arXiv:1903.04472v1 [astro-ph.HE] 11 Mar 2019

Astro2020 Science White Paper

Gamma Rays and Gravitational Waves

Thematic Areas: □ Planetary Systems □ Star and Planet Formation

□�Formation and Evolution of Compact Objects □�Cosmology and Fundamental Physics

□ Stars and Stellar Evolution □ Resolved Stellar Populations and their Environments □ Galaxy Evolution □�Multi-Messenger Astronomy and Astrophysics

Principal Author: Name: Eric Burns Institution: NASA Goddard Email: eric.burns@nasa.gov Phone: +1-301-286-4664

Co-authors:

S. Zhu (Albert Einstein Institute), C. M. Hui (NASA Marshall), S. Ansoldi (Universita‘ di Udine), S. Barthelmy (NASA Goddard), S. Boggs (UCSD), S. B. Cenko (NASA Goddard), N. Christensen (Observatoire de la Côte d’Azur), C. Fryer (LANL), A. Goldstein (USRA), A. Harding (NASA Goddard), D. Hartmann (Clemson University), A. Joens (George Washington University), G. Kanbach (Max Planck Institute for extraterrestrial Physics), M. Kerr (NRL), C. Kierans (NASA Goddard), J. McEnery (NASA Goddard), B. Patricelli (INFN), J. Perkins (NASA Goddard), J. Racusin (NASA Goddard), P. Ray (NRL), J. Schlieder (NASA Goddard), H. Schoorlemmer (MPI-HD), F. Schüssler (CEA Irfu DPhP), A. Stamerra (INAF), J. Tomsick (UC Berkeley, SSL), Z. Wadiasingh (NASA Goddard), C. Wilson-Hodge (NASA Marshall), G. Younes (George Washington University), B. Zhang (University of Nevada Las Vegas), A. Zoglauer (UC Berkeley, SSL)

Abstract:

The first multimessenger observation of a neutron star merger was independently detected in γrays by Fermi-GBM and INTEGRAL SPI-ACS and gravitational waves by Advanced LIGO and Advanced Virgo. Gravitational waves are emitted from systems with accelerating quadrupole moments, and detectable sources are expected to be compact objects. Nearly all distant astrophysical γ-ray sources are compact objects. Therefore, serendipitous observations of these two messengers will continue to uncover the sources of gravitational waves and γ-rays, and enable multimessenger science across the Astro2020 thematic areas. This requires upgrades to the ground-based gravitational wave network and ∼keV-MeV γ-ray coverage for observations of neutron star mergers, and broadband coverage in both gravitational waves and γ-rays to monitor other expected joint sources.

1 Introduction

The joint detection of γ-rays and gravitational waves (GWs) from merging neutron stars (NSs) ushered in a new era of multimessenger astronomy [2, 4, 7, 32]. This event has led the community to produce on average >3 papers/day. NS mergers will continue to be the canonical multimessenger source for the foreseeable future as the joint detections of these events become more common, but they are not the only expected sources of GWs. We summarize here the state of future GW and γ-ray observatories, the potential multimessenger sources, the science they enable, and the science that is achievable in a given mission size.

1.1 Gravitational Waves

GWs were first conceptualized by Poincaré [48] and first predicted in the context of General Relativity (GR) in 1916 [27, 28]. Their existence was indirectly confirmed by measuring the orbital frequency evolution of the Hulse-Taylor pulsar [55], they were directly observed only a few years ago [8], and we now have the first GW catalog [56]. The strongest GWs detected so far have caused changes in the relative length of spacetime at Earth on the order of 10^{−21}. The most sensitive GW detectors are interferometers and generally provide all-sky coverage. A summary of facilities and their capabilities is given in Table 1.

Searches for GW signals in LIGO and Virgo can be classified according to their methodology, based on the type of GW emission. These classifications roughly extend to other GW detectors as well (note that we will not discuss searches for the stochastic GW background). Compact Binary Coalescences (CBCs) are the mergers of compact objects (generally, black holes (BHs) and NSs),

Instrument Year Frequency Range BNS Range BNS Rates (1/year) Ref. GEO600 1995- ∼150-3000 Hz [26] Advanced LIGO 2015- ∼20-1000 Hz 173 Mpc 0 (O1; 2015-2016) [1, 19] Advanced Virgo 2016- ∼20-1000 Hz 125 Mpc 1 (O2; 2017-2018) [11] KAGRA 2019+ ∼20-700 Hz 140 Mpc 4-80 (2020+) [17] LIGO-India 2024+ ∼20-1000 Hz 173 Mpc 11-180 (2024+) [5] Advanced LIGO+ 2025+ ∼20-1000 Hz 325 Mpc >100 [63] Advanced Virgo+ 2025+ ∼20-1000 Hz 215 Mpc LIGO Voyager 2028+ ∼10-5,000 Hz ∼1 Gpc >1,000 [42] Einstein Telescope 2035+ 1-10,000 Hz ∼few Gpc >10,000 [52] Cosmic Explorer 2035+ 5-10,000 Hz ∼few Gpc [6] LISA 2034+ 0.1-100 mHz [15] PTAs 2005- 1-1000 nHz [34]

Table 1: A summary of the active (GEO600 through Advanced Virgo), funded (GEO600 through Advanced LIGO+), and proposed interferometers. The first block consists of the ∼Hz-kHz groundbased interferometer network. Their sensitivity is usually quoted by the binary neutron star (BNS) range (the sky and orientation average detection distance); we expect vast detection rate increases in the coming years. The second block consists of LISA, a space-based interferometer sensitive in the ∼mHz regime. The last block is for Pulsar Timing Arrays (PTAs) that use observations of well-behaved pulsars as effective interferometer arms, sensitive to the ∼nHz regime.

have GR-predicted waveforms, and encompass all GW detections so far. Searches for Continuous Waves (CWs) look for persistent sources of GW emission with waveforms predicted by GR. The signals are approximately monochromatic, evolve very slowly, and come from rotating nonaxisymmetric systems. GW Burst searches are sensitive to transients with unmodeled or unspecified waveforms. Intermediate duration GWs have timescales in between those of CBC/Burst and CW signals, and are a comparatively new class. Searches for intermediate duration GWs either extend Burst searches to longer timescales or modify CW searches to shorter timescales and more rapid evolution.

1.2 Gamma rays

γ-rays are the most energetic form of light. In astrophysics the term is not restricted to photons from nuclear processes; as such, the lower limit of what constitutes γ-rays is somewhat fuzzy, generally set between ∼10-100 keV with the overlap sometimes referred to as hard X-rays or soft γ-rays. The upper limit is unbounded. γ-rays cover as many orders of magnitude in energy as all other observed light combined.

A summary of representative γ-ray observatories is given in Table 2. γ-rays between ∼keV- GeV energies can only be observed from space. These instruments are broadly classed as scintillators, coded masks [e.g. 23], Compton [e.g. 57], and pair-conversion telescopes. Higher energy photons are observed indirectly through Cherenkov radiation as the photons pass through water (in enclosed tanks) or the Imaging Atmospheric Cherenkov Telescopes (IACTs). All γ-ray detectors are wide-field survey telescopes, except the IACTs.

2 Sources of GWs and γ-rays

NS mergers are important sources for both GW and γ-ray observatories, although they are not the only potential multimessenger sources. Section 2.1 describes these mergers and the science they enable, while Section 2.2 discusses other possible multimessenger sources. Both sections discuss figures of merit for γ-ray observatories used in Table 2.

2.1 Neutron Star Mergers

BNS and (some) NSBH mergers, collectively referred to as NS mergers, produce short gamma-ray bursts (SGRBs) as well as kilonovae. These events have GW signals in the ∼Hz-kHz range and are found with CBC searches. SGRBs are observed from ∼keV-MeV energies in their prompt phase. Prompt emission is followed by afterglow that has been observed from radio to GeV energies, and may soon be detected in the TeV regime based on the MAGIC detection of the long GRB 190114C [44] and the sensitivity improvement with the CTA. As SGRBs arise from collimated jets [e.g. 29], they are not expected to be detectable for the majority of NS mergers; GW radiation is omnidirectional but not isotropic [53]. Accounting for these effects, about 10-15% of GW-detected NS mergers will produce SGRBs with Earth in the jet opening angle.

Joint GW-GRB detections of NS mergers give unique insights into relativistic jets, astroparticle physics, and the equation of state (EOS) of supranuclear matter, and provide precise tests of fundamental physics. A more in-depth summary of the science enabled by the multimessenger observations of these events is available in [22]. Because SGRB prompt emission occurs within a few seconds of merger, this science requires serendipitous observations of mergers. Therefore, our first SGRB figure of merit is the average sky coverage, corresponding to the probability a merger will be observed. Our second figure of merit is the known or predicted rate of SGRB detections, which directly corresponds to the likelihood of joint detections. Lastly, joint searches for GWs and GRBs will result in more confirmed GWs, GRBs, and joint detections, and enable a near real-time combination of localization information. These capabilities aid the coordinated follow-up effort, helping with their use in cosmology as standard sirens (with GRBs breaking inclination-distance correlations), the origin of heavy elements, and a fuller understanding of the NS EOS [see, e.g. 22, and references therein]. Therefore, localization accuracy is our last SGRB figure of merit. Localization with γ-ray instruments can occur in two ways: autonomous real-time prompt SGRB localization by a single detector (which can be improved with follow-up by other instruments on the same spacecraft) or the detector’s use in the InterPlanetary Network (IPN) [36] for timing annulus localizations. We note that instruments in Low Earth Orbit (LEO) require distant instruments for these annuli to be constraining, given the limited timing accuracy from SGRB observations.

2.2 Other Possible Joint Sources

The eighth thematic area for Astro2020 is Multimessenger Astronomy and Astrophysics. This includes the identification of sources of GWs and γ-rays. Here, we list most of the putative GW sources and their expected γ-ray emission. Beyond identifying the sources themselves, such detections could give insight into the formation processes of NSs and BHs, the formation channels of the binaries, the NS EOS, and the evolutionary pathways of supermassive BHs and galaxy formation. The serendipitous joint observations of these two messengers can be the catalyst for coordinated follow-up, another part of the last Astro2020 thematic area. Multimessenger science may be key to identifying GW sources, by providing a known position, time of interest, or directly measuring frequency evolution. Joint sources that require long-term EM monitoring cannot be studied by scintillators, can be studied by coded masks and IACTs, and are best studied with Cherenkov, Compton, and Pair-conversion survey telescopes. For such sources our two figures of merit are (total) sky coverage and cadence.

• Core Collapse Supernovae in the Milky Way may produce detectable GW burst emission, and are expected to occur once every few decades. γ-rays in the ∼MeV range measure the production of radioactive elements that probe both stellar convection and the supernova engine. Some extreme CCSN also power long GRBs, which may produce significantly stronger GW emission [39, 41]. Neutrinos from collapse events are also detectable, and joint GW, neutrino, and γ-ray detections would constrain both our understanding of the supernova engine and the physics behind it [30], but to do so requires improved sensitivity to both the ground-based GW network and MeV γ-ray observatories.

• Pulsars are rapidly rotating neutron stars with large magnetic fields from which we observe pulsed electromagnetic emission. Any non-axisymmetric deformation in the object would cause it to emit ∼Hz-kHz CWs, generally at twice the rotational frequency [see, e.g. 31, for a review]. γ-ray monitoring of pulsars provide accurate timing solutions that enable deep searches for CWs. Further, γ-ray observatories have also provided dozens of well-behaved pulsars for use in PTAs.

• Accreting NSs are promising sources of intermediate duration GWs. Small deformations may survive on short timescales at the regions of accretion [58, 59]. γ-ray observations can measure the frequency change and inform on the accretion rate. A possible example are transitional pulsars which spin up during accretion but otherwise have normal spin-down behavior.

• Pulsar Glitches are sudden changes in the rotation period and period derivative of the pulsar, with recovery timescales of hours to months. Glitches are thought to be caused by interactions at the core-crust interface, which could produce GWs during the recovery period. All-sky γ-ray monitors with localization capability can constrain the glitch time of γ-ray pulsars to an accuracy of ∼minutes, as was recently done for a Vela pulsar glitch [38]. This precision enables sensitive follow-up searches for intermediate-duration GW searches by providing both a start time and a known frequency evolution.

• Giant Magnetar Flares are short, bright flashes of γ rays, followed by quasi-periodic oscillations (QPOs) for hundreds of seconds [see, e.g. 35, 45, 60]. They could result in non-axisymmetric deformations of the magnetar through crust-cracking or magnetic fieldinduced structural changes [37]. The prompt flare may produce GW burst emission, and the QPOs provide a known frequency to search for intermediate-duration GWs [3, 61]. Joint observations can inform on the NS structure and the emission mechanism for magnetar flares.

• Supermassive Black Holes Binaries (SMBHBs) and their mergers are key sources for PTAs and LISA. The evolutionary pathways to creating SMBHBs are intricately tied to galaxy formation, but poorly understood. Long timescale observations of active galactic nuclei can reveal periodicity that may be related to future GW sources. The BL Lac object PG 1553+113 has an apparent 2.2 year cycle that has been observed for ∼5 periods by the Fermi LAT, which could arise from a SMBHB system [12, 54]. Observations of MeV blazars would allow for multimessenger constraints on the formation of SMBHBs, without necessarily observing the same individual sources.

• Something Unexpected. Among the most interesting options for GW and multimessenger sources are those that we do not predict. One such example may be the creation of a SGRB following stellar-mass binary black hole mergers [e.g. 24], which is generally unexpected due to the lack of available matter. Because of the low rate of γ-ray transients and γ-ray detectors being all-sky monitors, they are promising EM partners for the unexpected, and could reliably prove association even without prior statistical assumptions.

3 Summary

Joint γ-ray and GW searches will identify the sources of both of these messengers and initiate the coordinated follow-up efforts. The all-sky monitoring capability of γ-ray and GW facilities, and the expected source types, make them synergistic partners in the multimessenger era.

The science possible with NS mergers is incredible. To ensure success, we specifically recommend a vigorous upgrade timeline for the ground-based GW network and continued and improved ∼keV-MeV γ-ray coverage. Further, we recommend the creation of a coherent GRB network analogous to the ground-based GW network. From Table 1, small-scale missions can contribute critical sky coverage, sensitivity, and localizations for SGRB studies, though not at the same time. High energy missions that do not have GW counterparts as prime science drivers will provide important coverage and capabilities for joint γ-ray and GW science.

To study longer-duration transients generally requires larger-scale missions that can study individual sources in detail. Any new joint detection will uncover another class of GW sources, and will enable unique science. To capture the full range of multimessenger sources, we recommend broad coverage of the γ-ray sky from keV to TeV energies in partnership with broad coverage of the GW spectrum.

Mission/ Mission Start γ-ray Detector; Energy Average SGRB Location Sky Instrument Class Year Other Coverage Range View Rate Accuracy View Cadence Ref. Swift/BAT MIDEX 2004- Coded Mask; XUVO 15-150 keV 15% 8.1 ∼2’^† 88% Daily [20, 40] Fermi/GBM Probe 2008- Scintillators; γ 8-40,000 keV 50% 39.5^1 ∼12^∘ [21, 43] Fermi/LAT Probe 2008- Pair conversion; γ 0.04-300 GeV 20% 1.7 ∼0.5^∘ 100% 3 Hours [13, 18] IACTS^2 2004- Cherenkov (Air) 0.1-100 TeV Pointed ? <0.1^∘ [9] HAWC 2015- Cherenkov (Water) 0.1-100 TeV 15% ? <1^∘ 67% Daily [10, 62] BurstCube CubeSat 2021 Scintillators 30-1000 keV >30% >20 ∼20^∘ [50] SVOM/ECLAIRS 2021 Coded Mask; γXO 4-120 keV 15% 7 <14’ ∼50% Variable [33] SVOM/GRM 2021 Scintillators; γXO 50-5000 keV 15% 15 [33] Glowbug MoO 2023 Scintillators 30-2000 keV 50% 50 ∼9-12^∘

CTA 2022 Cherenkov (Air) 0.05-300 TeV Pointed ? <0.05^∘ [25, 46] SGSO 2022 Cherenkov (Water) 0.1-100 TeV 24% ? <0.4^∘ 67% Daily [14] Bia (2) MoO 2025 Scintillators 20-2000 keV 80% 80-120 ∼10-12^∘ COSI-SMEX SMEX 2025 Compton 100-5000 keV 25% 10-20 ∼0.5^∘ 80%^3 1.5 Hours Scintillators 150-5000 keV 50% 10-20 MoonBEAM MoO 2025 Scintillators 30-1000 keV 100% 35-40 ∼1^{∘4} Nimble/HAM SMEX 2025 Scint.; UVOIR 20-3000 keV 40% 25-45 ∼12-15^{∘†}

AMEGO Probe 2030 Compton, Pair 0.2-30,000 MeV 20% 60-100 ∼0.5^∘ 100% 3 Hours [47, 49] STROBE-X Probe 2030 Coded Mask; X 2-50 keV 30% 7-10 ∼2’ 67% Variable [51] THESEUS 2032 Coded Mask; XIR 2-20,000 keV 30% 15-35 5’^† 64% 4.5 Hours [16]

Table 2: A summary of representative active (first block), funded (second block) and proposed γ-ray missions. Some γ-ray missions have instruments observing other wavelengths, which are abbreviated here as γ-ray (γ), X-ray (X), Ultraviolet (UV), Optical (O), and Infrared (IR). The double horizontal lines separate out the figures of merit for SGRB detection and surveys. The Average View column refers to the field of view modulo livetime, corresponding to the likelihood a given observatory will observe an event. The location accuracy is given in terms of 1-sigma uncertainties (statistical and systematic). Sky View and Cadence refer to how often that fraction of the sky is observed. We do not list estimated SGRB rates for the Cherenkov telescopes as they are unknown. For future missions these estimates are based on the current design of the mission parameters and instruments and are subject to change. Representative values are assumed when not precisely known.^† denotes missions with on-board follow-up instruments that enable more accurate localizations.^1GBM also has subthreshold searches, identifying an additional ∼80 SGRB candidates/year.^2H.E.S.S./MAGIC/VERITAS.^3COSI-SMEX observes 100% of the sky with a daily cadence.^4This localization assumes an IPN annulus in partnership with a LEO mission.

References

[1] J. Aasi, B. Abbott, R. Abbott, T. Abbott, M. Abernathy, K. Ackley, C. Adams, T. Adams, P. Addesso, R. Adhikari, et al. Advanced Ligo. Classical and quantum gravity, 32(7):074001, 2015.

[2] B. Abbott, R. Abbott, T. Abbott, F. Acernese, K. Ackley, C. Adams, T. Adams, P. Addesso, R. Adhikari, V. Adya, et al. Gravitational Waves and Gamma-Rays from a Binary Neutron Star Merger: GW170817 and GRB 170817A. The Astrophysical Journal Letters, 848(2):L13, 2017.

[3] B. Abbott, R. Abbott, R. Adhikari, J. Agresti, and P. e. a. Ajith. Search for Gravitational Wave Radiation Associated with the Pulsating Tail of the SGR 1806-20 Hyperflare of 27 December 2004 using LIGO. PRD, 76:062003, Sep 2007.

[4] B. Abbott, R. Abbott, R. Adhikari, A. Ananyeva, S. Anderson, S. Appert, K. Arai, M. Araya, J. Barayoga, B. Barish, et al. Multi-messenger Observations of a Binary Neutron Star Merger. Astrophysical Journal Letters, 848(2):L12, 2017.

[5] B. P. Abbott, R. Abbott, T. Abbott, M. Abernathy, F. Acernese, K. Ackley, C. Adams, T. Adams, P. Addesso, R. Adhikari, et al. Prospects for Observing and Localizing Gravitational-Wave Transients with Advanced LIGO, Advanced Virgo and KAGRA. Living Reviews in Relativity, 21(1):3, 2018.

[6] B. P. Abbott, R. Abbott, T. Abbott, M. Abernathy, K. Ackley, et al. Exploring the Sensitivity of Next Generation Gravitational Wave Detectors. Classical and Quantum Gravity, 34(4):044001, 2017.

[7] B. P. Abbott, R. Abbott, T. Abbott, F. Acernese, K. Ackley, et al. GW170817: Observation of Gravitational Waves from a Binary Neutron Star Inspiral. Physical Review Letters, 119(16):161101, 2017.

[8] B. P. Abbott, R. Abbott, T. D. Abbott, M. R. Abernathy, F. Acernese, K. Ackley, and et al.

Observation of Gravitational Waves from a Binary Black Hole Merger. Physical Review Letters, 116(6):061102, Feb. 2016.

[9] H. Abdalla, A. Abramowski, F. Aharonian, F. A. Benkhali, et al. TeV gamma-ray observations of the binary neutron star merger GW170817 with HESS. The Astrophysical Journal Letters, 850(2):L22, 2017.

[10] A. U. Abeysekara, A. Albert, R. Alfaro, C. Alvarez, J. D. Álvarez, and R. e. a. Arceo. Observation of the Crab Nebula with the HAWC Gamma-Ray Observatory. ApJ, 843:39, July 2017.

[11] F. Acernese, M. Agathos, K. Agatsuma, D. Aisa, N. Allemandou, et al. Advanced Virgo:

A Second-Generation Interferometric Gravitational Wave Detector. Classical and Quantum Gravity, 32(2):024001, 2014.

[12] M. Ackermann, M. Ajello, A. Albert, W. Atwood, L. Baldini, J. Ballet, G. Barbiellini, D. Bastieri, J. B. Gonzalez, R. Bellazzini, et al. Multiwavelength Evidence for Quasi-Periodic Modulation in the Gamma-ray Blazar PG 1553+ 113. The Astrophysical Journal Letters, 813(2):L41, 2015.

[13] M. Ackermann, M. Ajello, K. Asano, M. Axelsson, L. Baldini, et al. The First Fermi-LAT Gamma-ray Burst Catalog. The Astrophysical Journal Supplement Series, 209(1):11, 2013.

[14] A. Albert, R. Alfaro, H. Ashkar, C. Alvarez, J. Álvarez, J. Arteaga-Velázquez, et al. Science Case for a Wide Field-of-View Very-High-Energy Gamma-Ray Observatory in the Southern Hemisphere. arXiv preprint arXiv:1902.08429, 2019.

[15] P. Amaro-Seoane, H. Audley, S. Babak, J. Baker, E. Barausse, and P. e. a. Bender.

[16] L. Amati, P. O’Brien, D. Götz, E. Bozzo, C. Tenzer, and F. e. a. Frontera. The THESEUS Space Mission Concept: Science Case, Design and Expected Performances. Advances in Space Research, 62:191–244, Jul 2018.

[17] Y. Aso, Y. Michimura, K. Somiya, M. Ando, O. Miyakawa, T. Sekiguchi, D. Tatsumi, H. Yamamoto, K. Collaboration, et al. Interferometer Design of the KAGRA Gravitational Wave Detector. Physical Review D, 88(4):043007, 2013.

[18] W. Atwood, A. A. Abdo, M. Ackermann, W. Althouse, B. Anderson, et al. The Large Area Telescope on the Fermi Gamma-ray Space Telescope Mission. The Astrophysical Journal, 697(2):1071, 2009.

[19] L. Barsotti, P. Fritschel, M. Evans, and S. Gras. Updated Advanced LIGO Sensitivity Design Curve. LIGO DCC, 2018.

[20] S. D. Barthelmy, L. M. Barbier, J. R. Cummings, E. E. Fenimore, N. Gehrels, et al. The Burst Alert Telescope (BAT) on the SWIFT Midex Mission. Space Science Reviews, 120(3- 4):143–164, 2005.

[21] P. N. Bhat, C. A. Meegan, A. von Kienlin, W. S. Paciesas, M. S. Briggs, et al. The Third Fermi GBM Gamma-ray Burst Catalog: The First Six Years. The Astrophysical Journal Supplement Series, 223(2):28, 2016.

[22] E. Burns et al. A Summary of Multimessenger Science with Neutron Star Mergers. Astro2020 Science White Paper, 2019.

[23] E. Caroli, J. Stephen, G. Di Cocco, L. Natalucci, and A. Spizzichino. Coded Aperture Imaging in X-and Gamma-ray Astronomy. Space Science Reviews, 45(3-4):349–403, 1987.

[24] V. Connaughton, E. Burns, A. Goldstein, L. Blackburn, M. S. Briggs, B.-B. Zhang, and et al.

Fermi GBM Observations of LIGO Gravitational-wave Event GW150914. ApJL, 826:L6, July 2016.

[25] CTA. Science with the Cherenkov Telescope Array. WORLD SCIENTIFIC, 2019.

[26] K. L. Dooley et al. GEO 600 and the GEO-HF Upgrade Program: Successes and Challenges.

Classical and Quantum Gravity, 33(7):075009, mar 2016.

[27] A. Einstein. Näherungsweise Integration der Feldgleichungen der Gravitation. Sitzungsberichte der Königlich Preußischen Akademie der Wissenschaften (Berlin), Seite 688-696., 1916.

[28] A. Einstein. Über Gravitationswellen. Sitzungsberichte der Königlich Preußischen Akademie der Wissenschaften (Berlin), Seite 154-167., 1918.

[29] W.-f. Fong, E. Berger, R. Margutti, and B. A. Zauderer. A Decade of Short-duration Gammaray Burst Broadband Afterglows: Energetics, Circumburst Densities, and Jet Opening Angles. The Astrophysical Journal, 815(2):102, 2015.

[30] C. Fryer et al. Core Collapse Supernovae and Multi-Messenger Astronomy. Astro2020 Science White Paper, 2019.

[31] K. Glampedakis and L. Gualtieri. Gravitational Waves from Single Neutron Stars: An Advanced Detector Era Survey. arXiv e-prints, page arXiv:1709.07049, Sep 2017.

[32] A. Goldstein, P. Veres, E. Burns, M. Briggs, R. Hamburg, et al. An Ordinary Short Gamma- Ray Burst with Extraordinary Implications: Fermi-GBM Detection of GRB 170817A. The Astrophysical Journal Letters, 848(2):L14, 2017.

[33] D. Götz, J. Paul, S. Basa, J. Wei, S. Zhang, J.-L. Atteia, D. Barret, B. Cordier, A. Claret, J. Deng, et al. SVOM: a new mission for Gamma-Ray Burst Studies. In AIP Conference Proceedings, volume 1133, pages 25–30. AIP, 2009.

[34] G. Hobbs, A. Archibald, Z. Arzoumanian, D. Backer, M. Bailes, N. Bhat, M. Burgay, S. Burke-Spolaor, D. Champion, I. Cognard, et al. The International Pulsar Timing Array Project: Using Pulsars as a Gravitational Wave Detector. Classical and Quantum Gravity, 27(8):084013, 2010.

[35] K. Hurley, S. Boggs, D. Smith, R. Duncan, R. Lin, A. Zoglauer, S. Krucker, G. Hurford, H. Hudson, C. Wigger, et al. An Exceptionally Bright Flare from SGR 1806–20 and the Origins of Short-Duration γ-ray Bursts. Nature, 434(7037):1098, 2005.

[36] K. Hurley, I. Mitrofanov, D. Golovin, M. Litvak, A. Sanin, W. Boynton, C. Fellows, K. Harshman, R. Starr, S. Golenetskii, et al. The Interplanetary Network. EAS Publications Series, 61:459–464, 2013.

[37] K. Ioka. Magnetic Deformation of Magnetars for the Giant Flares of the Soft Gamma-ray Repeaters. MNRAS, 327:639–662, Oct. 2001.

[38] M. Kerr. Fermi LAT Detection of the Recent Glitch in the Vela Pulsar (PSR J0835-4510).

The Astronomer’s Telegram, 12481, Feb. 2019.

[39] S. Kobayashi and P. Mészáros. Gravitational Radiation from Gamma-Ray Burst Progenitors.

ApJ, 589:861–870, June 2003.

[40] A. Lien, T. Sakamoto, S. D. Barthelmy, W. H. Baumgartner, J. K. Cannizzo, et al. The Third Swift Burst Alert Telescope Gamma-ray Burst Catalog. The Astrophysical Journal, 829(1):7, 2016.

[41] T. Liu, W.-M. Gu, and B. Zhang. Neutrino-dominated Accretion Flows as the Central Engine of Gamma-ray Bursts. NAR, 79:1–25, Nov. 2017.

[42] D. McClelland, M. Evans, R. Schnabel, B. Lantz, I. Martin, and V. Quetschke. Instrument Science White Paper. LIGO DCC, 2014.

[43] C. Meegan, G. Lichti, P. Bhat, E. Bissaldi, M. S. Briggs, V. Connaughton, R. Diehl, G. Fishman, J. Greiner, A. S. Hoover, et al. The Fermi Gamma-ray Burst Monitor. The Astrophysical Journal, 702(1):791, 2009.

[44] R. Mirzoyan and the MAGIC Collaboration. MAGIC Detects the GRB 190114C in the TeV Energy Domain. GCN, 23701:1–+, Jan. 2019.

[45] D. M. Palmer, S. Barthelmy, N. Gehrels, R. Kippen, T. Cayton, C. Kouveliotou, D. Eichler, R. Wijers, P. Woods, J. Granot, et al. A Giant γ-ray Flare from the Magnetar SGR 1806–20. Nature, 434(7037):1107, 2005.

[46] B. Patricelli, A. Stamerra, M. Razzano, E. Pian, and G. Cella. Searching for Gamma-Ray Counterparts to Gravitational Waves from Merging Binary Neutron Stars with the Cherenkov Telescope Array. Journal of Cosmology and Astroparticle Physics, 2018(05):056, 2018.

[47] J. Perkins and A. Team. All-Sky Medium Energy Gamma-ray Observatory (AMEGO)-A Discovery Mission for the MeV Gamma-ray Band. In APS Meeting Abstracts, 2018.

[48] M. Poincaré. Sur la dynamique de l’électron. Comptes rendus de l’Académie des Sciences, 140:1507, 1905.

[49] J. Racusin, A. Lien, and D. H. Hartmann. AMEGO: Transients and Multi-Messenger Sources.

PoS, page 792, 2017.

[50] J. Racusin, J. S. Perkins, M. S. Briggs, G. De Nolfo, J. Krizmanic, et al. BurstCube: A CubeSat for Gravitational Wave Counterparts. arXiv preprint arXiv:1708.09292, 2017.

[51] P. S. Ray, Z. Arzoumanian, S. Brandt, E. Burns, D. Chakrabarty, et al. STROBE-X: A Probe- Class Mission for x-ray Spectroscopy and Timing on Timescales from Microseconds to Years. In Space Telescopes and Instrumentation 2018: Ultraviolet to Gamma Ray, volume 10699, page 1069919. International Society for Optics and Photonics, 2018.

[52] B. Sathyaprakash, M. Abernathy, F. Acernese, P. Ajith, B. Allen, P. Amaro-Seoane, N. Andersson, S. Aoudia, K. Arun, P. Astone, et al. Scientific Objectives of Einstein Telescope. Classical and Quantum Gravity, 29(12):124013, 2012.

[53] B. F. Schutz. Networks of Gravitational Wave Detectors and Three Figures of Merit. Classical and Quantum Gravity, 28(12):125023, 2011.

[54] M. Tavani, A. Cavaliere, P. Munar-Adrover, and A. Argan. The Blazar PG 1553+ 113 as a Binary System of Supermassive Black Holes. The Astrophysical Journal, 854(1):11, 2018.

[55] J. H. Taylor and J. M. Weisberg. A New Test of General Relativity - Gravitational Radiation and the Binary Pulsar PSR 1913+16. ApJ, 253:908–920, Feb. 1982.

[56] The LIGO Scientific Collaboration and the Virgo Collaboration. GWTC-1: A Gravitational- Wave Transient Catalog of Compact Binary Mergers Observed by LIGO and Virgo during the First and Second Observing Runs. ArXiv e-prints, page arXiv:1811.12907, Nov. 2018.

[57] P. Von Ballmoos, R. Diehl, and V. Schoenfelder. Imaging the Gamma-Sky with Compton Telescopes. Astronomy and Astrophysics, 221:396–406, 1989.

[58] A. L. Watts and B. Krishnan. Detecting Gravitational Waves from Accreting Neutron Stars.

Advances in Space Research, 43:1049–1054, Apr. 2009.

[59] A. L. Watts, B. Krishnan, L. Bildsten, and B. F. Schutz. Detecting Gravitational Wave Emission from the Known Accreting Neutron Stars. MNRAS, 389:839–868, Sept. 2008.

[60] A. L. Watts and T. E. Strohmayer. Detection with RHESSI of High-Frequency X-Ray Oscillations in the Tailof the 2004 Hyperflare from SGR 1806–20. The Astrophysical Journal Letters, 637(2):L117, 2006.

[61] A. L. Watts and T. E. Strohmayer. Neutron Star Oscillations and QPOs during Magnetar Flares. Advances in Space Research, 40(10):1446–1452, 2007.

[62] J. Wood. An All-Sky Search for Bursts of Very High Energy Gamma Rays with HAWC.

arXiv preprint arXiv:1801.01550, 2018.

[63] M. Zucker, S. Vitale, and D. Sigg. Getting an A+: Enhancing Advanced LIGO. LIGO DCC, 2016.