of the total histogram of frequencies, such that they do not change µ1 and µ2. However,
the discontinuities noticeably increase the uncertainty in the location of µ1 (some realizations of the fit in the bootstrap
procedure place the first Gaussian peak at a lower frequency to capture this discontinuity in the f -modes). An example
of this behavior is shown in the top row of Figure 9, which shows a sudden decrease in the f -mode frequencies from
∼940 Hz down to ∼825 Hz, at ∼0.36 seconds post-bounce. These unphysically low frequencies appear as a small peak
at ∼825 Hz in the histogram. Note that the µ1 and µ2 frequencies are close to the values one would identify by eye,
ignoring the discontinuity in the f -mode frequencies.
(ii) The low-frequency discontinuities do constitute a large enough fraction of the total histogram of frequencies to

change the identification of µ1 and µ2. For example, model s18.4_BHBlp (middle row in Figure 9) shows a serious
discontinuity in the f -modes at ∼0.6 seconds post-bounce, which manifests as a peak at ∼850 Hz in the frequency
histogram. Note that this (unphysical) peak is of similar height and width as the (physical) peak at ∼985 Hz. In
these cases, the Gaussian mixture prefers to place µ1 at the lowest-frequency peak originating from the discontinuity
in many realizations of the bootstrap procedure. This, in turn, lowers the position of the µ2 frequency to the peak at
∼925 Hz. These values for µ1 and µ2 are lower than what we expect if the discontinuity were not present (we would
expect µ1 ∼ 925 Hz and µ2 ∼ 985 Hz).
(iii) The low-frequency discontinuities are a large enough fraction of the overall data to lower the value of µ1 but

are still closer in value to the rest of the f -mode frequencies than in the other two cases. This increases the statistical
confidence in the location of µ1, as this feature is less extreme in an absolute sense, even if still likely non-physical. In
the bottom row of Figure 9, we can see an example of this pattern. Here, the discontinuity at ∼0.2 seconds post-bounce
yields a low-frequency peak at ∼915 Hz in the histogram. Since this is within ∼20 Hz of the next peak in the frequency
histogram, the confidence interval around the location of µ1 is narrow. The resulting value for µ1 is similar (albeit
slightly lower) than what we would expect without the discontinuity. As a consequence, µ2 is visibly shifted to a lower
value than expected without discontinuity.

C.2. Impact on the Correlation between NS Surface Gravity and GW Frequencies

In the right panel of Figure 6, we show a linear correlation (independent of the nuclear EOS) between the surface
gravity of the cold, remnant neutron star and µ2. There is a clear subset of models which lie outside the 2σ confidence
region for this linear fit, consisting mostly of models with the BHBλϕ EOS and three models with the DD2 EOS. We
can fully explain these outliers with the three cases of poorly-fit Gaussian mixtures described above. In Figure 10,
we plot the 1σ confidence interval at the location of the low-frequency Gaussian peak, µ1, against the location of the
high-frequency peak, µ2, from the Gaussian mixture fit procedure for all models. The models that lie outside of the
2σ confidence interval in the right panel of Figure 6 are shown with opaque symbols. Of these, the BHBλφ models
correspond to models with a non-physical discontinuity in the frequency evolution, which ultimately shifts both µ1

and µ2 to much lower values than expected without such a discontinuity (see case (ii) above). Identifying µ2 at a lower
frequency than expected shifts the models to the left in Figure 6. The three DD2 models also shown with opaque
symbols are examples of case (iii) discussed above, where µ1 is lower than would be expected without discontinuities,
however, the fit is more confident in the location of µ1. Finally, there are models (semi-transparent points with large
µ1 error) with a broad µ1 confidence interval that still lie within 2σ of the fit in Figure 6. These are examples of
case (i) discussed above, where the location of µ1 is not shifted much however the confidence in the location is low,
resulting in a broader confidence interval.



26 Wolfe et al.

850 900 950 1000 1050 1100 1150
µ2 [Hz]

0

10

20

30

40

50

E
ro

rr
in
µ

1
[H

z]

SFHo

SFHx

DD2

BHBλϕ

TM1

NL3

Figure 10. Error (1σ confidence interval) in the location of the low-frequency Gaussian peak, µ1, versus the location of the
high-frequency Gaussian peak, µ2, from the Gaussian mixture fit procedure for all models. Points that lie outside the 2σ
confidence region of the linear fit in Figure 6 are shown with fully opaque symbols, and all other models are shown with semi-
transparent symbols. All models with large 1σ confidence intervals are associated with one of the three cases of misidentified
Gaussian peaks (see text for details).
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Figure 11. Top: Histograms of the characteristic frequency f1 for each equation of state, identified at the characteristic time
t1 as noted in each panel. Each histogram is plotted with a bin width of 10 Hz and normalized to have an area of one. While
t1 . 0.4 seconds post-bounce, prior to the avoided crossing between the f - and g1-modes, these results reflect those of the left
panel of Figure 6, showing a dependence of f1 on the choice of nuclear equation of state. Bottom: We plot remnant surface
gravity of each model versus characteristic frequency f2 as identified at the time t2 noted in each subplot. For t2 & 0.4 seconds
post-bounce, these results reflect those of the right panel of Figure 6, showing a linear correlation between the surface gravity
of the cold neutron star and f2 independent of the equation of state.

D. CHARACTERISTIC FREQUENCIES SELECTED BY CHARACTERISTIC TIMES

In Section 4.2, we identified characteristic frequencies of the gravitational-wave signal from our models by fitting
a the histogram of f -mode frequencies for each model to a two-component Gaussian mixture. Then, in Section 5.1,
we explored the correlations between these characteristic frequencies and the nuclear equation of state and surface
gravity of the proto-neutron star. In this appendix, we check whether relying on characteristic frequencies identified
by the Gaussian mixture fitting procedure have introduced spurious correlations in our data. For this, we repeat our
analysis using the frequencies at a specific post-bounce time (t1) instead of µ1 (cf. left panel of Figure 6) and using the
frequencies at a specific post-bounce time (t2) instead of µ2 (cf. right panel of Figure 6). We select both t1 and t2 to
be at 0.3, 0.4, 0.5, 0.6, and 0.7 seconds post-bounce (in the language of this paper, the first two would be considered
‘early time’ and the last three would be considered ‘late time’). The top row of Figure 11 shows histograms for the
f -mode frequencies at the five specific post-bounce times and is the analogous figure to the left panel of Figure 6.
For ‘early times’ (i.e. for t1 . 0.4 s; first two panels) these results are qualitatively similar to those obtained using
the characteristic frequency µ1. At later times (t1 > 0.4 s), the histograms overlap more and the distinction between
different nuclear equations of state disappears. In the bottom row of Figure 11, we plot the surface gravity of the
cold remnant NS star against the f -mode frequencies identified at the same five specific post-bounce times. Here, we
find qualitatively similar results for ‘late times’ (i.e. t2 > 0.4 s; last three panels) as in Figure 6. However, at ‘early
times’ (first two panels), the surface gravity is degenerate with the f -mode frequency. From this, we conclude that at
‘early times’ the f -mode frequency can distinguish between nuclear equations of state, and at ‘late times’ the f -mode
frequency correlates with the surface gravity of the remnant NS star. This replicates our findings using µ1 and µ2.
Hence, using time-dependent frequencies replicates the results from the time-agnostic characteristic frequency method.
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