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PREFACE

Time-domain and multimessenger (TDAMM) astrophysics was identified by Pathways to Discovery in Astronomy
and Astrophysics for the 2020s (National Academies of Sciences, Engineering, and Medicine et al. 2021), the astro-
physics Decadal, as a key scientific priority, promising to revolutionize our understanding of how the universe works.
Time-domain astronomy is the study of the universe as it evolves over time. This includes transient events that explode
and fade and temporal variation of persistent sources. Multimessenger astronomy refers to the use of observations of
gravitational waves, neutrinos, cosmic rays, and dust with our existing capabilities in observing the electromagnetic
spectrum to investigate questions whose answers have eluded us. Major new facilities have recently come online, and
more are expected in the near future, which will upend our approach to the study of a large swath of astrophysics.

The 1st TDAMM Workshop: In response to this Decadal priority, the NASA Physics of the Cosmos Program
organized Prioritizing the Science, in Annapolis, Maryland in August 2022. The workshop focused on a broad set
of talks covering the multitude of sources of interest to TDAMM astrophysics. Following the meeting, the Scientific
Organizing Committee wrote a summary white paper. The scientists then produced a set of papers published in a
special journal issue that was recently presented to the Astrophysics Advisory Committee (APAC), a Federal Advisory
Committee Act (FACA) committee responsible for advising NASA in the area of astrophysics.

The 2nd TDAMM Workshop: At the first workshop there was a lively session on TDAMM infrastructure,
referring to the hardware and software necessary to coordinate observations and access and analyze the wealth of data
from all relevant facilities. NSF’s National Optical-Infrared Astronomy Research Laboratory, with NASA involvement,
organized Windows on the Universe: FEstablishing the Infrastructure for a Collaborative Multi-messenger Ecosystem
that was held in Tucson, Arizona in October 2023. The meeting contained a series of invited and contributed talks and
a number of active discussions sessions to understand what specific investments and general guidelines were needed in
this focus area. Following the meeting, the organizers and members of the interested community wrote a subsequent
white paper (Ahumada et al. 2024). This was reported to the Astronomy and Astrophysics Advisory Committee, a
FACA committee advising NSF, DOE, and NASA, and informed a bespoke NSF call to address this focus area.

The 3rd TDAMM Workshop: The first conclusion of the first workshop noted the importance of TDAMM for
other fields of physics. Although astronomy typically uses approximate models because they are sufficient to model
observational data, this has begun to change in TDAMM. In the parlance of physics experiments, the use of time-
domain and multimessenger observations to probe an underlying question or source is analogous to multidiagnostic
experimental approaches, where the separate signals give complementary information for a greater overall understand-
ing. Here, multiwavelength astronomy and spectral and polarimetric observations are additional diagnostics. This
holistic approach to TDAMM requires the breadth of facilities and infrastructure investment considered at previous
workshops, as well as theory and simulation integration of information from multiple related fields.

These considerations led to the workshop Multidisciplinary Science in the Multimessenger Era organized at
Louisiana State University (LSU) in September 2024. The workshop was supported by LSU, by NASA’s Physics
of the Cosmos Program, by NSF Physics and NSF Astronomy as a Conference proposal through the Windows on the
Universe, and by the Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) Los Alamos National Laboratory and the Center for Nuclear
Astrophysics Across Messengers. In contrast to the first two meetings, which were driven predominantly by the As-
trophysics Decadal, the scope was broadened to include the planning documents and priorities of additional fields of
interest.

The workshop opened with invited plenary talks to guide the extended small-group discussion sections. The key
guiding questions presented ahead of the workshop for discussion were the following:

e Beginning with the questions outlined in the first time-domain and multimessenger white paper, what are the
most important multidisciplinary questions of interest for time-domain and multimessenger astrophysics?

e What are the key measurements? How can we leverage current and forthcoming facilities? Do we need new
ones? For astrophysical observations, are additional coordination recommendations needed beyond those in the
second time-domain and multimessenger white paper?

e What advances are relevant for other fields of physics and national strategic priorities?

e How can multidisciplinary research be fostered?


https://pcos.gsfc.nasa.gov/TDAMM/
https://pcos.gsfc.nasa.gov/TDAMM/docs/TDAMM_Report.pdf
https://www.frontiersin.org/research-topics/56672/articles
https://assets.science.nasa.gov/content/dam/science/cds/researchers/nac/apac/2024/Gezari_tdamm_summary_apac_gezari_v2.pdf
https://noirlab.edu/science/events/websites/MMA2023

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Connecting Quarks with the Cosmos: Eleven Science Questions for the New Century is a report delivered by the
National Research Council shortly after the turn of the millennium (National Research Council et al. 2003). To quote,
“No one agency currently has unique ownership of the science at the intersection of astronomy and physics; nor can
one agency working alone mount the effort needed to realize the great opportunities. DOE, NASA, and NSF are
all deeply interested in the science at this intersection, and each brings unique expertise to the enterprise. Only by
working together can they take full advantage of the [scientific opportunities].”

Since this report, a revolution in astrophysics has occurred. We now regularly detect gravitational waves with
LIGO and high-energy neutrinos by IceCube, facilities both supported by the NSF. The same events are seen through
high energy photons by NASA’s Fermi and Swift telescopes. The forthcoming Vera C. Rubin Observatory, jointly
supported by the NSF and DOE, will produce videos of the universe at optical wavelengths. The characterization of
astrophysical events with these facilities, and across the electromagnetic spectrum by telescope supported by all three
agencies, allow for a more holistic method of understanding the physics of the cosmos.

This time-domain and multimessenger approach is a priority science area, per the Astro 2020 Decadal Pathways to
Discovery in Astronomy and Astrophysics for the 2020s (National Academies of Sciences, Engineering, and Medicine
et al. 2021). The promise of this focus area is also marked in the strategic planning document of several domains
of science. Time-domain and multimessenger astronomy could answer a majority of the National Research Council’s
eleven questions before the half-century mark. These goals, along with others identified since this report, include
mapping the complete origin of the elements, conducting precision cosmology across the universe, understanding
extreme matter, observing mass extraction from black holes, testing unique predictions from quantum electrodynamics,
and probing physics outside of equilibrium.

However, this progress requires a change in approach. Historically, astrophysics has relied upon approximate
models for interpretation, as these were sufficient to explain astrophysical data and consistent with results from
terrestrial laboratories. The multi-diagnostic approach now used in astrophysics provides data beyond the fidelity of
these models. Fortunately, transformational advancements in terrestrial experiments are beginning to recreate the
extreme physics seen in the cosmos. The DOE’s Facility for Rare Isotope Beams is revolutionizing the study of nuclear
physics of relevance for time-domain and multimessenger astronomy. The DOE and NSF also operate high-energy and
high intensity laser facilities which can now recreate plasma conditions found in astrophysical environments.

Because of these major (and dozens more) facilities, the creation of higher fidelity models for scientific advancement
is predominantly a task of integration. When the knowledge is beyond the capability of any individual or institution,
how can this be accomplished? The National Nuclear Security Administration, a branch of the DOE, applies an
end-to-end approach to fulfill its national security mandate. This involves outlining all steps which occur in a problem
and the creation of corresponding simulations. These simulations must be chained together, with the output from
one informing the next, or through iteration between them. Each component is studied to understand its true error,
allowing for full uncertainty quantification. The greatest sources of uncertainty are addressed predominantly through
the use of existing components such as drawing on advances from open science or running new experiments at existing
facilities. Sometimes this requires novel work, such as the development of new numerical approaches. This method
has fostered new interdisciplinary fields, with some approaches now decades ahead of those used in astrophysics.

Maximizing the scientific return in time-domain and multimessenger astrophysics requires a similar end-to-end
approach. This includes adoption of the techniques used by the National Nuclear Security Administration, a renewed
focus on computational astrophysics, and engagement with other disciplines of physics. The funding agencies, pro-
fessional societies, and respective communities must work to overcome structural barriers to foster multidisciplinary
work. The motivation includes maximizing the scientific return of major US facilities and in developing generalist
scientists for use in industry and the national security workforce. The majority of the needed investment can be done
through alignment of existing programs, without requiring additional funds.

Within this context, priorities within the field of time-domain and multimessenger astronomy are evident. The
sources most prepared for full end-to-end approaches are explosive transients, including supernovae, novae, and neutron
star mergers. This is because of sustained investment in the area of nuclear astrophysics by the NSF and DOE which
have fostered connections in the necessary communities and supported the multidisciplinary work to outline and address
areas where the greatest progress can be made. However, a broader approach is needed to understand these events.
Lastly, the success in this area will inspire emulation of this approach in other interdisciplinary areas of astrophysics,
driving the application of this end-to-end approach on other sources in the future.
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1. SYNTHESIS

The preeminent starting document for this workshop is the Astrophysics 2020 Decadal, Pathways to Discovery
in Astronomy and Astrophysics for the 2020s (National Academies of Sciences, Engineering, and Medicine et al.
2021), as it recommended time-domain and multimessenger (TDAMM) astrophysics as a science priority. Much of the
excitement in TDAMM science has been driven by two specific transients with multi-messenger observations: a first
transient with both neutrino and photon observations and a second transient with concurrent gravitational wave and
photon observations.

In the first event, neutrino detectors (Kamiokande and IMB) observed the thermal (~MeV) neutrinos from the
core-collapse of supernova (SN) 1987A. This observation provided decisive proof that at least some SNe are produced
in the collapse of the cores of massive stars. The unexpectedly early emergence of nuclear gamma-rays drove the
development of the convective engine, which is still the standard model for these sources. The Department of Energy’s
(DOE’s) next generation neutrino facility, Deep Underground Neutrino Experiment (DUNE), will begin operation
this decade. DUNE, and similar megaton scale detectors, will increase the detection rate of SNe through neutrinos
from roughly once per century to roughly once per decade, and are also expected to detect the stochastic neutrino
background from all core-collapse events in the universe.

The latest concurrent mulit-messenger detection occurred in 2017 with the joint gravitational wave (GW) and
electromagnetic (EM) discovery of a binary neutron star merger. This event has excited scientists across several
disciplines. In the United States, the ground-based interferometer is Laser Interferometer Gravitational-Wave Obser-
vatory (LIGO). LIGO and its international partners together comprise the International Gravitational-Wave Network
(IGWN). With the forthcoming interferometer upgrades we expect regular detections of neutron star mergers through
GWs this decade. Planned next generation detectors would detect tens of thousands of events each year. Similar to the
use of neutrinos, GW observations provide diagnostic information on what is occurring in the hearts of these explosive
transients, which is impossible to study with electromagnetic information. In the United States these facilities are
supported by the National Science Foundation (NSF).

Just as the expansion of observations across the EM spectrum gave new understanding of the universe, neutrino
and GW detections have driven significant advances to our understanding of these transients and their underlying
physics. A third key advancement in TDAMM science was the identification of an astrophysical contribution to high-
energy neutrinos by NSF’s IceCube Neutrino Observatory (IceCube). A fourth was the recent identification of the
stochastic background of low-frequency gravitational waves by the international Pulsar Timing Array (PTA), whose
US efforts are the North American Nanohertz Observatory for Gravitational Waves (NANOGrav) supported by the
NSF and the Fermi Space Telescope supported by NASA. Future foundational advances in both areas will occur with
the identification of unambiguous counterparts to these non-electromagnetic sources. For IceCube neutrinos there are
several promising cases. For the PTA it is a matter of time. The European Space Agency (ESA), will launch the
Laser Interferometer Space Antenna (LISA) in the 2030s, which will observe GWs in between the PTAs and IGWN.
National Aeronautics and Space Administration’s (NASA’s) contribution to LISA has been fully endorsed in the past
two astro Decadals.

As there is yet to be a combined GW and neutrino detection, and other messengers (cosmic rays, dust, meteorites)
are not yet associated to individual events, TDAMM science via concurrent observations is thus far only possible
because of major electromagnetic facilities. NASA’s gamma-ray missions provided the key early discovery of nucle-
osynthesis following the neutrino discovery in SN 1987A. The gamma-rays seen two seconds after the GWs in 2017 were
observed by NASA’s Fermi Space Telescope. Follow-up observations using ground-based optical telescopes supported
by the NSF and DOE identified the precise position of this event, allowing characterization with NSF, DOE, and
NASA facilities across the full electromagnetic spectrum. This also regularly occurs for the most promising neutrino
counterpart candidates and other rare transients of interest. Optical and infrared observations are supported by all
three agencies. Radio is predominantly the domain of the NSF. Ultraviolet, X-rays, and (low-energy) gamma-rays are
the responsibility of NASA, with Fermi joined by the Neil Gehrels Swift Observatory (Swift) as the main workhorse
machines. Very high energy gamma-rays are observed from the ground by DOE and NSF facilities. Cosmic rays
detection is supported by all three agencies. Lastly, TDAMM science also involves the study of dust, meteorites, and
ocean sediments from the cosmos, work which is done by chemists and geologists. In many cases, these observations
all contribute to understanding the same phenomena even though not of the same event.

The Astro Decadal mentions the transformative astrophysics enabled by the combination of these facilities as well
as the forthcoming Legacy Survey of Space and Time (LSST) by the NSF and DOE’s Vera C. Rubin Observatory
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(Rubin) as laying the foundation for this new era of TDAMM science. While TDAMM is a broad technique used
across astrophysics, the Astro Decadal specifically highlights the priority area this decade as the application of these
techniques to “the study of neutron stars, white dwarfs, collisions of black holes, and stellar explosions”, emphasizing
that this “will reshape the understanding of topics as diverse as the origin of the carbon in bones and the metal in
phones, the history of the expansion of the universe since the Big Bang, the life and death of stars, and the physics of
black hole event horizons.”

The Decadal also states “New, coordinated advances in several areas are required to unlock the workings of the
dynamic universe.” Specific recommendations include NSF investment in the Extremely Large Telescopes (ELTS),
the next generation Very Large Array (ngVLA), next generation Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) telescopes,
upgrades to the existing GW interferometers and high energy neutrino telescopes, and technology towards the next
generation of GW interferometers and NASA investment in Habitable Worlds Observatory. Investments have begun
for all of these recommendations. There are two recommendations for telescopes which were not specific:

e A suite of small and medium-scale ground and space-based observational facilities across the electromagnetic
spectrum to discover and characterize the brightness and spectra of transient sources as they appear and fade
away.

e Strong software and theoretical foundations to numerically interpret the gravitational wave signals from merging
compact objects to extract new physics in the extremes of density and gravity, and ensure easy user access to
the wealth of data on the dynamic universe and to model and interpret astronomical sources whose physical
conditions cannot be replicated in laboratories on Earth.

These recommendations led to the creation of the TDAMM series of workshops, to work through the details of these
Decadal recommendations. The first workshop focused on exploring the broad astrophysics questions in the umbrella
of TDAMM. The second workshop focused on coordinated observations and corresponding software development. The
findings of these workshops are reported in the preface and the status of the response is discussed in Section 1.3.1.
The focus of the fourth TDAMM workshop is explored in Section 1.3.2. This white paper, from the third workshop, is
predominantly focused on the theory and analysis recommendation in the second bullet point above, and the necessary
engagement with other fields of physics to advance TDAMM science. This requires an explanation of the relevant
fields and their corresponding funding agencies. We begin with the former.

NASA is broken down into six mission directorates. Under the Science Mission Directorate are five divisions. The
Astrophysics Division (APD) contains three key questions. “How does the universe work?” seeks to understand the
physics of the cosmos, whose scope is a superset of TDAMM. The Biological and Physical Sciences Divison (BPS)
is responsible for part of fundamental physics research in space. NSF has eight directorates. The Mathematical and
Physical Sciences (MPS) directorate contains six divisions, including NSF Physics (PHY) and Astronomical Sciences
(AST). PHY and AST both have foundational roles in TDAMM. TDAMM utilizes work from other areas of the NSF
including MPS Chemistry (CHE), the directorate for Geosciences, and the Office of Advanced Cyberinfrastructure
within the Directorate for Computer and Information Science and Engineering. DOE has three major branches, each
with an undersecretary. The National Nuclear Security Administration (NNSA) is a semiautonomous agency respon-
sible for military application of nuclear science. The strategic end-to-end approaches to solve complex, multiphysics
problems applied in the NNSA are a guideline for how to approach complex TDAMM problems. The Office of Science
and Innovation contains the Office of Science, which supports a broad range of programs. Among these are Nuclear
Physics (NP), High Energy Physics (HEP), Fusion Energy Sciences (FES), and Advanced Scientific Computing Re-
search (ASCR). While HEP contains the Cosmic Frontier, the direct astrophysics research area of the DOE, all of
these programs are relevant for TDAMM science.

Astroparticle physics is an interdisciplinary field of direct relevance for TDAMM, including of cosmic rays, cosmol-
ogy, gamma-rays, and neutrinos. In addition to the Astro Decadal, another key planning document for astroparticle
physics is the Particle Physics Project Prioritization Panel (P5) whose most recent 2023 report Ezploring the Quantum
Universe: Pathways to Innovation and Discovery in Particle Physics (Asai et al. 2024). This report prioritized the
completion and enhancement of DUNE for its anticipated transformational results in neutrino physics and supports
the upgrade of IceCube.

The field of gravity is closely aligned with astrophysics but is distinct, with its own community, culture, funding
lines, hysicsrofessional society divisions, and organizations. LISA is space-based and thus governed by the astrophysics
Decadal. IGWN and NANOGrav fall under the purview of NSF Physics and are not formally governed by the
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Astrophysics Decadal. Instead the future of ground-based gravitational wave detection is guided by a series of ad hoc
committees, as well as the white papers produced by the relevant consortia. Despite the direct need and strong ties in
astrophysics, astroparticle physics, and gravity for TDAMM, this multidisciplinary area falls into a strategic planning
gap, where the key needs of TDAMM across areas are not necessarily considered holistically.

Explosive transients forge and eject new elements, altering their balance over cosmic time. Many electromagnetic
signatures arise from the decay of radioactive isotopes produced in these events, either as reprocessed thermal emission
or as direct nuclear lines. However, the temperatures, densities, and composition involved are only partially understood,
and the isotopes being created are not fully known. Tying yields to directly requires both and understanding of the
physics driving these observables (including transport, atomic, dust formation, etc.) and a partnership with nuclear
scientists. This field is governed by the 2023 Long Range Plan (LRP) for Nuclear Science (Aidala et al. 2023) which
has nuclear astrophysics woven throughout. It recommends multidisciplinary centers in the area of multimessenger
science. The DOE currently supports the Center for Nuclear Astrophysics across Messengers (CeNAM) as a community
organization entity, which arose as a successor to the NSF Physics Frontiers Center series of the Joint Institute for
Nuclear Astrophysics (JINA) and the JINA Center for the Evolution of the Elements (JINA-CEE). Additional support
includes the Network for Neutrinos, Nuclear Astrophysics, and Symmetries (N3AS; an NSF PHysics Frontiers Center),
the Nuclear Physics from Multi-Messenger Mergers (NP3M; an NSF Focus Research Hub), as well as the Institute for
Nuclear Theory (INT) supported by the DOE and the University of Washington. This multi-decade investment in
organizing the community has built up a network of multidisciplinary scientists, helped advance the field in a strategic
manner, created curated data for use by scientists in related fields, raised the visibility of nuclear science in other
disciplines, and enabled entirely new lines of research at the interface of nuclear and astrophysics. As one example,
this group created REACLib (e.g. Cyburt et al. 2010) which makes nuclear information of interest to astrophysics
easily accessible. This group was additionally an early supporter of this conference. DOE NP also pairs with ASCR
to support Scientific Discovery through Advanced Computing (SciDAC) calls which can support large-scale efforts in
nuclear astrophysics. The use of PFCs, SciDACs, and strategic community organization, as well as the broad support
for nuclear astrophysics in the field of nuclear science at all levels, combine to form the best investment made in
the support of multidisciplinary research in this area: the nuclear community is waiting on similar engagement from
observational astrophysicists.

Nearly all of the EM and particle signals detected from these events are emitted from matter in a state of plasma,
whose properties are again far beyond what occurs on Earth. The strategic document for plasma science in the
US comes from a Decadal process, with the most recent being Plasma Science: Enabling Technology, Sustainability,
Security, and Exploration (2021) (National Academies of Sciences, Engineering, and Medicine et al. 2020). Astrophysics
is the final frontier for plasma science, where extreme environments are beyond the current state of knowledge, whose
understanding would strengthen the foundations of plasma science used in lasers and fusion. This Decadal notes
the addition of NASA to the long-term DOE and NSF plasma partnership would advance fundamental science in
astrophysical plasmas while addressing the needs of space missions, including of Heliophysics. There are also other
programmatic efforts in the multidisciplinary area of plasma astrophysics including the Research Opportunities in
Plasma Astrophysics: Report of the Workshop on Opportunities in Plasma Astrophysics report (Bale et al. 2010) and
the American Physical Society (APS) Topical Group in Plasma Astrophysics (GPAP), now 25 years old.

The observation of lines in the spectra of the Sun was a key advancement in the development of atomic science.
This field of research is now generally grouped into Atomic, Molecular, and Optical Physics which is governed by a
Decadal process in the US, with the most recent report Manipulating Quantum Systems: An Assessment of Atomic,
Molecular, and Optical (AMO) Physics in the United States (National Academies of Sciences 2020). The technology
developed in AMO include powerful lasers uses in several fields of science, including inertial confinement fusion and
the ground-based GW interferometers, as well as atomic lattice clocks used in GPS and fundamental physics research.
These foundational technologies underlie research across several fields of physics and enabled new TDAMM frontiers
including the GW interferometers. A key need in astrophysics from AMO are libraries of atomic and molecular
lines and atomic collision data (excitation, ionization, recombination), allowing the mapping of observed lines in
spectral observations to the yield of individual atoms and molecules. In TDAMM events, at least at early times, the
temperatures are sufficiently high that typically atomic, not molecular, lines are of relevance. Knowledge of atomic
lines at astrophysically relevant temperatures are only complete to Iron, which were mapped to fully explain the spectra
seen in our Sun. However, a current priority in astrophysics is understanding the origin of heavier elements. The lack
of complete atomic knowledge is limiting the scientific return of multiple facilities, including NASA’s flagship James
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Webb Space Telescope (JWST). Such work is not a key priority of the full field of AMO. Thus, a concerted effort
to build an atomic analog of REACLib is needed, and must be strategically supported by the astrophysics funding
agencies in order to ensure long-term survival of this unique but niche area of critical expertise.

Fluid dynamics describes the flow of fluids. Of key interest to astrophysics is magnetohydrodynamics (MHD) which
studies the flow of plasmas in the presence of electromagnetic fields and thus being relevant for relativistic outflows
nearly all TDAMM events. Many codes now handle MHD in regimes where General Relativity is required (GRMHD).
Higher fidelity methods include kinetic plasma simulations or calculations. Effects include instabilities, waves, and
dynamo effect which can alter flow and affect magnetic fields, which are key to non-thermal signatures studied in
astrophysical phenomena. Interactions can lead to nonlinear effects including turbulence, dissipation, heating, particle
acceleration, and coherent structures, which are often neglected or poorly modeled in astrophysics. Additionally, our
field has a possibly unique need of requiring polarimetric predictions. The study of fluids is wide-ranging but it does
not have its own strategic planning process in the US. It is most appropriately discussed in the relevant context in the
Plasma Decadals.

In astrophysical sources it is impossible to isolate individual effects. Observations are recovering signatures affected
by the combined effect of all of these physics at the same time. This has led to approaches and fields which sit between
disciplines that have evolved into their own fields of study. The oldest of these in astrophysics is computation, with
the first uses decades before the invention of the transistor. Astrophysics has often driven computation, including use
of the first computers, development of modern supercomputing approaches, and now in handling and processing of
massive data volumes. Key areas of modern computational approaches include multiphysics handling, scale bridging,
and improving numerical methods. Nearly all understanding of astrophysical sources now requires computational
modeling and simulation. Similar to fluid dynamics, the field is wide-ranging but does not have a strategic planning
process.

Radiation transport is a multidisciplinary field which studies the propagation of radiation through a medium,
including scattering, absorption, and emission. Much like fluid dynamics and computation, radiation transport is a
technique that is broadly applicable, and does not have a strategic planning process. When a computational simulation
of an event is finished, the output can be postprocessed by radiation transport codes to model the specific expected
observational signatures. In astrophysics, it is the output of rad transport calculations which observations are compared
with, allowing inference on the underlying system. Methods used within rad transport are often decades ahead of those
used within astrophysics.

The newest multidisciplinary field of relevance is High Energy Density Physics! (HEDP) which merges physics from
several fields to explore a previously poorly understood regime. HEDP developed out of the National Nuclear Security
Administration (NNSA). HEDP has now grown in the open sector due to the broad applicability of its approaches. For
example, near the defined entry threshold for HEDP is the energy density involved in the formation of planets which
motivated the Center for Matter at Atomic Pressures, an NSF Physics Frontiers Center. HEDP does not have a formal
Decadal process, but has now completed two National Academy of Sciences (NAS) studies. The second, Fundamental
Research in High Energy Density Science (National Academies of Sciences, Engineering, and Medicine et al. 2023),
was charged with a dual mandate: “(1) advancing the underlying science and (2) assuring that the workforce continues
to maintain its high level of expertise in the future.”. A key objective in support of open HEDP science is workforce
development of the unique capabilities needed by the NNSA. All objects of interest to TDAMM are well within the
HEDP regime, but the relevant HEDP techniques have not been broadly adopted in astrophysics. This is despite the
comparatively new capability of HEDP facilities emulating the conditions on the surface of white dwarfs, bringing
ground-based facilities into the realm of compact objects for the first time. This is problematic for two reasons. First,
astrophysical advances are unnecessarily lagging. Second, astrophysics is necessarily multidisciplinary, but our junior
scientists are no longer developed to meet the generalist needs of astrophysics or the NNSA. The need for fostering
and developing this field by DOE, NSF, and NASA was noted more than twenty years ago (National Research Council
et al. 2003). As their facilities can now emulate the conditions on the surface of white dwarfs, it is past time to engage.

Lastly, laboratory astrophysics is a noted interdisciplinary field highlighted explicitly or implicitly in the long-term
planning documents of many fields of interest. This is the tailoring of ground-based experiments and data curation to
provide insight on astrophysical questions, which underlies all of TDAMM science. For example, the generation of new
knowledge of atomic, molecular, and nuclear lines, and the conditions where they arise, for interpreting astrophysical

1 Note that this is distinct from the field of dense matter
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spectra arise from lab astro measurements. Lab astro, being an interdisciplinary field, also does not have a dedicated
Decadal process; its strategic planning is typically done via ad hoc reports, including a recent one commissioned by
the NSF and NASA in response to the Astro 2020 Decadal support for lab astro, Enabling Cosmic Discoveries: The
Vital Role of Laboratory Astrophysics (Ziurys et al. 2024), by the Laboratory Astrophysics Task Force (LATF).

With these ~10 disciplines, all of which have their own questions, successes, and priorities, why should we bother
with multidisciplinary studies? While there is no standing board nor long term planning process responsible for this
question, the National Research Council convened a Committee on the Physics of the Universe 20 years ago, which
delivered Connecting Quarks with the Cosmos: Eleven Science Questions for the New Century (National Research
Council et al. 2003), which states: “No one agency currently has unique ownership of the science at the intersection of
astronomy and physics; nor can one agency working alone mount the effort needed to realize the great opportunities.
DOE, NASA, and NSF are all deeply interested in the science at this intersection, and each brings unique expertise
to the enterprise. Only by working together can they take full advantage of the opportunities at this special time.
Coordination and joint planning are essential. In some instances, two of the agencies, or even all three, will need to
work together. In others, one agency may be able to close the gap between the disciplines of physics and astronomy.”

We note that this report is broadly focused on physics of the cosmos, of which TDAMM is only a subset; however,
the needs are identical and the overlap substantial. We here list the eleven questions in the report and if they tie to
the key questions of TDAMM, described below.

1. What is Dark Matter? Some proposed dark matter candidates can be probed with observations of TDAMM
events. TDAMM advances on the concordance model of cosmology may provide new constraints on the properties
of dark matter. However, this is not necessarily a key TDAMM question.

2. What is the Nature of Dark Energy? The discovery of dark energy arose from TDAMM studies. Measuring
its equation of state will require advanced TDAMM investigations. This is explored in Section 1.1.2. Major
advancements are expected before this decade is out, but we will always seek greater precision in measurements
to answer the questions which come next.

3. How Did the Universe Begin? DOE, NASA, and NSF play a key role in these studies, but they are not a
focus of TDAMM. However, TDAMM studies could probe whether gravity violates parity which may explain the
excess of matter over antimatter at the beginning of time, which matches the original task of the NRC report.

4. Did Einstein Have the Last Word on Gravity? TDAMM provides unique tests of gravity, especially in the
strong regime. LIGO has already brought huge advancements in precision tests, but this remains an on-going
effort which will expand with the launch of LISA. We highlight a unique test of gravity in Section 1.1.4.

5. What Are the Masses of the Neutrinos and How Have They Shaped the Evolution of the Universe?
Advancing our understanding of neutrino physics, including the mass ordering, is a key goal of DUNE. A
fortuitous supernova could allow direct determination of the neutrino masses. All neutrino advances will feed

back into concordance cosmology models by reducing assumptions or providing certainty, but this is not a
TDAMM focus.

6. How Do Cosmic Accelerators Work and What Are They Accelerating? This is a direct and founda-
tional TDAMM question. We explore this in Section 1.1.4 and in later sections. Resolution requires long-term
and intentional effort across multiple fronts.

7. Are Protons Unstable? DUNE and other forthcoming facilities will probe this question. TDAMM advances
are unlikely to help in this area.

8. What Are the New States of Matter at Exceedingly High Density and Temperature? This question
is best probed through TDAMM studies and complementary ground-based experiments. Answering this question
requires advances in both regimes. This is a key TDAMM focus and explored in Section 1.1.3. Major advances
are expected in the coming decade.

9. Are There Additional Space-Time Dimensions? This is a question which can be explored through TDAMM
observations. However, these focus on additional large dimensions (Burns 2020), rather than the additional small
dimensions typically explored in the context of grand unified theories.
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10. How Were the Elements from Iron to Uranium Made? Every known or suspected source of heavy
elements are key TDAMM sources. This is a focus of Section 1.1.1. This answer should be fully answered by the
end of the next decade.

11. Is a New Theory of Matter and Light Needed at the Highest Energies? This question is also best probed
through TDAMM studies and the most extreme ground-based experiments possible. Answering this question
requires advances in both regimes. This is a key TDAMM focus and explored in Section 1.1.5. Resolution
requires long-term and intentional effort across multiple fronts.

We note that the majority of the eleven questions at the intersection of physics and astronomy are best answered
with specific TDAMM advancements. We also note the questions with the greatest progress are TDAMM-focused
questions.

1.1. Why we should Prioritize Multidisciplinary Science

Despite the outstanding science questions at the intersection of physics and astronomy and success in particular
areas such as cosmology, a broad and sustained coordinated effort has not occurred. TDAMM has both broad interest
across fields, several new and forthcoming facilities, and is a comparatively confined scope. Thus it serves both as a
unique area where interagency approaches are required, and as an opportunity to study whether such an approach
proves greater than the sum of its parts. We below outline some of our own grand questions and motivation where
progress require advances in TDAMM science.

The eleven questions of the century at the intersection of physics and astronomy is a different scope than TDAMM
science itself. As a result, we identify our own specific goals. These are sometimes broader than the related NRC
questions, and sometimes narrower, but they are all well aligned.

Finding: DOE, NSF, and NASA all have a vested interest and major facilities of direct relevance
to the major goals of TDAMM science. Strategic investment in community organization and
direct integration efforts to foster multidisciplinary studies is required to answer these questions.
This will ensure optimal use of major facilities, maximizes scientific return, and does so largely
by aligning existing effort and priorities.

1.1.1. The Origin of the Elements

The origin of the elements entered the realm of science from the realm of philosophy more than a century ago, with
the modern breakdown roughly outlined in 1957 (Burbidge et al. 1957; Cameron 1957b,a). Modern understanding
is accessible in textbooks or reviews (e.g. Kobayashi et al. 2020; Johnson et al. 2020; Arcones & Thielemann 2023).
Hydrogen, Helium, and some Lithium were forged in the Big Bang. The next few elements are generated from spallation
of heavier elements. Carbon, Nitrogen, and about half of the heavy elements beyond iron are released in the winds of
low and intermediate mass stars on their way to the formation of a white dwarf.

All other elements arise from explosive transients and are key sources for TDAMM. New elements are forged at
extreme temperatures where fusion can occur such as the interior of massive stars, which are released into the universe
when the star dies. Fusion and nuclear capture reactions also produce new elements during the explosive death of
stars, on the surface of the stellar remnants, or in the disruption of these remnants. Many are detailed below (Sections
3.2, 3.6, 3.4, 3.5, 3.8, and 3.3).

A current goal in astrophysics is understanding the origin of about half of the heavy elements above iron that
cannot be produced by long term neutron exposure in stellar interiors and have traditionally been attributed to the
rapid neutron capture process (r-process), where capture occurs much more rapidly than decay. The ingredients were
listed half a century ago (Burbidge et al. 1957; Cameron 1957a), being i) extremely dense, free matter, ii) with far
more neutrons than protons, and iii) low neutrino luminosity (to preserve the neutron excess). This pointed to the
formation or disruption of neutron stars.

Neutron star mergers (Section 3.4) are now generally believed to be one important site for nucleosynthesis of
r-process elements, as predicted in Eichler et al. (1989). Here the merging of a neutron star with another neutron star
or a black hole results in the disruption of at least one neutron star. The freed material is dense and neutron rich, and
the event can proceed with sufficiently low neutrino luminosities, that elements including the actinides are thought
to be produced. These new, heavy elements will radioactively decay towards the line of stability. For the first ~days
the plasma is opaque, trapping the emitting radiation and reprocessing it into a thermal signature which emits in the
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ultraviolet, optical, and infrared wavelengths over the first few hours, days, and weeks and is observable as a kilonova.
At late times, when the ejecta has slowed, individual atomic lines may be isolated with observations of sufficiently
sensitive infrared telescopes. Indeed, several groups have claimed the identification of lines from r-process elements,
supporting the claim of neutron star mergers as the origin of at least some heavy elements.

The theoretical prediction of a kilonova signature following neutron star mergers, and the detailed confirmation
of these predictions through the multi-messenger and multi-wavelength observations of the kilonova following the
multimessenger GW and EM detection of a binary neutron star merger in 2017 is one of the great successes in
multimessenger astrophysics and is a direct demonstration of the need for these various fields and the funding agencies
to work together. These detections are now important for identifying more events and provide unique characterization
information. The gathering, collation, and curation of nuclear data and application of nuclear reaction networks
showed that these events could produce lanthanides and actinides. Accounting for atomic opacities for these elements,
some measured in labs and many inferred from theoretical calculations, led to the prediction of a longer-lasting and
red transient as the direct signature of heavy element nucleosynthesis. This work culminated in the first late-time
observation of a kilonova with the James Webb Space Telescope, identifying a line complex which has been interpreted
as arising from Tellurium, which would be direct proof of r-process nucleosynthesis of a specific heavy element.

However, a much more complex picture of the origin of these elements has emerged in the last decade: there is
some observational evidence for at least two different r-process sites, one operating on massive star timescales, and
one on longer timescales. Indeed following the workshop, a paper claiming magnetar giant flares as this early r-process
site were released (Patel et al. 2025a). Mapping out the rates of magnetar giant flares and neutron star mergers, both
local rates and their evolution over cosmic time, as well as their respective elemental yield distribution is the last step
in completely answering the first of the eleven NRC questions of the century.

Comment: The origin of the majority of the elements lies in explosive transients, a key focus in
TDAMM science. Future work includes measurement of unambiguous elements from r-process
sites, understanding r-process nucleosynthesis occurred in the universe, and identification of
where additional nuclear processes are occurring in the cosmos.

Moving beyond focusing on the origin of the elements, the next step is to understand the origin of the various
isotopes. There is evidence for a process contributing exclusively to the lighter r-process elements, which may or
may not be a neutron capture process, as well as for a continuum of neutron capture processes between the slow and
the rapid, the so called intermediate neutron capture process that may take place in rapidly accreting white dwarfs
(Denissenkov et al. 2017). As identified in the LRP (NSAC 2023), a key and timely goal is determining the origin of
p-process elements. We speculate that COSI observations may help answer this question, but this requires strategic
theory and simulation investment. Disentangling the relative contributions of these processes over the history of our
Galaxy, identifying their astrophysical sites, and identifying the underlying nuclear reaction sequences, will be a major
goal of astrophysics and nuclear physics in the coming decade.

Splitting by funding agency, the NSF gravitational wave, optical, and infrared facilities are key to discovering
and characterizing kilonova transients. These events have both thermal and non-thermal signature in ultraviolet,
optical, and infrared wavelengths; thus, the NSF radio and NASA X-ray facilities have been required to allow the
isolation and study of kilonova signatures. The NASA gamma-ray burst monitors have discovered the majority of
events where kilonovae have been identified. The DOE support for nuclear astrophysics, both experimental and in
simulation, allowed for nucleosynthesis predictions, which guided observations and the generation and improvement
of models to allow for inference from the astrophysical observations. Currently, kilonovae models are not sufficient for
robust inference. Much of the relevant nuclear physics of rare, unstable isotopes remains unknown and is only now
coming into reach with new accelerator facilities. The DOE’s flagship Facility for Rare Isotope Beams (FRIB) was
built for this purpose, and the first results are now being published. Additionally, the lack of complete knowledge of
the behavior of heavy elements from atomic physics, especially in non-local dynamic equilibrium (non-LTE), means the
identification of the origin of the lines seen in kilonova is not unambiguous. Thus, lack of handling of non-LTE effects
and investment in atomic physics is currently limiting the return of NASA’s newest flagship. Sustained investment
and the application of new techniques is absolutely required to advance this science.

However, this discussion and the priorities in astrophysics belies the breadth of science in this area. Similar
results and approaches to the above have proven successful in the study of other transient classes. In addition to the
r-processes, there are many nucleosynthetic pathways expected to occur in astrophysics including the i-process, the
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s-process, the p-process, the n-process, and the rp-process (Aidala et al. 2023). Sites for some of these processes are
known, but not all. Identifying them is key to understanding the origin of the elements, and also is key information
for understanding the physics which underlies a given source class. In every case the combined efforts from scientists
and facilities supported across agencies are required for transformational advancement.

As one key opportunity coming this decade we highlight the forthcoming NASA Compton Spectrometer and Imager
(COSI) mission. COSI will launch in 2027 as the first nuclear spectrometer launched in 25 years. Nuclear lines are
among the cleanest diagnostics in astrophysics, beat only by non-electromagnetic signals, as they allow determination
of the yield of individual isotopes and act as cosmic chronometers given their known half lives. COSI will detect a small
sample of thermonuclear supernovae and novae. For thermonuclear supernovae the gamma-ray observations of nuclear
lines and positron emission may be able to probe whether these events are the origin of p process elements. For novae
the detection of multiple lines, utilized in concert with the removal of important nuclear physics uncertainties due to
decades of investment in ground-based facilities (Aidala et al. 2023), will allow for precise measurements of interest
for understanding the HEDP and related phenomena occurring in these events. However, making proper use of these
observations and being informed for what other multiwavelength data is key for characterization requires immediate
intentional and strategic investment in integration work.

1.1.2. Cosmology

Cosmology is the study of the origin, evolution, and fate of our universe. Cosmology is perhaps the area where
NASA, the NSF, and DOE best partner, utilizing both ground- and space-based instruments for ever more precise
measurements of the Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) and the expansion rate of the universe over time (the
Hubble Parameter) through various means. The concordance model is ACDM, with A representing dark energy as a
cosmological constant and CDM the abbreviation for Cold Dark Matter. It reasonably explains all cosmological data
in a self consistent manner, handling the precise CMB observables from early universe, the generation of large scale
structure, and evolution of the expansion rate of the universe. Current goals include understanding what caused the
epoch of inflation, solving the missing lithium problem, and understanding what dark matter and dark energy are
composed of.

Dark energy is modeled as a cosmological constant because it was the minimal modification required to explain
the acceleration of the expansion rate of the universe and is allowed within General Relativity. Determining whether
dark energy actually is a cosmological constant or if it evolves with cosmic time is a top priority in cosmology. The
first results of the DOE Dark Energy Spectroscopic Instrument (DESI) show some evidence (~ 30) that dark energy
is evolving (Adame et al. 2024). The future results of DESI and from the ESA-led Euclid mission, the forthcoming
NASA Nancy Grace Roman Space Telescope, and the NSF and DOE Vera C. Rubin Observatory will measure the
dark energy equation of state and determine whether and how it evolves with time. These facilities are designed to
precisely measure distances and expansion rates in several redshift bins which span the transition era, being the time
between the original matter-dominated era of the universe and the current dark energy-dominated era. When exactly
this occurs and how it occurs is a strong test of the equation of state of dark energy. If the initial DESI evidence is
confirmed, this would falsify both ACDM and General Relativity, simultaneously breaking two standard models and
providing crucial constraints on what could produce dark energy.

Distance measures in the universe are performed with standard objects or structures whose known or modeled
intrinsic value can be compared with the measurement at Earth to infer distance. For example, sources with standard
brightness can use the brightness measure at Earth to infer distance through the inverse square law. Standard
sources were used to prove that other galaxies exist, provided additional evidence and precise measures of the (dark)
matter content of the universe, and that the acceleration of the universe is accelerating They have and always will be
foundational instruments in cosmology. Many standard sources are key TDAMM sources.

The most famous are thermonuclear supernovae (Section 3.6), observationally classified as type Ia supernovae,
which were utilized for the discovery of dark energy. They can be detected from the reasonably nearby universe to
when the universe was only ~20% of its current age. This allows utilization of a single source past both sides of the
transition era. Studying these events, or improving their precision, is a key result for nearly all flagship ultraviolet,
optical, or infrared facilities, and is a key source class for the forthcoming cosmology missions mentioned above.

There are two sources of uncertainty in the calibration of thermonuclear supernova. The first is the absolute cali-
bration of the observing telescopes. For example, to ensure substantial progress, the absolute calibration requirement
for Roman is 0.3%. The second is the uncertainty in the calibration of the intrinsic brightness of type Ia supernovae.
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This is empirically derived from the cosmological distance ladder, where each “rung” uses one standard source to cali-
brate the next. For example, utilizing galaxies that have hosted at least one type Ia supernova as well as a population
of well-characterized Cepheid variable stars.

The belief in the reliability of calibrating thermonuclear supernovae can be seen in modern measures on Hubble
Constant, which is the local expansion rate of the universe. Adam Riess was one of the scientists who won a Nobel
Prize for the discovery of dark energy through observations of thermonuclear supernovae, which shifted the concordance
cosmological model from CDM to ACDM. His group is claiming at > 5o discovery significance a disagreement in the
value of the Hubble Constant (Riess et al. 2022) when measured from their observations of type Ia in the nearby
universe using type la observations as compared to measurements from the old universe using the Cosmic Microwave
Background and additional information such as Baryon Acoustic Oscillations (BAO). If true this is falsification of
ACDM and requires new physics.

However, there is significant skepticism in the field on this result. There are numerous options considered to explain
away the discrepancy including use of improperly calibrated cosmic ladder rungs, incorrect handling of dust, different
progenitors having slightly different thermal emission, etc. Many of these explanations are only problems because we
empirically calibrate thermonuclear supernova, i.e., we do not understand how they explode. If we did, we would avoid
or minimize reliance on the cosmological ladder, we may be able to better model dust, and we could possibly account
for differences in UVOIR signatures from different progenitors. The lack of understanding thermonuclear supernova
will limit the scientific return of nearly all major UVOIR facilities, both past, present, and future. It also limits our
greater conclusions, including the prevention of the use of type Ia with CMB+BAO studies to probe new physics. It
also prevents advances in known physics, such as constraining the sum of the neutrino masses and a resolution to the
mass hierarchy problem.

In addition to the new UVOIR facilities, we expect additional advancements in the study of cosmology. COSI will
observe direct nuclear gamma-rays from a small number of thermonuclear supernovae, giving knowledge on progenitors
for individual events and new information for understanding explosion mechanisms which may enable more precise
use of type Ia for cosmology. DUNE will determine whether the neutrino mass hierarchy is normal or inverted (Abud
et al. 2022), reducing options in global cosmology fitting. LISA will give rates understanding of the merging of two
white dwarfs, giving a direct handle on how many type Ia arise from the detonation of two white dwarfs vs one.

On a longer term horizon we can turn to standard sirens, where a quirk of General Relativity allows direct distance
determination from gravitational wave observations of binaries. In these situations the calibration of the sources is
irrelevant as it relies only on GR. This leaves only the absolute calibration of the GW detectors (Sun et al. 2020) as
a possible limitation; this sets a key requirement for future gravitational-wave interferometers. There are numerous
approaches to utilize GW observations to measure the Hubble parameter; however, “dark” approaches, where only
GW information is utilized, are unlikely to be sufficiently convincing alone to falsify a cosmological model. It is
only multimessenger cases where the GWs measure the distance and the electromagnetic (EM) observations measure
redshift where an unambiguous Hubble diagram can be constructed.

The most common and well understood sources which are viable here are neutron star mergers. The number of
events required for sub-percent precision cosmology require the third generation GW facilities, which would additionally
allow for recovery deep into cosmic time. The distances required to recover the EM counterpart necessitate precise
localizations of prompt gamma-ray burst emission and subsequent follow-up observations. Work has already begun on
investigating possible sources of systematic error in these events. Sustained investment in multimessenger modeling
is required to ensure these events achieve their cosmological promise, as their better standardization and detection
throughout the universe will make them foundational standard sources for cosmology. The other possible source
are merging massive or supermassive black holes whose electromagnetic counterparts are less well understood, but
successful observation may enable larger statistical samples and provide additional distant events of key interest for
some cosmological tests. These will be seen by LISA and possibly the PTAs. LISA and IGWN can be cross-calibrated
through the joint observation (separated by years) of binary black hole mergers with ~tens of solar masses.

Comment: TDAMM events will always be foundational to measuring distances in cosmology,
and are of direct interest to all three funding agencies.

Regardless of the resolution to the Hubble Constant debate, and the outcome of the first precise tests of the
equation of state of dark energy, the study of cosmology will continue, and it will continue to be a priority for all
involved funding agencies. Future questions may include the composition of dark energy or why the universe is flat.
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For the latter, we currently must rely on fine tuning at all epochs of cosmic time to have our current shape of the
universe. This seems unlikely to be the explanation. TDAMM events will always be foundational events for this field
of study, and are of direct interest to all three funding agencies. A strategic theory and integration approach is key
to maximizing the scientific return of the major facilities built for cosmology, which include flagship facilities of DOE,
NASA, and NSF. This work requires large theory and computation investment, and would join active research in
modeling radiation flows and require improvements in modeling matter in numerical relativity.

1.1.3. Eaxtreme Matter

Many astrophysical transients are produced in the formation or evolution of NSs. NSs push our understanding of
matter at extreme densities, above the nuclear equilibrium density of 2.7 x 10 gcm ™3, which thus also pushes our
understanding of quantum chromodynamics (Lattimer & Prakash 2001). This study becomes ever more important,
as laboratory studies may be on the verge of yielding evidence about the composition and stiffness of matter beyond
the nuclear equilibrium density. Rhoades & Ruffini (1974) demonstrated the assumption of causality beyond a fiducial
density sets an upper limit to the maximum mass of a NS. However, theoretical studies of dense matter have considerable
uncertainty in the high-density behavior of the equation of state largely because of the poorly constrained many-body
interactions. These uncertainties have prevented a firm prediction of the maximum mass of a stable neutron star.

The composition of a neutron star chiefly depends on the nature of strong interactions, which are not well un-
derstood in dense matter. Most models that have been investigated can be conveniently grouped into three broad
categories: non-relativistic potential models, relativistic field theoretical models, and relativistic Dirac-Brueckner-
Hartree-Fock models. In each of these approaches, the presence of additional softening components such as hyperons,
Bose condensates, or quark matter can be incorporated. By measuring the radii and mass of neutron stars, the
mass-radius relation can be used to constrain these models and, as these models improve, ultimately constrain the
underlying physics of matter at extreme densities.

But to tie measurements of the NS radius to its interior, we must also understand the NS crust. Although the
physics of the NS crust is often considered better understood than that of the NS interior (Gandolfi et al. 2012), un-
derstanding this nuclear pasta phase leveraging advances in materials-physics modeling is critical to our interpretation
of observations (e.g. Morales & Horowitz 2024). In addition to these models, astrophysicists must develop models
that connect the observed emission (e.g. X-ray) to a neutron star radius. To constrain quantum chromodynamics,
astronomers and physicists must develop a deeper understanding of all of these fields, developing: detailed equation
of state models, materials models of neutron star crusts and emission models.

Fortunately, both laboratory experiments and astrophysical observations can be combined to probe this physics.
Ground-based experiments have historically led the study of dense matter, with accelerators mapping the properties
of the proton distribution in atoms as well as the equation of state of dense symmetric nuclear matter. Their modern
study on asymmetric nuclear matter arises because heavy atoms have an excess of neutrons, necessary to overcome
Coulomb repulsion in the nucleus. Here the neutron distribution is larger than that of the proton distribution, referred
to as the neutron skin. The larger the neutron skin here, the larger the radius of a neutron star. The thickness of this
skin was first accurately measured in a model-independent manner only recently (Adhikari et al. 2021) and seems to
show some tension with other methods.

NASA’s Neutron Star Interior Composition Explorer (NICER) mission provided precise measures of the mass and
radius of a small number of neutron stars in the Milky Way through incredible timing and spectroscopy capabilities
which mapped the surface of these objects, accounting for GR effects. The multimessenger constraints on the equation
of state from the GW and EM observations of the binary neutron star merger gave yet another observational probe.
Here the equation state can be probed through GW observations of the acceleration of the compact object inspiral
due to matter effects, multimessenger classification of the merging objects and immediate remnant object, and more
(Burns 2020). Future GW interferometers may even be able to directly measure a phase transition from hadronic to
quark-gluon matter during a binary neutron star merger (Marranghello et al. 2002).

Another probe of this physics can be constrained by observations of the cooling of neutron stars (Yakovlev &
Pethick 2004). Temperature measurements of newly formed neutron stars probe both conduction properties in the
crust and alternative physics in the interior (e.g. Potekhin et al. 2025; Scordino & Bombaci 2025). The formation
process itself (e.g. the supernova explosion) also provides insight into this extreme physics. Indeed, the highest
temperature and density conditions in astrophysical phenomena occur in the bounce phase of stellar core-collapse.
These physics studies include probes of dark matter candidates (axions, dark bosons, etc.), neutrino oscillations and
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sterile neutrinos as well as the studies of dense matter equations of state (e.g. Fuller et al. 2009; Rrapaj & Reddy
2016; Carenza et al. 2021). This physics alters the explosion energy, pulsar kicks and nucleosynthetic yields. But we
must disentangle these effects form the other uncertainties in the supernova/gamma-ray burst explosion mechanisms
to probe this physics.

Comment: The proposed cosmic density ladder outlines an integrated approach to understanding
the behavior of dense matter. This is likely to be one of the first NRC questions of the century
to be answered:

Because dense matter is expected to follow the same underlying physics and the various approaches probe different
but overlapping regions of parameter space, a “density ladder” has been proposed, analogous to the cosmic distance
ladder (Piekarewicz & Fattoyev 2019; Reed et al. 2021). This approach was endorsed by the LRP (Aidala et al. 2023)
because the advances of modern chiral effective field theory, current and forthcoming neutron skin measurements,
additional heavy ion collision studies and new facilities like FRIB to study, and the aforementioned astrophysical
probes will unlock precise understanding of QCD around suprasaturation densities. We note that most of these are
effective probes of cold dense matter, whereas the birth or end of neutron stars can involve hot dense matter, providing
yet another region of parameter space to probe.

However, greater integration of fields would be beneficial. There are now frameworks capable of inference on data
from both astrophysics and nuclear physics (e.g. Pang et al. 2021); however, this relies on accurate posteriors from
both fields. This is not an easy for subject matter experts in a given field, let alone across fields. In astrophysics
some measures are more reliable than others. For example, inference on the equation of state of neutron stars based
on the ejecta mass from a binary neutron star merger rely on the accuracy of kilonova models, which disagree on
the ejecta mass value by an order of magnitude. Additionally, GW tests on the equation of state typically rely on
phenomenological models (e.g. polytropes) rather than physics-informed models will become a significant limitation
as observational fidelity and measurement precision improves. Intentional and strategic engagement across fields is
necessary to properly and holistically handle data to understand dense matter. This includes advancing techniques
within disciplines, such as improved numerical relativity handling of matter effects.

Comment: Neutron stars and magnetars will remain unique laboratories for probing other ex-
tremes of physics, such as color superconductivity and magnetized superfluids. While the inte-
gration of the relevant fields is nascent, the uniquely enabled science warrants investment.

The prior discussion in this section has focused on dense matter because the questions to answer are known,
advances are expected, and the field is ripe for multidisciplinary studies. However, the title of the section is Extreme
Matter because neutron stars also allow us to probe extremes of matter other than densities, namely a novel form of
superconductivity and superfluidity (Bohr et al. 1958; Baym et al. 1969; Lattimer & Prakash 2004; Haskell & Sedrakian
2018). Here superconduction arises not from electrons forming Cooper pairs but from nucleon interactions. These
contribute to neutron star glitches, magnetic fields, oscillations, and additional transient activity seen in magnetars,
and are possibly associated with fast radio bursts (Li et al. 2022; Hu et al. 2024a). Greater understanding of the
astrophysical activity they power may advance understanding of these extreme physics behaviors. The discoveries to
be made here will provide a deeper understanding of the physics of the cosmos, though possibly on a longer timescale
than others.

1.1.4. Energy Extraction from Black Holes

A Penrose Process is a way to extract energy from a rotating black hole, named after Roger Penrose, who first
unveiled its underlying principles in 1969 (Penrose 1969). Because of mass-energy equivalence, extraction of energy
from a black hole results in a lowering of its mass. That is, a Penrose Process converts the mass of the black hole
into energy, which is returned to the universe. Most Penrose Processes are utilized as thought experiments in gravity
theory research; the Blandford-Znajek mechanism (Blandford & Znajek 1977) is an unusual Penrose Process as it is
astrophysically motivated. More recently, magnetic reconnection has also been identified as another mechanism for
energy extraction from rotating black holes (Comisso & Asenjo 2021). Proof that the Blandford-Znajek process is
occurring in nature is one way to prove a Penrose Process occurs in reality. It is thus a path to testing whether mass
can be rapidly extracted from a black hole. This also corresponds to probe as deep into a black hole as is thought to
be possible.
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Comment: Proof that the Blandford-Znajek process is occurring in nature is one way to prove
a Penrose Process occurs in reality. It is thus a path to testing whether mass can be rapidly
extracted from a black hole. This also corresponds to probe as deep into a black hole as is thought
to be possible.

Non-rotating black holes have an event horizon radius determined by the Schwarzschild radius, ry = 2GM/c?,
where G is the Gravitational constant, M the mass of the black hole, and ¢ the speed of light. If the black hole
is rotating the event horizon shrinks, down to half r; at maximal rotation. For rotating black holes an ergoregion
develops that extends beyond the event horizon. Particles (or waves) that enter the ergoregion must co-rotate with
the black hole, relative to distant inertial observers. Thus, they become entrained in the rotation and can gain energy
from the black hole angular momentum. The Blandford-Znajek mechanism utilizes magnetic fields that thread the
ergoregion and are thus spun up about the black hole poles. When accretion is occurring matter is channeled to
the poles, resulting in collimated outflows, referred to as jets. Thus, the Blandford-Znajek mechanism converts the
rotational energy of the black hole into kinetic energy driven along the axis of rotation, which is a type of 2-dynamo.

The Blandford-Znajek mechanism was originally invoked to explain how to power Active Galactic Nuclei (AGN),
but has been invoked or considered for nearly all jets which arise from black hole central engines, and are expected
to be occurring in gamma-ray bursts. However, jets are powered by sources other than black holes, and thus there
are other viable mechanisms. Additionally, there are jet-powering mechanisms for black hole engines which are all
some form of an 2-dynamo which convert angular momentum in a plane into fast outflows along the polar region; for
example, extracting the angular momentum of the disk into the jet power source. There are certainly situations which
appear to require an {2-dynamo effect, but it is not yet clear if the rotational energy of the accretion disk is sufficient
to power all known jets or whether the black hole rotational energy must also be tapped.

This is perhaps the most complex multiphysics problem in which a path to advancement can be seen. Numerous
observational diagnostics can be observed in a wealth of sources to attempt to isolate individual questions. These
include studying what jets can be formed by non-black hole engines. These can be probed by observations of accreting
neutron stars and other Galactic objects (Section 3.8), and multimessenger observations of neutron star mergers
(Section 3.4). Comparing the properties and limits (e.g. maximal energy) of these jets to those arising from black holes
observed from the same sources as well as tidal disruption events (Section 3.7) and active galactic nuclei (Section 3.1)
may elucidate key differences. Jet launch mechanisms can include neutrino annihilation driving a relativistic fireball,
Q) dynamos from magnetars, accretion disks, or the Blandford-Znajek process. Each can alter the expected energy
content of the jet, being Poynting flux dominating or kinetic energy dominated. Probes of jet energy content include
modeling of multiwavelength signals, searches for associated neutrino emission, and polarization. The latter is key as it
allows understanding the order and scale of magnetic fields, which tie to the jet launch mechanism, and provides unique
information for modeling of these sources. Observations with NSF radio and optical polarimeters together with data
from X-ray and gamma-ray energies by NASA’s polarimeters, Imaging X-ray Polarimetry Explorer (IXPE) and COSI
may be required for advancement. This then drives the development of computational approaches in fluid dynamics
which make predictions on polarization signatures in different situations. One crucial measurement is the black hole
spin, which can be probed through various means such as observational determination via X-ray reverberation mapping
or theoretical modeling of allowable ranges for distinct source types will be key to separating contributions to power
from Blandford-Znajek verse other mechanisms.

Answering this question is one of the most difficult goals outlined in this paper. The physics extremes involved are
still orders of magnitude beyond what could be probed in terrestrial laboratories in the coming decades. However, the
scientific gain is enormous and incremental advancements can include major discoveries. The ergoregion is the deepest
in a black hole that can be probed; thus, testing whether the Blandford-Znajek mechanism is operating in the universe
is also a unique test of gravity. Answering this question also probes how the most powerful cosmic accelerators work
and relates to what is being accelerated. This includes seeking the source of ultra-high energy cosmic rays, one of
the eleven questions from the century NRC report (National Research Council et al. 2003). These questions are of
interest to DOE, NASA, and NSF. Advances require investment in theory and simulation, use of flagship ground-based
facilities in HEDP and plasma physics, and coordinated observations with astronomical facilities.

1.1.5. Photon Splitting

Quantum Electrodynamics (QED) is the quantum field theory for electrodynamics, describing how light and matter
interact. QED is one of the most precisely tested and validated physics theories, but its domain of applicability in
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Nature has not been fully studied, particularly in its non-linear domain where photons, virtual particles and fields
interact with themselves (See Gonoskov et al. (2022); Fedotov et al. (2023) and reference cited therein). Indeed one of
the Eleven Questions is: Is a New Theory of Matter and Light Needed at the Highest Energies? This report highlights
two complementary areas to probe this question.

The first is the advancements in ground-based plasma and HEDP experiments, which become more and more
accessible with the fast development of high power laser technology, enabling the design, building, and operation of
multi-PW laser facilities with peak intensities reaching 102* W/cm? (Piazza et al. 2022). These facilities will allow
the study of the interaction of high energy charged particles and photons with strong electromagnetic fields, giving
rise to prolific electron-positron pair production, different types of electromagnetic cascades, and the transformation
of electromagnetic field energy into the energy of secondary particles.
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Figure 1. Pair cascades over a range of magnetic field strengths and orientations (parallel or perpendicular). Straight lines are
electrons and positrons, with photons as wavy lines. Borrowed from Baring & Harding (2001a)

The second is astrophysical soft gamma-ray observations of magnetars, which are neutron stars with magnetic
fields up to around 10'® G, being well in excess of the quantum critical field of 4.4 x 10'® G where exotic QED effects
are expected to be both important and inevitable (Meszaros 1992; Harding & Lai 2006). Photon splitting v — v is
one such exotic phenomenon, wherein the presence of a strong field a photon may split into two (Adler 1971) well below
the magnetic pair creation (y — eTe™) threshold of 1 MeV (e.g., Erber 1966). These two processes are permitted only
in the presence of magnetic fields, and both possess rates that are extremely sensitive to the strength of the magnetic
field B, the angle fyp that photons propagate relative to the field direction, and the energy of a photon. Importantly,
Lorentz invariants and plasma parameters of magnetars sample a different regime than laser experiments, providing a
complementary test of QED.

Comment: Time-resolved spectropolarimetric studies of magnetars are one of the few methods
to probe an untested prediction of quantum electrodynamics.



3rRD TDAMM WORKSHOP WHITE PAPER 19

The principal signature of the action of photon splitting in magnetars is the possible attenuation of hard X-ray
photons in the 50 keV - 1 MeV band. This may best present itself in the apparent truncation around 200 keV of
persistent hard X-ray tail emission, which is seen above 10 keV in around 10 magnetars (e.g., Kuiper et al. 2004; Gotz
et al. 2006; den Hartog et al. 2008; Enoto et al. 2010; Younes et al. 2017). Magnetospheric opacity due to photon
splitting has been addressed in numerous papers (e.g., Harding et al. 1997; Baring & Harding 2001b; Hu et al. 2019,
2022), with the general finding that it is active only above around 50 keV, and that it is very dependent on the
magnetospheric locale and the observer’s viewing direction. This translates into the splitting opacity being strongly
dependent on the pulse phase of the emission (Hu et al. 2019), so that with sensitive spectroscopy in the 50 keV-1 MeV
band, one could in principle discern a cutoff energy that varies significantly with phase, spanning a range of a decade
or more for select viewing perspectives.

In addition, if the emission is due to resonant inverse Compton scattering (RICS; Baring & Harding 2007; Wadias-
ingh et al. 2018), the highest energy photons are naturally preferentially emitted in the L polarization state (X-mode).
In the limit of a weakly dispersive, magnetized QED vacuum, Adler (1971) posited polarization selection rules for
v — 77, with the only permitted transition being L —||||. Thus, splitting opacity converts X-mode photons to O-mode
ones (the || state). Accordingly, it is expected that unattenuated RICS emission will exhibit a dominance of X-mode
photons below a splitting spectral turnover, while at energies in the turnover, splitting will yield a dominance of
O-mode photons. This spectro-polarimetric transition is believed to be a hallmark signature of the action of photon
splitting in magnetars, and accordingly underpins motivations for a future sensitive polarimeter in the hard X-ray or
soft gamma-ray band (Wadiasingh et al. 2019).

Given the importance of such a discovery, and the inherent difficulties, both approaches are necessary. The
temporally-resolved spectropolarimetric studies in soft gamma-rays are the domain of NASA, and the ground-based
experiments the responsibility of DOE. Fostering connections between these areas and all the science in between should
be a priority.

1.1.6. Out of Equilibrium Physics

Local thermodynamic equilibrium (LTE) is a term used to describe matter where it is assumed that all of the
particles are in a steady state and fully coupled: electron and ion energy distributions are described by a Maxwellian
and photons are described by a Planckian (all with the same temperature - particles are fully coupled with each other).
In complete equilibrium, all reactions (e.g. nuclear or chemical reactions, atomic level excitation and de-excitation)
are also in equilibrium (forward and reverse rates are equal).

There are very few applications where local thermodynamic equilibrium is valid and most astrophysics codes
assume some aspect of the physics is out of equilibrium. For example, stellar and supernova calculations typically
include a time-dependent network to calculate nuclear burning. But in these astrophysics applications, the reactants
are assumed to be in equilibrium (and the burning rate is dictated by integrating over the Maxwellian distribution
of Maxwellian energies). Supernova light-curve calculations often capture the full energy distribution of the photons
(using either continuous or multi-group solutions). Although many supernova calculations assume that the atomic
level states are in equilibrium, some apply their non-Planckian radiation spectrum and, in some cases, non-Maxwellian
electron energy distributions, to study the atomic level states. Because out-of-equilibrium solutions are computationally
intensive, many studies assume equilibrium even when it is not valid. For example, in calculations of both astrophysics
and inertial confinement fusion typically use Eulerian hydrodynamics assuming Maxwellian distributions of the ions
and electrons in conditions where an equilibrium pressure is not accurate.

In the nuclear physics component of TDAMM, whenever radioactive beam facilities (FRIB) play a role in nuclear
astrophysics there is non-equilibrium nucleosynthesis going on. Time-dependent solutions are key to understand
observed abundance features, and the interplay between nuclear physics and astrophysics 3D macro-physics time
scales is essential and a huge simulation and theory challenge. From a theory and simulation approach the Damksohler
number regime close to unity is not yet fully understood and only now serious explorations are starting.

But a systematic approach to characterize the errors introduced by equilibrium assumptions has not been devel-
oped. Indeed, many scientists are unaware of the equilibrium assumptions made in their studies. For a broad range of
fields, an analysis of the out-of-equilibrium effects is crucial. When out-of-equilibrium effects are deemed important,
solutions must be developed to adequately capture these effects. The difficulty in modeling these conditions is that
a fully, self-consistent study of all the possibly breaks in equilibrium for a given application is beyond the capability
of most computational methods. Identifying the most critical out-of-equilibrium features of any applied problem and
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constructing a solution that captures its effects to the needed accuracy is a problem that plagues scientists in all fields
from fusion energy science to astrophysics.

Comment: The study of physics outside of equilibrium has become far more important in recent
years. Adaptation of the techniques from these studies for use in interpreting TDAMM data is
necessary in specific regimes. TDAMM can also provide unique data to test out-of-equilibrium
approaches.

One of the prime examples of out-of-equilibrium effects occurs in plasma physics. In collisionless shocks, the ion
and electron energy distributions will not be coupled (can not be described by the same temperature) and, indeed,
may not be Maxwellian at all. As we have discussed in Section 2.4, a broad range of techniques have been developed to
resolve the plasma physics on the small scale and to bridge these small-scale calculations to the full scale applications.
Identifying which techniques are best-suited for different applications and different conditions.

TDAMM Astrophysics applications are excellent laboratories of multi-scale, multi-physics integration of different
operators, more often than not related through non-equilibrium (or non-LTE) physics coupling. Scientists in a broad
range of fields can use these astrophysics phenomena to test the robustness of their codes, and use TDAMM observations
for validation. Moving astrophysics into tackling how to handle non-LTE physics would bring us on par with other
advancing fields in physics. Our capability of observing non-LTE, neutral plasmas provides a venue for these fields to
test their approaches in a different regime, allowing for new mechanisms of validation.

1.2. What must be done to Succeed

Major advancements in understanding or fully answering any of these complex problems can only be made with
advances in multiple areas. This involves both capturing the necessary fidelity data in astrophysics and ground-based
experiments and creating the necessary models for comparison. A great deal of effort is spent in gathering the proper
data, both in the construction of new facilities and in the global astronomical coordination effort, where improvements
are on-going. The ground-based experimentalists have continued to advance their own facilities and utilized them to
answer their own priority questions. In both situations, this work is rarely guided by the needs of big picture which
requires and understanding of multiple fields. Computational simulations must be able to match or utilize results
from ground-based experiments and accurately model incredibly complex multiphysics problems. Generally, multiple
stages of computational simulations are required, with the output of one forming the input of the other, and creating
dependent chains. Lastly, the observed astrophysical data must be compared against the range of viable models.

Finding: A true end-to-end approach is needed for transformational understanding in the physics
of the cosmos through TDAMM science. This is beyond the scope and effort possible by any
individual discipline, facility, or agency.

This is ideally done in a coherent manner, where the observations and experiments performed are guided by the
known or possible limitations of knowledge or the fidelity of applicable models. The models are iteratively improved
as additional data is gathered. All of this is done in pursuit of answering the particular question of interest. That is, a
true end-to-end approach is needed for transformational understanding in the physics of the cosmos through TDAMM
science. However, this is beyond the scope and effort possible by any individual discipline, facility, or agency.

The NNSA is an entity that regularly and successfully executes such an approach. It is a semi-autonomous agency
within the DOE responsible for military applications of nuclear science and predominantly operates through its three
national laboratories, Los Alamos National Laboratory, Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory, and Sandia National
Laboratory. The laboratories house some of the largest collections of scientists and engineers on the planet. The NNSA
also operates a number of experimental facilities at various scales that are capable of performing experiments to probe
new regimes of interest. When a key question is identified a team of relevant subject matter experts, possibly across
laboratories, is assembled to determine the answer. Typically, the necessary work to be done is aligning existing
knowledge, adapting experimental setups, or integrating codes. This is approximately 95% of the required effort. The
remaining 5% requires new and novel work.

The NNSA has a number of advantages, born out of necessity, in implementing this approach. First, it is a single
entity built for this purpose, which houses the majority of the relevant expertise and facilities. Second, the budget of
~$24B ensures that the necessary work can be carried out. This is comparable to the total open science budget of
DOE, NASA, and NSF combined. However, the NNSA has the disadvantage that it requires a unique workforce and
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must recruit from open science. This problem has drawn the attention of Congress, which has directed the NNSA to
understand whether open science can help solve their workforce problem. This presents an opportunity.

Because of the fidelity of observational data now being gathered by major investments of DOE, NASA, NSF, and
numerous other agencies, major progress in TDAMM requires the emulation of this approach. Numerous bifurcations
that act against a unified approach prevent this from happening. There is no strategic plan to identify the full end-to-
end work that must be performed to answer key questions. For example, the Astrophysics Decadal does not formally
make recommendations for NSF Physics or the particle portion of DOE which are responsible for all gravitational
wave and neutrino detectors. Further, the Astro Decadal process does not broadly engage with physicists whose work
and expertise are directly relevant for TDAMM advances, such as the nuclear side of nuclear astrophysics. This is
despite the fact that the annual expenditure and cost of the relevant assets for TDAMM are comparable to those of
individual fields with their own formal strategic planning documents. In principle, the community could overcome
the lack of strategic planning, but is divided by disciplines, funding agencies, professional societies, annual meetings,
and advisory committees, as summarized in Table 1. Sufficient investment and community support to build bridges
over these divides, along with a strategic approach, could maintain the US leadership in several disciplines of science.
It could also create a pipeline of capable scientists and engineers to protect national security, revitalizing a national
strategic use for astrophysics. The specific needs include generalist scientists and code developers, while astrophysics
is increasingly producing only specialists and code users.

Discipline | Key Society | Key Division(s) | Major Meeting | Planning Process Key Agencies
Astrophysics AAS HEAD AAS Winter Decadal NASA, NSF, DOE
APS DAP APS April
Laboratory Astrophysics AAS LAD AAS Summer | NAS (infrequent) | DOE, NASA, NSF
Nuclear Science APS DNP DNP Meeting | Long Range Plan DOE, NSF
Atomic Science APS DAMOP APS March Decadal DOE, NASA
Fluids and Turbulence APS DFD APS March - DOE, NSF
Radiation Transport - - - - DOE
Gravity APS DGRAV APS April - NSF
High Energy Density Physics - - - NAS (infrequent) DOE
Computation APS DCOMP APS March - DOE, NSF
Plasma Physics APS DPP, GPAP APS March Decadal DOE, NSF
High Energy Physics - - APS April P5 DOE, NSF

Table 1. A summary of the various divisions across disciplines. Astrophysics has two entries given the split between astronomy
and astrophysics. The disciplines are additional divided by Federal Advisory Committee Act (FACA) committees and National
Academies of Sciences (NAS) committees. The abbreviations are all defined in Section 4.

As a concrete example, we summarize what must be worked out for complete modeling of core-collapse supernova.
There are seven phases which must be worked through and mapped into a self-consistent picture: the progenitor star,
core collapse itself, shock breakout and passage, the photospheric phase, the nebular phase, the remnant phase, and
presolar grains. The first six are the domain of telescopes and the central five the domain of TDAMM. Each of these
five have new capabilities coming online recently or in the coming years: core-collapse can be studied directly by new
neutrino and GW detectors, shock breakout by Einstein Probe, ULTRASAT and UVEX, photospheric phase by Rubin,
the nebular phase by JWST, and the remnant phase by COSI. In order to consider all of these unique observables,
we require simulations of every stage, creating a chain of simulations that must be linked together. The final output
compared to the observations is limited by the weakest link in the chain. For example, if fluids are improperly handled
in the progenitor star then the shock breakout model will be inaccurate. Each simulation stage requires the handling
of multiple domains of physics, which change with each phase, thus requiring the tie-in to the other disciplines of
science. Probably only such coordinated chains can ultimately develop the integrated multi-physics predictions that
TDAMM observation interpretations require. Nearly all questions or astrophysical sources have a similar need. For
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example, while AGN do not significantly evolve on human timescales, multiple scales must be handled and integrated
to understand their jets. Tidal disruption events are analogous to AGN and develop on ~weeks timescale, giving
separate handles on similar problems. Until this work is done, the best facilities to build or the best observing plans
to follow to answer questions or provide new diagnostic information cannot be known with certainty.

1.3. How to Foster Success

How this can be done given the numerous divides that exist, especially between funding agencies, is not a solved
problem. It certainly requires intentional, coordinated, and strategic effort from the funding agencies, from community
members, and from additional institutions, including the advisory committees and the professional societies. Success
means sustained investment over many years. As this general problem of coordination has not already been solved,
despite formal recommendations (e.g. National Research Council et al. 2003), it seems unlikely that the ideal scenario
will occur. However, many individuals have pursued this work over the long term with some success. Below we
summarize our own findings in how this endeavor could be supported; however, any solution and approach to resolve
the identified issues are certainly welcome. We also consider this workshop and white paper only one part of a chain of
events in the pursuit of greater integration of aligned sciences, and look forward to other individuals building on this
work and pursuing these grand coordinated and scientific efforts in the coming years. In astrophysics specifically the
half-Decadal review is eminent. We do not comment on the specific TDAMM Decadal responses except to state that
they are all of direct relevance as powerful diagnostics in TDAMM, and we support their continuation. The strategic
response to the non-specific TDAMM recommendations have been explored in this TDAMM series of workshops; the
findings from the first two and the status of the response is explored in Section 1.3.1.

During the workshop, input was solicited on what discussion topics would be most fruitful. They included the
following questions, which led to the set of topics explored below.

e How can we foster multidisciplinary work? What can be done by the agencies? Professional societies? The
community?

e How can we develop early career scientists with multidisciplinary expertise?

e Do funding gaps exist (e.g., by scope, breadth, funding amount)? Do funding calls provide incentives to motivate
multidisciplinary research.

e What programmatic changes could encourage greater collaboration?
e What specific focused meetings should follow this? Where could/should they be done?
e What specific papers or archival representation would be most useful for multidisciplinary work?

Many of the findings listed below are rooted in changing the existing system in order to foster growth of mul-
tidisciplinary work in the community. In the vernacular of game theory, this is altering the rules to escape Nash
Equilibrium. This is most commonly known in the Prisoner’s dilemma. In this scenario two individuals, A and B, are
being questioned by police for a crime they committed together. If both testify against each other, both serve two
years. If only one testifies against the other, the testifier goes free and the other serves three years. If both remain silent
then they serve only one year. While the optimal solution for them is coordination, that risks a greater punishment
than testifying. We have inadvertently created a similar scenario in how astrophysics observing proposals are handled.
If the community came together and set the best observing plans with the limited resources available for TDAMM
observations and that data was made available to all groups interested then this would result in the maximal scientific
return with these facilities. Instead, groups compete against each other for telescope time, sometimes proprietary, all
to answer the same underlying question. This results in competing observations, observations which are not optimized
with each other, groups analyzing limited data sets, and rushing to publication to be first. Breaking this dilemma is
the focus of the fourth workshop, briefly summarized in Section 1.3.2. A similar programmatic alteration to foster
larger collaborative efforts through authorship options is discussed in Section 1.3.3. While the need for coordination
across agencies has been identified, and work is on-going, there is still little incentivization for the community to do
S0, as discussed in Section 1.3.4.

Beyond the sociological issues, technical problems still remain. As flagged in the Astro Decadal and previous
white papers, investment in the appropriate analysis methods for TDAMM analysis can enable a great return for
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comparatively small investment, as explored in Section 1.3.5. A similar problem is the lack of true uncertainty which
limits scientific return and prevents targeted improvements at the most poorly understood reason, Section 1.3.6.

Fostering multidisciplinary science to include the broader community is necessary for sustained success. The
curation of data from each discipline for use by scientists in the others is a place ripe for high reward from low
investment, Section 1.3.8, which we note would also foster ease of access within each field. Workshops, meetings, and
schools are where networks are built and students learn. These are fantastic mechanisms with broad opportunities
which can be brought to bear on the TDAMM multidiscipline problem, Section 1.3.9.

Following the example of the NNSA, the overwhelming majority of the work to be done requires aligning existing
component pieces. We briefly mention major areas of support which can be used for multidisciplinary TDAMM studies
and possible gaps in Section 1.3.11. The reason we that astrophysics is ready to move beyond approximate models in
this area is because of the wealth of new facilities arising in the US and worldwide. We emphasize this and explore,
should funding allow, what additional facilities would complete the global picture, Section 1.3.12.

1.3.1. Findings from the past TDAMM Workshops

As this is the third workshop in a series, it is appropriate to consider whether the findings of the community
in the previous workshops have resulted in positive developments in the field and to consider the findings in the
multidisciplinary approach of this meeting. Here we repeat the summary findings of the first two workshops. For the
first workshop, we summarize the bullets from the recent presentation to the APAC?:

1. Real-Time Cyberinfrastructure - Real-time transient detections; Software to do joint data analysis; Archive
coordination

2. Theory Funding - Specific urgent topics; Interdisciplinary aspects w/ physics, lab Astro, cosmology; Precur-
sor /preparatory science; High performance computing simulations

3. TDAMM General Observer Facility - To streamline transient follow-up with NASA facilities; Reduce coordination
burden from observers; Provide scheduling options; Assist with proposals preparation and submission; Manage
funding

4. NASA-NSF-International Coordination - Optimize observing schedules; Archives and alerts standardization;
Joint proposals opportunities

5. Continuity of Capabilities Across EM Spectrum - Wide-field, high-cadence imaging capabilities, especially in the
UV, X-rays and gamma-rays; Rapid follow-up wide-field imaging and spectroscopic capabilities; In particular,
wide-field, fast response and arcminute-scale localization X-ray and gamma-ray monitors are needed to replace
the aging Swift and Fermi telescopes

6. Crediting hidden figures - Data scientists, software/hardware developers, managers; Ensure appropriate rewards
and recognition

For the second workshop, we edit (for brevity) the summary findings in the white paper (Ahumada et al. 2024):

8. An endorsement of the Decadal recommended upgrade to the gravitational wave and neutrino facilities to NSF
Physics and to the next-generation Very Large Array (ngVLA) for the future of radio to NSF Astronomy

9. Emphasizing the future needs of optical and infrared as including both wide-field high-cadence surveys which
cover the full night sky and community accessible spectrographs. Both are needed for the discovery and full
characterization of rare transients, which are often the most useful objects for advancing understanding

10. Infrastructure success requires the development of a viable software career path, both for recruitment of industry
developers and support for industry programmers. Key steps include an enhancement of funding for software
development in TDAMM, multi-year funding for sustainable jobs, greater emphasis on software by the funding
agencies and the community, including fellowships and awards.

2 https://assets.science.nasa.gov/content/dam/science/cds/researchers/nac/apac/2024/APAC_Nov_2024_Agenda_Finalv2.pdf
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11. Similarly, the success of the broader software ecosystem is dependent on interoperability and sustained invest-
ment. The former is the only way distributed development can be integrated into a larger whole, especially
between agencies or countries. The latter is necessary to allow development around core assets, rather than
continually switching between the most recently developed platform. As an example, the broad adoption of
GCN in multimessenger astronomy has grown because of the long-term investment by NASA.

12. Among the top recommendations was greater coordination between NASA and the NSF and international agen-
cies. And additional support by the agencies for multi-facility development and observer facilities such as the
NASA ACROSS and NSF AEON initiatives.

13. Lastly, the final recommendation is the development of community-driven observing plans with exceptional events
and minimal proprietary periods in other cases.

NSF and NASA have made investments in the area of infrastructure. As this was the focus of the second workshop,
we only briefly comment on the current status. This workshop informed a bespoke multi-year NSF call?® whose selections
were announced in the fall of 2024. It is unclear whether the problem of sustainable investment has been addressed,
though this is understandably limited given the time since the workshops. The NASA investment in GCN and its
archives as well as the newer NASA ACROSS and NSF AEON initiatives should result in sustained investment in
infrastructure that the community can build around. These steps have at least begun to address items 1, 3, and 12.
The fourth workshop will help to address items 4 and 13. Given the limited time, it is not yet clear whether sustainable
software development in the community is supported, but past steps are promising. We find that continued coordination
between NSF and NASA in this area to be necessary to fulfill all findings of the past reports, including items 10 and
11. These investments also help develop a diverse workforce, item 6.

However, one possible limitation of these past workshops is their somewhat singular focus on providing findings
to only funding agencies. Although these institutions certainly wield a large influence in shaping the field, they are
not alone in this capability. This workshop, and hopefully future workshops, will address the professional societies,
journals, and other relevant institutions, where appropriate. We hope future workshops with adopt this approach, if
it proves fruitful. These institutions have a role to play in item 6 and 7 above.

Finding: NASA and NSF have engaged with the community through the TDAMM series of
workshops. They have been responsive to the community findings. This approach has been
beneficial and should continue.

For facilities, the NSF and NASA have initiated work in all direct recommendations from the Decadal, including
the ELTs, the ngVLA, the upgrades to the GW and neutrino telescopes, and HWO. NASA has met one of the key
major investment needs identified in the first workshop: wide-field and spectroscopic capabilities in ultraviolet. The
NSF has continued investment in wide-field optical and infrared monitors beyond only Rubin, including the extension of
existing facilities. NASA Planetary will launch a wide-field infrared observatory this decade, with NASA Astrophysics
covering TDAMM operations costs. We here support the finding for the need of spectrometers and polarimeters to
characterize key transients of interest, as these are crucial diagnostics for answer the complex questions of TDAMM
science.

In short, it is evident that commonalities have arisen in all three reports, which are further explored in the following
sections. This include the few remaining key TDAMM facilities (Section 1.3.12), additional or focused theory funding
(Section 1.3.11), and the development of joint analysis software (Section 1.3.5). It is also evident that NASA and
the NSF are generally pursuing Decadal priorities and responding to the detailed community input gathered in these
workshops and through other means.

1.3.2. Community-Driven Observing Plans

The operational methodology of astronomical facilities varies greatly. Wide-field survey instruments like LIGO and
Fermi observe huge swaths of the sky and their signal recovery is done via algorithms. Pointed telescopes operate either
on predetermined observing plans or interrupt for Target of Opportunity observations of specific events of interest,
determined either by the instrument team which operates them or through competitive proposal selection. These
decisions are overwhelmingly made in isolation, often leading to concurrent observations with similar facilities and

3 https://new.nsf.gov/funding/opportunities/mmc-wou-multi-messenger-coordination-windows-universe
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private data for key diagnostics including radio. Because these decisions are requested by observers who are competing
with other scientists for limited resources they often ask for the minimal observations for a specific question, which
can be insufficient for key questions of interest. Multi-epoch characterization observations are absolutely necessary
for new understanding from the complex physics involved in these sources. For example, the NuSTAR observation
of SN2014J, the nearest thermonuclear supernova in more than a decade, would have enabled more precise tests if it
had been longer. Alternatively, multi-epoch spectroscopy of supernova with flagship facilities like Webb can perform
tomography of elemental distributions by the temporal rise of atomic lines. Devoting significant observational resources
to a single group may be unlikely, but is more justified if it were community planned and the data made available to
all groups.

The events which transform our understanding of a given source class are those which are detected by multiple
diagnostics, which are often unusually nearby events with observations across and beyond the electromagnetic spectrum.
For multidiagnostic studies this favors studying rare events in the nearby universe, favoring large fields of view /regard
over depth. When such events occur one must hope that all relevant facilities will make observations at the appropriate
time. One can check if pre-approved programs exist and whether the PI triggers their observation, or write dedicated
director’s discretionary time proposals for out-of-cycle review, which must be done under time pressure and while
information is irrevocably lost. For GRB 221009A, a one-in-ten-thousand-year event, the JWST observations provide
key insight but did not occur rapidly enough to isolate evolution, limiting the scientific return.

Comment: The Fourth TDAMM Workshop will develop community-driven observing plans for
rare time-domain and multimessenger events.

A Dbetter approach would be for community-defined observing plans which should enable greater devotion of
resources from contributing instruments as they do not need to split allocations across proposing teams (for example,
as occurred for Chandra observations of the multimessenger neutron star merger detection in 2017), more optimal use
of those observations, and can consider the context of the capabilities of the fleet as a whole rather than instruments
in isolation. Such an approach has recently been adopted for the ToO program of Rubin (Andreoni et al. 2024). This
would seek consensus of theorists with guidance by observers and meeting limitations imposed by instrument teams.
Such an approach will result in greater characterization of critical and rare transients, where missed or suboptimal
observations may not be recovered in a lifetime. Data obtained through this program should be public immediately,
fostering and rewarding groups which perform the best analysis and interpretation. The focus would be on the most
time-critical set of observations for a given transient; additional observations can then be proposed for (either through
ordinary TAC/GO proposal cycles or as DDT requests) with the knowledge that the early, time-critical observations
will be taken on a best-effort basis, reducing the odds of a proposal being declined because of dependence on multiple
observatories. If this approach proved beneficial for rare transients, it could be explored for more routine events. The
process to determine these plans would involve a public review stage and community members would remain free to
propose for observations not contained in the base plan.

We anticipate this approach greatly benefiting the scientific return of current facilities, providing a net gain for the
agencies and instrument teams. However, we emphasize that this approach must include equivalent, and preferably
enhanced, funding in order to properly support and incentivize the community.

We note that NASA’s TDAMM/ACROSS initiative, in cooperation with other stakeholders, is organizing the 4th
TDAMM workshop for the fall of 2025 organized around the theme of community-defined observing concepts for rare
and important explosive transient events, and plans to organize preparatory discussions through the TDAMM Science
Interest Group (SIG) beginning in the spring of 2025.

1.3.3. Enhanced Referencing and Authorship

A core difficulty in TDAMM is the confluence of the large-scale collaborative approaches in several disciplines
against the traditional small-group efforts in astronomy. The former include particle physics and nuclear science,
as well as the astroparticle high-energy telescopes, neutrino telescopes, and the gravitational wave consortia. Such
groups judge scientists based on production within large collaborations, which often results in few, if any, first author
papers. The latter include most optical astronomers, as well as the broadband follow-up groups. These folks often
judge scientists based on their number of first author papers. These ranking statistics do not mesh, and can cause
difficulties in hiring, awards, and support.

A related issue is who is listed as first author in papers where two or more individuals truly do contribute equally.
This becomes more common as larger numbers of authors contribute to a paper, which is necessary in multidisciplinary
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areas. This can also arise in true multidisciplinary work where crucial contributions can come from one or more experts
in separate fields.

Some efforts have been made to resolve these issues. These include marking when two authors jointly contribute
to a given work, or through marking contact authors in large collaboration papers. However, these implementations
are generally not tracked, and this can disadvantage individuals in their career. As a result, this can disincentive
collaboration, which is a necessary component in multidisciplinary studies.

This could be fairly easily implemented from a technical standpoint, if there were buy-in from specific parties. One
such option could be initiated as a partnership between the NASA Astrophysics Data System, which tracks papers,
individuals, and citation metrics, and the respective field journals operated by the US professional societies. These
include the Astrophysical and Astronomical journals run by the American Astronomical Society and the Physical
Review series run by the American Physical Society. Engagement with other citation tracking entities and additional
astrophysics and related journals could begin once an initial setup was operational.

Comment: Enhancements in the options and tracking of authorship would facilitate collaboration
within astrophysics and between fields. Also, broader adoption of the NASA ADS proposal
tracking scheme by additional facilities would provide a mechanism to reward non-proprietary
data in astrophysics, and to generally support scientists who write proposals for data useful for
multiple purposes.

Finding: The AAS and APS journals should work with the NASA ADS system to implement
the technical tracking of these various authorship options.

One of the key points raised during the meeting was the importance of recognizing the efforts of successful
General Observer (GO) and General Investigator (GI) proposals that enable data generation and dissemination for the
broader scientific community. Specifically, we discussed the need for citable proposals linked to the publicly available
observations when triggered through GO/GI programs. The centers managing GO/GI should enhance their systems
to make accepted or funded proposals more easily citable. For example, when users download data, a citation that
includes references to the proposal(s) that enabled the data collection should be automatically generated.

Encouraging a culture where acknowledging the origin of data (and its associated proposals) becomes a standard
practice (This could be endorsed and supported by Journals under the direction of the funding agencies). Journals,
conferences, and institutions could play a role in promoting these norms.

1.3.4. Incentives

The root of Nash Equilibrium is imbalanced incentives. A major revamp of the incentive structure in the field
is needed in order to grow multidisciplinary research. Below we detail a few specific examples to make the problem
concrete. A Pareto improvement is one which enhances the return of all individuals in a group, without harming
any. Pareto optimality is when all such improvements have been made. However, in a zero-sum game, such as the
measurement metric of community funding from allocation of fixed scientific budgets, all solutions are Pareto optimal.
Instead the metric should be the scientific return given the allocation of the fixed budget. The amount of funding to
the community is the same, but it can be tasked to greater purpose. Thus, we find that the incentive structure to
reward scientists should be aligned with this goal, in order to make the best use of taxpayer funding.

Finding: A major hurdle to fostering multidisciplinary studies is misaligned incentive structures.

All three agencies, and other field institutions, should emphasize reward mechanisms which
support collaborative efforts, multidisciplinary proposals, and community organization. This
includes scientists supported directly or through grant proposals by the funding agencies.

We have explored one such option at the individual / small group level for observers in Section 1.3.2. The problem
of incentives arises elsewhere. Individual scientists or groups propose to existing calls and review criterion. Observers
are often rewarded for proposing that a given observing will discriminate between two specific scenarios and can publish
in high-rated journals with affiliated press if the observations are awarded. This incentivizes the use of approximate
models where singular observations can discriminate, rather than the ideal scenario of incentivizing observations which
would provide key constraints for higher fidelity models. Similarly, theorists may propose to link two chains of the
larger puzzle because that is all that can be accomplished in a given cost or time cap. These same individuals will
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drift towards agencies who give the largest awards for their work, which come from calls in DOE and NSF. This leads
to a disengagement in tying theory and models to NASA facilities, and results in a more limited scientific return as a
result.

At the facility level, it would be beneficial for TDAMM if agencies reviewed their support for the larger picture
and not only for their own direct need. As one finite example we highlight the alerts released by the IGWN. Neutron
star mergers can be detected in GWs before the objects actually merge. This detection and approximate localization
information can be disseminated to the follow-up community and may allow EM telescopes to alter observing patterns
or repoint to capture the earliest photons from these events, which are otherwise missed. For example, radio arrays
can switch to wide-field observation modes, wide-field optical telescopes can preserve higher temporal resolution data,
and NASA’s Swift satellite could point its wide-field gamma-ray instrument towards the source. For the latter scenario
this requires extremely rapid alerts from the IGWN, rapidly distributed to the Swift listeners, and fully automated
commanding of the spacecraft all within <30 s (Tohuvavohu et al. 2024). This end-to-end system is an example where
without any component the system is not usable. While the alerts mechanism, Swift pipelines, and rapid commanding
infrastructure (informed by a recent community report, Kennea et al. 2024) are ready, the IGWN alert timescale
remains too slow for the needs of Swift. This delay limits investment in rapid automation of additional telescopes.

As the IGWN has evolved it has released additional information in its rapid alerts. Currently it releases the
probability that a neutron star-black hole merger will have EM emission. This is based on approximate fitting to a
single suite of simulated models, and fails to identify the cases when follow-up should actually be prioritized: when
the predictions from different models disagree. This is how to test the equation of state of dense matter. Currently
LIGO prioritizes non-TDAMM science because it is more likely to show success to motivate future upgrades and funds.
Certainly this decision is understandable.

In both cases, reviews of LIGO in the US and IGWN more broadly would greatly benefit TDAMM if the larger
picture were included. We use LIGO only as an example. They have continued to release additional information and
have sought a fair balance with ensuring rewards and support for their own scientists. Generally, we find that reviews
of major facilities for their support of the integrated TDAMM endeavor are likely to be beneficial for greater scientific
return of US investments.

Because funding is the greatest incentive, a holistic review of funding sources, opportunities, and review criteria in
the context of TDAMM may be beneficial. This could include funding options within and between agencies. Further,
the agencies should consider whether reviews of employees at NASA centers, National Labs, or the NSF federally
funded research and development centers are incentivizing the bigger picture.

1.3.5. Analysis Methods

A related point to data curation is the ability to easily utilize the data for its intended purpose. This includes both
access and analysis methods. Access can be either programmatic or through a user interface. Most archives provide
some method for both. Many of these archives or related entities also develop and maintain analysis software for the
data they house. Astrophysics is among the leading entities for ease of access of data, with NASA having the most
mature archives. The current investment in this area will help ensure data is preserved and used for decades to come.

TDAMM analysis has unique requirements. We are often particularly interested in when a given observation is
taken. It is often difficult to easily access the data of interest in a programmatic manner. While the astrophysics
archives, coordinated through the International Virtual Observatory Alliance, have built code to programmatically
access observations at a given position, the complementary option of doing the same with temporal information has
lagged behind. This need has been identified by the archives and many are actively developing the code to provide
this capability.

TDAMM analysis often also requires accessing data from multiple archives and analyzing them in a coherent
manner. With the maturation of application programmatic interfaces the access should become a solved problem
in the near future. However, analyzing data from multiple facilities is an understated problem. What is typically
done is processing of data on individual facilities and performing multiwavelength or multimessenger analysis on the
combined output. For example, converting from counts data to flux in several facilities across the electromagnetic
spectrum and then performing a joint fit on the flux values from radio to gamma-rays. This is incorrect for multiple
reasons. For example, in X-rays the energy-dependent flux values depend on the assumed model passed to the fitting
engine because these telescopes have non-invertible response matrices. Performing spectral fits on imaging gamma-ray
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telescopes depends on models for background and signal. In both cases the inferred flux may change if a global fit
were performed before processing the data.

Finding: A general-purpose analysis framework which properly handles data from all major
TDAMM facilities is needed. This requires input from a broad range of expertise and must be
done in a sustainable manner.

One approach to properly handling this data is the Multi-Mission Maximum Likelihood (3ML) (Vianello et al.
2015). Here the fitting is done in a global maximum likelihood approach, where the summation of likelihood from each
facility can allow a proper global fit. Data can be utilized if it exists in the typical wavelength-dependent manner.
However, the general problem of lack of sustainable community-developed software remains. Some entity should be
supported and tasked with building analysis software that is widely applicable and statistically accurate in TDAMM,
where groups can contribute open source development or ensure their data is easily available in this method.

Additionally, high fidelity models to make use of the full set of TDAMM data do not necessarily exist. This may
be a circular problem where they are not developed because 1) no easily accessible dataset on a given event may exist,
ii) no widely adopted fitting method is known, and iii) the models do not exist, so no individual problem is solved.
The fitting methods can easily be developed and the data collated, which may motivate the development of more
appropriate models.

1.3.6. Multi-physics Uncertainty Quantification

Uncertainty quantification is difficult in most applications, but in TDAMM, where multiple physics effects all
contribute to the evolution of a phenomenon, uncertainty quantification becomes extremely challenging. This physics
is studied via a broad range of messengers and combining these different observations also requires advancing existing
analysis techniques. Oftentimes, characterizing a given phenomena requires integrating multiple high-performance
computing calculations along with detailed semi-analytic models. All calculations must include approximations in
the physics implementation and the coupling of different physics. Testing must not only reduce the numerical errors
but also identify the validity of the solutions. Uncertainty quantification for these models relies on a broad range of
methods that are both difficult and time consuming. As such, most studies in astrophysics only do a subset of the
tests described below.

Physics and engineering typically rely on a set of verification and validation techniques. Traditionally, verification
refers to testing a code to ensure that it is solving the implemented equations correctly. These tests include:

e Developing a set of standard analytic or semi-analytic solutions (typically for single physics components) and
comparing codes to these solutions. These test both the physics implementation and the numerical artifacts in
a code (e.g. modeling the orbit of a binary system is a simple way to test the angular momentum conservation
in a code).

e Conducting detailed code comparison studies. Code comparison can occur naturally (multiple analyses of the
same event) or through focused code comparison papers. These latter focused studies often develop simplified,
but application specific, problems that can be used in testing newly developed codes.

e Focused laboratory experiments that can test the implementation of the physics in the codes. These experiments
test physics implementations and are, by nature, multiphysics. More and more experiments are designed to test
methods used to couple the physics. They are in contrast to validation experiments that are designed to mimic
the exact conditions of a phenomena.

e For computationally-intensive problems, the numerical hardware and framework can also lead to different results
and these uncertainties must also be understood.

The astrophysical community has already developed a suite of tests for their codes based on analytic solutions, often
leveraging work in the engineering and applied physics community. For example, many codes test their results on
Sedov blastwave and shocktube solutions. the growth time in a simple Rayleigh-Taylor instability has also been used
to test some astrophysics codes (Calder et al. 2002). A number of more application-specific analytic solutions have
been developed and used to test codes (e.g. Chevalier 1989; Fryer et al. 1996). As fewer and fewer astronomers focus
on detailed analytic solutions, such application-specific comparisons are becoming more rare.
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Finding: Complete uncertainty quantification is a necessary step for a successful end-to-end
approach to TDAMM questions. The process of formally mapping stages to observations, deter-
mining the uncertainties at each step, and iteratively improving the specific areas of greatest need
is the best path forward. Mapping of known unknowns is necessary to prioritize experiments
and observations, and to determine where the remaining error may arise.

A number of code comparison efforts have also been done and we can not describe all of these here. Instead, we
will discuss the specific example of transient light-curve solutions. The astrophysical transient community developed
a set of standardized tests and conducted a detailed comparisons of some of the existing codes (Blondin et al. 2022).
Comparisons provide both a way to test a code and determine the current uncertainty from different techniques.
In the case of supernova light-curves, the Blondin et al. (2022) comparison showed that current codes continue to
produce very different results, even on simplified toy supernova explosions before we can use these observations to
constrain properties of the transient ejecta. But detailed code comparison studies are extremely time consuming and
are insufficiently supported in academia. Multiple studies of a single event can lead to code comparisons in a less
systematic manner. For example, observations of the kilonova from the nearby neutron star merger GW170817 led to
many analysis projects using different codes and different approaches. They confirmed that light-curve calculations
can differ by orders of magnitude in the inferred ejecta properties (see summary by Coté et al. 2018).

Validation studies are focused on testing whether a method or code is solving the correct physics. These exper-
iments are more difficult to develop because the physics must be identical to the phenomena being observed. Few
laboratory experiments will validate a code to solve astrophysics, but detailed, multi-messenger observations (typically
from nearby events) also may be used to validate methods. All experimental testing face their own limitations.

1. Initial condition uncertainties: Even laboratory experiments suffer from our lack of understanding of the detailed
initial conditions from the experimental target to the drive used to power the experiment.

2. Instrument Limitations: Detectors (either in laboratory or in space) have finite resolution in space, time and
particle counts / spectrum energy.

3. Oftentimes, experiments test only one or few aspects of the full application and the incorporation of multiple
physics experiments compounds the total uncertainty. All sources of information should be propagated and
weighted for uncertainty.

4. Sensitivity studies to different aspects of the physics provide insight into the validity of the chosen equations.
These sensitivity studies may also help identify errors in the code.

Experimental studies typically require an iterative approach where both modeling and experiment drive improvements
to both the experiments and theory. These studies require multiple years (decade-long timescales) to make progress.
NNSA laboratories have developed strong experimental/code co-design programs, but such work requires dedicated
support that isn’t common in NSF and NASA funding opportunities. Astrophysicists have leveraged existing exper-
iments to test their codes (e.g. Blondin et al. 2022) but there was insufficient support to evolve the experiment to
further test the astrophysics codes.

Astrophysics observations of a well-studied phenomena also have the potential to validate the codes. Especially if
that phenomena has a wide range of diagnostics. But one of the difficulties facing both astronomers and physicists with
multi-diagnostic or multi-messenger observations is identifying how best to utilize these constraints. One observation
may be more dependent on one physics aspect. Developing a systematic approach to combine information from all the
verification and validation studies to address the uncertainties in a given application requires a detailed understanding
of the fundamental physics, analytical understanding, data analysis, experimental and numerical uncertainties. No
field has enough generalist scientists who are capable of bringing together a team of experts to under all facets of a
problem along with its uncertainties. Developing these generalists that can build these teams and providing funding
sources that allow the formation of the broad teams required to truly analyze a problem is as critical for TDAMM
science as it is for the national security problems at NNSA. NNSA laboratories can provide insight on how to develop
the framework for such systematic studies.

1.3.7. Community Organization
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One mechanism to overcome structural barriers to multidisciplinary science is fostering greater community orga-
nization. This has been most successful in the nuclear side of nuclear astrophysics. Within the United States this
began with the NSF Physics Frontiers Center (PFC) Joint Institute for Nuclear Astrophysics (JINA) in 2003. In 2014
there was a transition to the PFC Joint Institute for Nuclear Astrophysics - Center for the Evolution of the Elements
(JINA-CEE). Michigan State University has played a key role in both of these PFCs, in part because it hosted NSF’s
National Superconducting Cyclotron Laboratory. In 2008 this facility was selected to be upgraded into the flagship
DOE Facility for Rare Isotope Beams (FRIB), which began operations in 2022. Following the transition from NSF
to DOE, the nuclear astro PFC transitioned to the Center for Nuclear Astrophysics across Messengers (CeNAM),
supported by DOE’s Nuclear Physics (NP) program. For more information see https://www.jinaweb.org/.

With now two decades of investment, the payoff is obvious. This program has been instrumental in building con-
nections across research groups and disciplines through regular meetings, schools, and network building. It has fostered
the strategic development of a workforce useful for fundamental science as well as nuclear needs in industry. Because
the composition of contributing scientists crosses disciplines, it has been key to data curation to sufficient fidelity to be
accessible across disciplines. For example, these entities created, maintain, and update the Reaclib Database? which
provides nuclear reaction rate data relevant for astrophysical applications. This database is utilized by computational
scientists as inputs to models, astrophysical data analysts for interpretation of observations, and hardware specialists
in the prioritization of experiments. Enabling science at the confluence of nuclear physics, astrophysics simulations,
and astronomy observations has transformed the field and opened up entirely new lines of research. For example,
after it had been considered settled knowledge that the trans-iron elements are produced by just the slow and rapid
neutron-capture process multidisciplinary research enabled by JINA and JINA-CEE showed that especially in the
early universe an additional intermediate neutron-capture regime in convective-reactive stellar environments was at
work. This has since prompted more than two dozen nuclear physics experimental campaigns at rare-isotope facilities
to measure (n,v) cross sections of unstable heavy elements, thereby adding new understanding to how the elements
from iron to uranium were made. Through enabling and orchestrating multi-disciplinary approaches the PFCs and
succession to CeNAM has directly led to numerous scientific discoveries and is well suited for the new era of nuclear
astrophysics.

Similar research networks exist in other countries. Internationally these networks are brought together through the
International Research Network for Nuclear Astrophysics (IRENA). IReNA is an NSF AccelNet Network of Networks,
connecting 9 research networks across 4 continents for a greater whole. For more details see https://www.irenaweb.
org/. It focuses on research in nuclear science, computation, and connections to astrophysics.

One area where connections are lacking is with the astrophysics observers. Many optical observers are largely
unaware of the massive sustained multidisciplinary effort which produces the models they use to interpret data. This
contributes to the lack of knowledge of limitations of such models. However, these networks provide a known access
point for interest astrophysicists. For example, the instrument team for NASA’s forthcoming nuclear spectrometer
mission, COSI, could engage with IRENA.

This brief example demonstrations multiple advantages of community organization. These include identifying
areas where connections are weak or data inaccessible to interested scientists, and fixing these problems. These
include workforce development, network building, and direct scientific advancement. There are not similarly broad
and mature efforts in other disciplines relevant for TDAMM. Not only is this limiting scientific return in astrophysics,
it is preventing the full use of advances in other disciplines.

Finding: The sustained investment in fostering community organization in nuclear astrophysics
by the NSF and the DOE has been a great success.

Comment: This approach should be adopted by other related fields to similarly multidisciplinary
work, and broadened to enable the full end-to-end approach envisioned in this white paper.

We find that these efforts should be fostered across the disciplines of interest in the hope that they may be as
productive as CeNAM and its predecessors. We additionally emphasize the continued need to invest in CeNAM,
especially in the new era of multimessenger astronomy. These are perhaps the greatest investments the funding
agencies could make to foster multidisciplinary science in general, but especially in the area of TDAMM.

4 https://reaclib.jinaweb.org/
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1.3.8. Curated Data

Data curation is a priority area in all fields of science. It is even more important for multidisciplinary studies as
it must be made accessible to scientists who are not subject matter experts in the area. This is a particularly difficult
problem.

From the sustained community organization effort in nuclear physics, REACLib is a standardized and singular
access point for reactions of interest to astrophysics (Cyburt et al. 2010). This is an exemplar of data curation
for multidisciplinary approaches. One could envision a similar product being built from sustained investment in
atomic spectroscopy, though this database would need to handle additional information for non-LTE effects. For error
quantification, in both areas, a code comparison of nuclear reaction networks and atomic opacity results from different
groups would give a more direct characterization of the uncertainty from these lab astro inputs.

Finding: Data curation is an area where astrophysics is leading most scientific disciplines. For
the specific needs of TDAMDM, data curation to the degree it can be easily accessed by interested
scientists from other disciplines is needed. While astrophysics should continue to invest in this
area, its approaches should be adopted in other disciplines. As identified in the Astro 2020
Decadal, coordination of archives and intentional investment by the NSF are well motivated.

The state of data curation within astrophysics is varied, but we must similarly foster ease of access to data in other
fields. The NASA archives fulfill the necessary step of data preservation and have helped to set data standards which
have been widely adopted. Similar archives exist for some DOE and NSF assets. Many groups produce facility-specific
catalogs such as the IGWN gravitational wave catalogs. However, given the interconnected nature of multimessenger,
multiwavelength, and time-domain astronomy, this is insufficient: what is needed is an object-based community-driven
transient catalog. There are object-specific catalogs such as SIMBAD® and the NASA Extragalactic DatabaseS which
serve similar needs to other communities. The Transient Name Server was designed to fulfill this need for supernovae
and does well in this endeavor, but it cannot scale to the needs of the new era and is incapable of handling data outside
of optical and adjacent bands.

A new event-based transient catalog should be created. It should be capable of handling data from all wavelengths
and messengers, being accessible both programmatically and through a user interface, be updateable by input from
community members, and be open source. The ingestion of all data for a given transient for use in standard formats
for theory and simulation work would save untold hours in busywork and remove a barrier to the development and
use of complex multiphysics codes. The NASA Exoplanet Archive and the Open Supernova Catalog could serve as
inspiration. This archive could serve as a single access point for TDAMM astrophysicists and include metadata of
interest to scientists from other fields, such as the rates of transient events of interest, the expected operational timelines
of major facilities, and provide summary information in an accessible manner for things like schools, conferences, and
proposal calls across agencies. An advisory board should include scientists from other disciplines.

1.3.9. Future Meetings and Workshops

Among the major hurdles to multidisciplinary science is the lack of regular large meetings. In astronomy this is
typically the Winter meeting of the American Astronomical Society. The large annual meeting for physics disciplines
depends on the field. The Division of Nuclear Physics of the APS has its own annual meeting, as do some others.
However, the March and April APS meetings are the annual meetings for many divisions. Astrophysics belongs to the
April meeting and is joined by Nuclear, Gravity, and Particle Physics, and has become a de facto TDAMM meeting.
However, this misses several crucial fields with go to the April Meeting. 2025 and 2026 are an experiment, with the
March and April APS Meetings being merged into a single venue. This provides an opportunity to utilize the broad
APS Meetings as key venues for TDAMM science. Some joint sessions will be held at the 2025 meeting; however,
these are organized by only two divisions, and the March and April meetings are being organized separately (though
at the same venue). We find that TDAMM science would be best fostered by continuing to have merged March and
April meetings of the APS, and making these the intentional place for TDAMM science and other multidisciplinary
endeavors.

The large annual meetings provide the additional benefit of allowing interactions between the funding agencies
and their broad communities. For example, both NASA and NSF have large contingents at the Winter AAS meetings.

5 https://simbad.u-strasbg.fr/simbad/sim-basicIdent=m33&submit=SIMBAD+search
6 https://ned.ipac.caltech.edu/
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However, communities which do not attend these meetings are disadvantaged and not visible to headquarters. Within
the AAS this includes Laboratory Astrophysics, which meets at the Summer AAS meeting. We find it would be
beneficial to ensure the requisite visibility of lab astro either by shifting their AAS meeting to Winter or encouraging
larger engagement of NASA and NSF at the Summer meeting. More broadly, non-astrophysicists generally do not
attend AAS meetings. The lack of program officer attendance at their meetings has left them blind to the breadth
of disciplines with avested interest in TDAMM. A necessary step to fostering multidisciplinary science is ensuring
engagement of the relevant program officers at the joint APS meetings.

While the broad meetings are key for communication, engagement, and outreach, it is small focused meetings and
workshops which are most directly productive for TDAMM science. These include the TDAMM Workshop series,
event-specific meetings, schools, retreats, and workshops. Unsurprisingly, we find the TDAMM Workshop series to be
particularly beneficial for focused engagement of subject matter experts and the relevant program officers. While the
fourth TDAMM workshop is now being planned, we find the series should continue for the foreseeable future. Future
meetings could include broadening in scope to include additional agencies and institutions from the defense apparatus,
greater ties with the space-based plasma communities including heliophysics, and focused meetings as the needs are
identified.

Comment: Extended workshops are among the most powerful tools to foster multidisciplinary
studies. These include building networks of interested scientists, tackling specific problems,
identifying key areas of uncertainty and future projects, and often uncover unforeseen benefits.
Numerous options for these meetings occur.

Finding: Additionally, the use of large annual meetings is an opportunity to maintain connec-
tions and build momentum across fields. These opportunities should be utilized for fostering
multidisciplinary science in TDAMM. The most appropriate venue for this are the large annual,
multi-division APS meetings. TDAMM would be best served by a single annual meeting (i.e.,
the merging of the March and April meetings), and intentional growth of cross-division efforts.

Focus workshops are the likeliest area to have breakthroughs in specific needs. One example where promise
currently lies includes multiphysics code development such as integration of transport and magnetohydrodynamics
code or integration of models of different components in individual source classes. Utilizing these meetings to set
interfaces between fields, quantify error in a specific area, or solving specific tasks between chains would be a fantastic
use of these resources. Alternatively, experts from different fields can be brought together. One promising area could
be fostering plasma astrophysics through engagement with those who have succeeded in plasma heliophysics and also
with software engineers. Another area could be exploration of the agreement of nuclear reaction networks, which could
be probed through calculations of specific elements. A similar approach for atomic opacities would be fruitful.

While many of these workshops occur, one typical problem is often the lack of sufficient experimental or observa-
tional expertise. As one example, an exploration of the uncertainties in nucleosynthesis could bring together nuclear
experimentalists and theorists, transient engine studies, nuclear network calculations, and observational observers.
This will identify the framework for a full system investigation to identify the future studies necessary as well as
roadblocks and uncertainties in those studies. A similar end-to-end approach could be undertaken in the preparation
for a forthcoming major mission or facility.

Numerous host options exist. In the United States these include the Aspen Center for Physics, the Kavli Institute
for Theoretical Physics, the Institute for Nuclear Theory, and CeNAM which can host programs from a few days to
a few months. International options include workshops held by the ECT, the Lorentz Center, the ISSI, The Niels
Bohr Institute, the IPAM, the IPMU, and the Royal Society. We find that this community need is well served, both
nationally and internationally, and emphasize the need for continued support. However, we note that some areas of
need which could be addressed at a workshop are not necessarily the most attractive as they advance foundational
understanding, rather than being the last step in science for discovery. Examples include code comparison or tests of
agreement from nuclear and atomic calculation predictions. These topics are crucial to TDAMM success and beyond,
their need is paramount.

Schools are a fantastic mechanism to train interdisciplinary scientists. While many school opportunities exist, it
is hard to find a summary list. As one example of how schools could be adapted for the needs of TDAMM, having
nuclear graduate students attend astrophysics data workshops, or the reverse, will help each side better understand
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the other, and foster multidisciplinary scientists. A more in depth training opportunity could include full summer
visits with scientists in complementary disciplines.

1.3.10. Workforce Development

Astrophysics is facing a crisis. The use of publicly available codes has made it easier for scientists to conduct
studies and publish papers. But fewer and fewer astrophysicists understand the physics, and more importantly, the
physics implementation in these codes. This has led to an increasing number of science results mistaking numerical
artifacts for science or using codes in regimes where they are not viable, leading to a stagnation in astrophysical science.
Training in the fundamental physics and computational science is critical to the advancement of TDAMM science and
this requires a robust understanding of physics, both in analytic and numeric regimes.

Astrophysics has long claimed that it provides a gateway for young people to get interested in physics and en-
gineering, ultimately providing the entryway for generalists that are so critical to technical industry and national
security applications. As with astrophysics, innovation and advancement requires a fundamental understanding of a
broad range of physics and its implementation into numerical models. No field in astronomy is better suited to this
training than TDAMM science, with its complex problems that mimic many of those in industry and national security.
But TDAMM astronomy is only useful in recruiting scientists if it provides the basic training to do the work in these
fields.

Comment: The broad endeavor envisioned in this document would foster a new generation of
generalist scientist, ready to solve outstanding and future problems for astrophysics, related
disciplines, national defense, and industry.

DOE, in particular, NNSA laboratories, are continuously recruiting scientists with computational multi-physics
and strong fundamental physics backgrounds. Indeed, many of the leading scientists working in national security
have been initially trained in astrophysics. This skill set should be distinguished from code users or phenomenological
scientists that make up most of the astrophysics graduates (who typically publish more papers and hence tend to
obtain more astronomy grants and tenured positions). Astronomy has been an important training ground for DOE
laboratories but this is less true today as more and more astronomers are only trained in code use and not code
understanding. This trend must be reversed to make astronomy a useful training ground training scientists for DOE
positions. In turn, this will provide a renewed physics capability in astrophysics.

As universities tend to focus on scientists bringing in considerable grant money, the funding agencies are in an ideal
position to affect change. The current funding paradigm in astronomy (both NSF and NASA) must be modified to
encourage the development of both broad scientists (with strong fundamental physics backgrounds) and computational
experts. Developing programs that require synergies between fields (astronomy, physics, numerics, mathematics) can
provide strong encouragement to scientists and their universities. Supporting workshops and schools to identify
key issues that must be addressed by synergistic studies could help guide funding directions. Some of this work
can, or should, only be performed by senior scientists. This motivates an alteration to the approaches of PFCs or
SciDACs which often only fund earlier career individuals, to ensure that true collaboration between fields occurs
and is sustained. However, these mechanisms are also ideal for training of a strategic national workforce with unique
capabilities, exposing those early career scientists to multiple career paths, and building networks to act as recruitment
pipelines for the NNSA labs.

1.3.11. Support and Support Gaps

We foresee a few major funding needs for TDAMM. One is to build up community organization between fields,
such as the role CeNAM plays for nuclear astrophysics. Similar existing and new institutions can then act as focal
points for greater coordination between fields, to meet the full need of TDAMM science. At all levels we must have
sufficient support for theory and simulation, as well as ensuring that the work performed is cognizant of all relevant
physics.

The NSF is perhaps best suited to this overall picture. NSF Physics has PFCs which are large and multi-
year, and were used to create the nuclear astrophysics coordination over two decades, and could be adapted to
similar developments in other fields. The NSF also has the Accelerating Research through International Network-
to-Network Collaborations (AccelNet) call which supports the international nuclear astrophysics group IRENA. NSF
AST Astronomy and Astrophysics Grants (AAG) are non-prescriptive, allowing for proposals of any need identified
by nearly any member of the community. The NSF CAREER award can similarly be used for multi-year purposes of
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a single group. However, solving an end-to-end TDAMM problem may require larger scope than a PFC or AccelNet
can allow, as it requires real time investments from senior and junior scientists over many years.

The DOE SciDAC proposal calls are similar broad, multi-year efforts in multidisciplinary studies with a computa-
tional focus. They have been utilized with NP and ASCR to produce simulations which are broadly used in TDAMM,
and guided major advancements in astrophysics. The DOE Office of Science Early Career Program is similar to the
NSF CAREER program, with TDAMM-related awards in a number of focus areas. The Predictive Science Academic
Alliance Program (PSAAP) is the primary mechanism by which the NNSA’s ASC program engages the U.S. academic
community in advancing science-based modeling and simulation.

NASA Astrophysics operates both the non-prescriptive Astrophysics Theory Program (ATP) and larger coordina-
tion efforts through the Theoretical and Computational Astrophysics Networks (TCAN) program. However, a single
SciDAC or PFC exceeds the total budget of TCAN, and the ATP awards are generally smaller than corresponding
grants from the NSF and DOE. This has limited engagement from scientists who handle large-scale multiphysics prob-
lems from focusing on NASA missions. The workshop identified the UVEX observations of shock breakout and COSI
observations of nuclear gamma-rays from novae and thermonuclear supernovae as transformational advancements in
astrophysics. However, in neither case were these events prime science goals for these missions. This is the result of
the complex tradeoffs made in the preparation of proposals. However, in both cases, more mature theory predictions
would have given more robust detection rate numbers and allow for comment on what the anticipated observations
would return scientifically. Intentional investment in these areas, and recruitment of scientists to advance simulations
to plan the next generation of NASA telescopes are needed. This requires bolstering of the NASA Astrophysics theory
budgets. Additionally, a NASA CAREER award would be a fantastic way to allow new tenure-track, or similar, faculty
to tackle general problems.

Finding: Each agency fulfills unique needs for the community. However, a full end-to-end ap-
proach may need strategic alignment of existing opportunities across agencies.

We reemphasize the need for coordination across agencies. As noted by the NRC in 2003, no agency can alone
marshal the necessary expertise and resources to answer the most interesting questions between physics and astronomy,
and this is still true in TDAMM. One possible mechanism may be alignment of a PFC with a SCIiDAC and enhanced
TCAN in order to fully answer one question, or fully understand one source.

1.3.12. Facilities and Facility Gaps

For facilities, the multidisciplinary approach outlined in this report emphasizes the need for multidiagnostic ap-
proaches. In the language of astronomy, this is reemphasizes the pursuit of multimessenger astronomy, as well as
complete coverage of the electromagnetic spectrum. For facilities, the NSF and DOE Rubin Observatory is nearing
first light, with NASA’s Roman Space Telescope shortly behind. The NSF has invested in planning and preparation
work for the next generation neutrino and gravitational wave facilities as well as the ngVLA and the Extremely Large
Telescopes (ELTs). The NSF has extended the Zwicky Transient Facility, ensuring wide-field optical discovery contin-
ues in the near-term future, which is complemented by numerous such telescopes coming online worldwide. NASA will
launch the COSI, StarBurst, and ULTRASat missions around the next planned observing run of the gravitational wave
network, begun work on the Habitable Worlds Observatory (HWO), and selected the Ultraviolet Explorer (UVEX)
for both discovery and spectroscopy in the ultraviolet regime. NASA Planetary will launch the Near Earth Object
Surveyor, which will complement Rubin in the infrared wavelengths, with a time domain component supported by
NASA Astrophysics. In the longer term, NASA will launch the Laser Interferometer Space Antenna (LISA) Mission
to study Galactic compact binaries as well as distant massive black hole binaries.

Internationally the advancement of the Cherenkov Telescope Array (CTA) at high energies promises a revolution
at very high energies. China and ESA have recently launched Einstein Probe, which will revolutionize discovery of
short-duration X-ray transients. These investments across and beyond the electromagnetic spectrum set the stage for
a new age of astrophysics, and provide the diagnostics needed to learn the physics of the cosmos.

However, these are not the only facilities which must be considered. As previously mentioned, the study of
neutrinos will be revolutionized with DUNE and the other megaton neutrino detectors. Similarly, the first results
from FRIB and other new nuclear facilities are underway. The continued adoption of the high powered laser facilities
and other user high energy density physics facilities for astrophysics will give an anchor to physics extremes which are
only now possible to create on Earth. The sustained investment in atomic spectroscopy may allow us to utilize the
full power of the James Webb Space Telescope for TDAMM. Adaptation of existing approaches in fluid dynamics and
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turbulence, computational science, radiation transport, and high energy density physics will advance our simulations
and modeling to be able to handle the data from these diverse facilities. Further, the vast majority of telescopes can be
used for TDAMM purposes. For example, the unique capabilities of NASA’s flagships make them singularly capable
of some TDAMM discoveries, such as direct proof of r-process nucleosynthesis. The combined investment in these
facilities combined is measured in tens of billions of dollars.

Finding: The breadth of new facilities and current set of astronomical facilities represent a nearly
complete program for TDAMM astrophysics. Additionally, some crucial TDAMM science is only
possible with contemporaneous observations. Thus, we find that a strategic approach is required
to maximize the scientific return of facilities across astrophysics and beyond.

Some of the highlights mentioned above match formal recommendations and informal findings from past reports.
For example, a key need identified in the first TDAMM workshop included a more capable ultraviolet discovery machine
and spectrometer. This will be met by NASA’s UVEX mission. The second workshop included the identified need that
wide-field optical telescopes other than Rubin are still needed, particularly in the north hemisphere. The extension of
their support for ZTF helps fulfill this need.

In the short-term, there are two specific needs which have regularly appeared in multiple strategic and community
TDAMM reports since 2020, which includes the NASA GW-EM Task Force Report”, the Decadal survey (National
Academies of Sciences, Engineering, and Medicine et al. 2021), the 1st TDAMM Workshop Report®, and the 2nd
TDAMM Workshop Report (Ahumada et al. 2024). Identified in every report is the need for a new US-led high-
energy transient monitor. Identified in a few report is the need for a rapid-response X-ray telescope. Currently
Swift fulfills critical community needs for both of these capabilities. However, Swift is approaching reentry which will
occur sometime in the next ~7 years (this is probabilistic, given uncertainties in modeling and properties of the Solar
maximum). Thus, it is likely that we now have a gap in these capabilities.

Given the numerous high-energy monitors and X-ray telescopes, we very briefly detail the specific needs of TDAMM
as identified here and in the reports which informed this workshop. For the high-energy monitor, the transient
community outlined the needs in the Gamma-ray Transient Network Science Analysis Group report (Burns et al.
2023). These include a true all-sky gamma-ray monitor and a, extremely wide-field X-ray monitor with localization
capability and a particularly soft low energy threshold. This meets key needs for neutron star mergers (multiple
signatures), novae (early X-ray signature), supernovae (though earliest shock breakout), AGN (long-term monitoring),
magnetars (complete flare coverage, fast radio burst counterparts), and provides total coverage for all externally
identified transients. Despite the numerous high-energy monitors launched and planned, none will fulfill these crucial
capabilities. NASA is currently investing in key X-ray detector technology development of interest for such a mission.

The other near-term need is for a rapid X-ray response telescope. This is needed for characterization of X-ray
transients. This is true even when one does not care about the X-ray signal. For example, most neutron star mergers
with precise localizations, with or without gravitational wave signals, are expected to be face-on. In order to study
the quasithermal kilonova signal, one must subtract the afterglow, which requires multi-epoch X-ray observations (see
Section 3.4). There are numerous X-ray telescopes. The vast majority have response delays which are too great for
the needs of TDAMM or do not have enough flexibility for multi-epoch observations. NICER can fulfill this role,
without imaging capability, but is limited by the lifetime of the ISS. SVOM and Einstein Probe were designed for
rapid response and are undergoing commissioning. While SVOM may not be sensitive enough for many cases, Einstein
Probe is. Though this would enable only scientists of that team to make major discoveries, including those which rely
on kilonovae. In the US, the proposed X-ray probe Advanced X-ray Imaging Satellite (AXIS) (Reynolds et al. 2023)
could provide this capability, but that would require a faster response time than is currently required.

In the longer term, it is key to ensure that the technology is developed to continue to observe new diagnostics,
particularly those which are most powerful. This most obviously arises in the completion of coverage of the neutrino
and gravitational wave spectra. One particularly powerful capability for TDAMM would be a GW detector capable
of observing the range around ~1 Hz. This is not observable on Earth and above the range that LISA is sensitive to.
This would allow detections of populations of white dwarf-white dwarf mergers and their associated thermonuclear
supernovae (and separation of single degenerate events), precise localizations of neutron star mergers years in advance

7 nttps://pcos.gsfc.nasa.gov/gu-em—taskforce/GW-EM_Report_Final.pdf
8 https://pcos.gsfc.nasa.gov/TDAMM/docs/TDAMM_Report . pdf
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of merger, discovery of white dwarfs merging with neutron stars or black holes, and mapping properties of tidal
disruption events. Fantastic.

In the context of powerful diagnostics and priorities identified in this report, we highlight a future capability
which has not otherwise been discussed in US planning documents: a narrow-field gamma-ray spectropolarimeter.
COSI will recover a small number of thermonuclear supernovae and nova. A more powerful telescope could uncover
samples of these events. Nuclear lines are particularly powerful diagnostics, giving yields of individual isotopes, acting
as cosmic chronometers, and often become detectable at comparatively early times in opaque plasmas. Their power
relies on the decades of investment in nuclear astrophysics and corresponding simulations. Further, some focusing
setups preserve polarization information. This could allow detailed characterization of numerous high-energy sources
and jetted transients which are otherwise impossible. It would also enable the unique QED test of photon splitting
through phase-resolved spectropolarimetric observations. NASA’s technology gap list includes focusing gamma-rays,
a key need for such a mission.

We have discussed possible future facilities which would provide transformational information for TDAMM studies,
we repeat that the vast majority of scientific gain in TDAMM can be done through aligning existing capabilities and
platforms. Though if hundreds of millions of dollars does come available, we’d love to be the ones to spend it.

1.4. Summary Findings for NASA, NSF, and DOE

The findings in this report are generally found throughout this document in the relevant sections for contextual
information. However, we here provide a summary of findings for the relevant funding agencies.

NSF PHY supports the ground-based GW interferometers and high-energy neutrino detectors. NANOGrav is
leading the discovery of low-frequency GWs and should play a major role in the identification of the first (unambiguous)
individual supermassive black hole binaries within the decade. IceCube sees the signature of the production of ultra-
high energy cosmic rays, but its sources remain elusive. Without these facilities, there is no TDAMM era. AST
supports optical, infrared, and radio telescopes at all scales. LIGO has revolutionized the study of several fields of
interest, and its discoveries have been emphasized in the long term planning documents of half a dozen fields. Rubin
will come online this year and take nightly videos of the optical sky. The broad discovery and characterization EM
facilities provide give context to the non-EM observations.

Because of these major assets the NSF has played a leading role in integration efforts. This is likely because NSF
has both PHY and AST, and PHY houses the relevant disciplines, and a recognition that combined efforts are greater
than individual ones. The dedicated software infrastructure call was a key response to community needs identified
through the TDAMM workshops and Decadal. Similarly, the MUSES cyberinfrastructure project was targeted to
a specific integration need between a few disciplines in the study of dense matter. The non-prescriptive nature of
the large AAG program has enabled community members to propose whatever need their individuall identify, and
support these works, if warranted. Over longer timescales, the multidisciplinary PFCs focused in the area of nuclear
astrophysics have led to great strides in TDAMM science, are continuing to develop several necessary integrated theory
and simulation advances, and have outlined an approach we hope will be adopted to integrate astrophysics with other
related disciplines.

Within the NSF, the PFCs are the most appropriate venue for end-to-end approaches to TDAMM. They brought
nuclear astrophysics into the the most mature field ready for multidisciplinary studies in TDAMM. Outside the
NSF, the scientific return of NSF facilities is enhanced by results using NASA and DOE facilities. Advancements
at the intersection of physics and astronomy is dependent on combining information from both PHY and AST and
externally-run facilities into a greater whole. One possible limitation of the PFCs to the area of TDAMM is the
requirement for the focus to fall directly under the purview of PHY. While certainly appropriate, the lack of a similar
mechanism in AST may impede progress on integrating information from the PHY disciplines for discoveries within
astrophysics. Additionally, successful emulation of the NNSA approach would need dedication of a higher proportion
of time from more senior scientists, otherwise these individuals are unlikely to prioritize these projects and operate in
a true multidisciplinary fashion.

Finding: The NSF supports facilities which enable the multimessenger era, as well as major
electromagnetic facilities and multidisciplinary research efforts which make TDAMM science
possible. Their successful approaches in nuclear astrophysics should be broadened for full end-
to-end approaches, and adapted to other disciplines. One mechanism to enable this could be joint
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PHY and AST multidisciplinary efforts, or, ideally, those also supported by DOE and NASA.
Such work may help develop generalist scientists needed to secure national defense.

Astrophysics is among the most visible sciences with enormous public interest, and is a recruitment pipeline for
STEM education in the nation. Historically, astrophysics also produced uniquely capable multidisciplinary scientists.
There generalists are of particular interest for both the NNSA, other areas of defense, and industry. At least within
the NNSA, this pipeline has dwindled as astrophysicists have not been trained to their needs. End-to-end TDAMM
approaches would help meet the need of astrophysics while also revitalizing the production of these generalists for
advancement of the nation and securing the national defense.

DOE has multiple opportunities to strengthen tie to TDAMM astrophysics. These ties will both advance TDAMM
science and increase the impact of TDAMM observations by demonstrating the connection to fundamental physics. In
turn, TDAMM observations provide a new method to test both the physics and numerics studied by DOE.

Of the branches of DOE, the existing funding synergies for TDAMM science are within the office of the under-
secretaries for Science and Innovation and the National Nuclear Security Administration (NNSA). Within the office
of the undersecretary for Science and Innovation, the Office of Science more closely resembles NSF programs and has
the most connections to astrophysics, including High Energy Physics (HEP), Nuclear Physics (NP), and Advanced
Scientific Computing Research (ASCR). Investments here are necessary to respond to the recommendations in the
LRP and P5. These programs have all funded (and continue to fund) specific astrophysics research including cosmic
ray detectors such as the High Altitude Water Cerenkov detector (supported by HEP and NSF Physics) and the Fermi
Gamma-ray Space Telescope (supported by HEP and NASA) as well as research in the supernovae and neutron star
merger engines (supported by ASCR and NP). Many dual-hatted astrophysicists also work in Basic Energy Science
(BES) and Fusion Energy Science (FES) studying plasma physics. Although the ties are extensive, they typically rely
on a handful of scientists that work in both fields. As with specific physics fields in NSF, astrophysics provides a
public relations platform to highlight the excitement of these focused physics studies, building public awareness and
attracting scientists to the field.

But TDAMM science has been intimately connected to the NNSA since its first director who, among other
astrophysics projects, studied black holes (Oppenheimer-Volkoff equations). NNSA scientists pioneered modern com-
putational astrophysics and many of the computational advances in TDAMM science were associated with the NNSA
laboratories. NNSA mission science has strong parallels with astrophysical phenomena in that it requires the solution
of complex problems. NNSA laboratories have developed methods, using detailed multi-physics, and often scale-
bridging, simulations to tie together focused physics experiments and full system observations with limited diagnostics
to understand these complex problems. The methodology of the approach to these national security problems can
be directly applied to astrophysical applications, providing a means to further test the tools developed by NNSA. As
TDAMM science adopts this methodology, it demonstrates the approach to the general public, both confirming the
importance of these efforts and training scientists with the broad skillsets required for national security.

NNSA laboratories tend to be isolated and, especially as new national security problems arise, tying to astrophysics
will provide NNSA scientists with a broader understanding of the numerical tools available for a diverse set of problems.
As an example, as DOE focuses on better understanding of inertial confinement fusion, out-of-equilibrium physics
effects become more important. Ties to the heliophysics and space weather communities are already strong and these
fields share insight into numerical advances in out-of-equilibrium plasma physics. A similar gain can be obtained by
having the atomic physics community and the implementation of atomic properties (e.g. Einstein coefficients) into a
set of rate equations. TDAMM scientists have implemented a number of simplifications and techniques to study the
level-state distributions in astrophysical applications. These methods could be adapted to inertial confinement fusion
and other national security applications.

Simply put, what TDAMM astronomy gains from strong collaborations with DOE is a firmer base in specific fields
of fundamental physics and training in a research approach designed to incorporate diverse physics needed to solve
complex problems. DOE benefits from the tests astronomy problems pose for DOE physics, codes and methodologies
and a broader understanding of numerical methods for a diverse set of applications (improving the agility of DOE
scientists, particularly those at NNSA laboratories). Finally, TDAMM astronomy provides a way to highlight the
exciting capabilities at DOE laboratories and these public relations can help ensure a long lasting pipeline of scientists
to these national laboratories.



38

Finding: DOE has flagship scientific facilities which tie to TDAMM astrophysics. The multi-
disciplinary approaches, both within the NNSA and Office of Science, could be adapted to the
needs of TDAMM. An expansion of training programs over a broad range of education levels,
including additional student fellows, summer schools, workshops, and research programs, would
foster the development of scientists which meet the needs of the DOE and industry. For direct
scientific return, joint efforts with NASA and the NSF on multidisciplinary efforts would broaden
the applicability of existing DOE investments in multidisciplinary studies in astrophysics.

The primary action item identified for DOE is to expand its training programs (increasing student fellows, summer
schools, workshops, research programs) in holistic solutions to applied problems. For DOE and industry, the nature
of the applied problem is less important than ensuring the development of the next generation of generalist scientists.
TDAMM science provides ideal applications to train these scientists and better coordination of the training programs
with TDAMM science needs will benefit both astronomy and DOE. By working with academia, DOE can better
advertise to academia the career opportunities for generalist scientists and build stronger collaborations with university
professors.

NASA: In the US, NASA is largely responsible for astrophysical observations from space. X-ray, ultraviolet,
and (soft) gamma-ray photons are only observable from above Earth’s atmosphere. Space also affords a number of
unique capabilities, such as continuous viewing. NASA’s flagships have unmatched capabilities. As such, NASA has a
foundational role to play in TDAMM astrophysics. NASA has provided responsible stewardship for these capabilities
for decades; their missions have enabled major discoveries in every multimessenger transient to date.

NASA’s missions unlock new capabilities which drive new multiphysics approaches. IXPE has driven the need
for fluids and rad transport methods which can predict polarimetric signatures. ULTRASAT and UVEX are driving
the need for rad hydro improvements for proper modeling of shock breakout. COSI will provide nuclear gamma-rays
as transient diagnostics for novae and thermonuclear supernovae, being one of the most direct diagnostics possible.
Habitable Worlds Observatory enables unique mapping of the origin of elements early in the history of the universe,
which requires modernizing the ground segment of NASA flagship operations. As these elements may be necessary
for, or increase the likelihood of, the development of complex life, this is well aligned with the mission focus.

Finding: NASA uniquely enables many major discoveries in TDAMM. However, these discoveries
rely on use of multiple missions, NSF facilities, and modeling expertise typically supported by
DOE. NASA’s approach to TDAMM must be strategic, and coordinated with the other agencies.

Because of these unique capabilities, and corresponding unique needs, we identify a few areas where NASA’s
approach could be better aligned to meet the global needs of TDAMM. The first: the fleet is more powerful than the
individual missions. This is also true when done in the context of NSF and DOE facilities. A strategic approach to
developing science, technology, and mission selection in the larger TDAMM context would enable greater scientific
return.

One unique separation of responsibility within NASA is ownership of space-based studies of fundamental physics.
Formally this responsibility appears to lie within BPS. However, many of their missions are focused on tests of
fundamental physics which are performed directly on a spacecraft. NASA, typically in the area of TDAMM, is the
only agency which can enable some unique tests of fundamental physics. Famously, NASA’s Fermi and NSF’s LIGO
combined to precisely measure the speed of gravity, killing a whole subfield of gravity. The proposed test of QED
photon splitting, outlined above, can only be done by a NASA mission. LISA will further enable unique tests of
fundamental physics. We request that APD and BPS ensure such science is considered.

We find that an enhancement in theory investment from NASA is necessary to meet the needs of TDAMM, and
NASA’s recommendations from the Astro Decadal. General investment in the area of TDAMM will allow informed
prioritization of technology for the best future missions. Currently missions are selected with comparatively underde-
veloped theory, at least for TDAMM science, and are not judged again in the process. This problem contributed to the
lack of emphasis for primary science on shock breakout and super/nova in the UVEX and COSI proposals. Aligning
theory and analysis support for forthcoming missions will help coevolve instrument choices, software development, and
observational plans to ensure these facilities are best used, matching the codesign approach utilized in other fields.
Having reviews ensure that the necessary theory and analysis investments are occurring is a mechanism to ensure
science is truly driving mission design. Allowing for enhanced support for TDAMM theory and analysis for secondary
science may be a viable mechanism to ensure the TDAMM uses of all missions are appropriate. For large-scale end-



3rRD TDAMM WORKSHOP WHITE PAPER 39

to-end approaches, TCANs must be larger. Without this investment, the relevant scientists will prioritize DOE and
NSF calls, and NASA’s Physics of the Cosmos program will not live up to its potential.

One unique area of need identified in this workshop is strategic support for atomic spectroscopy studies. This is
required because this is not a priority in the field of AMO; initial steps are outlined in Section 2.5. We highlight this
need here because the missions whose observations are limited by understanding of atomic physics in certain regimes
are predominantly NASA missions, including XRISM, JWST, and UVEX. The integration of atomic scientists in the
development phases of XRISM demonstrates the success of this investment. However, for JWST and UVEX, these
observations are not a critical driver, and this work is not supported by the missions.

1.5. Science Prioritization

Time-domain and multimessenger astrophysics is a broad technique used to study a breadth of topics. While all of
these events are worth study, we must operate in a finite funding environment. This requires prioritization. To quote
the Astro 2020 Decadal: “Within this discovery landscape, driven by improvements in gravitational wave and neutrino
detection, and upcoming facilities such as the Rubin Observatory, one priority area stands out: the application of these
new tools to the formation, evolution, and nature of compact stellar remnants such as white dwarfs, neutron stars, and
black holes, as probed by the gravitational wave signatures of their mergers, together with rare explosive events that
can be explored by the unique cadence and multi-color sensitivity of the Rubin Observatory. Sensitive observations
of high-energy neutrinos and charged particles add new elements of discovery space, which will probe the universe’s
most extreme particle accelerators—New Windows on the Dynamic Universe.”. This description led the selection of
source classes utilized at the workshop and in this document.

Within the context of multidisciplinary studies, the sources most ready for end-to-end approaches are explosive
transients, including of supernova, nova, and neutron star mergers. The dominant reason for this is the sustained
investment in nuclear astrophysics by the NSF and DOE, and the enormous work from the relevant communities in
multidisciplinary models of these objects. This is further supported as each has forthcoming facilities which will enable
regular detection of new diagnostics and these objects and their physics are of interest to all three funding agencies.

Finding: Explosive transients are the source classes most prepared for full end-to-end approaches.
These efforts should begin in earnest. Jetted transients have similar scientific promise, but must
first have sustained investment to build the necessary community connections before an end-to-
end approach can be undertaken.

While this is detailed in the source sections below, we briefly comment on these statements. Core-collapse supernova
have mature simulations. Their shock breakout signatures will be regularly observed for the first time with UVEX
and ULTRASAT. Thermonuclear supernovae are foundational tools for cosmology. Their physics are closely related to
those of novae, which serve as a local lab for many cosmological phenomena. The most difficult problem in modeling
both of these sources is the same: reactive flows. A small number of each will be detected by COSI, allowing the
unique use of nuclear gamma-ray information. Neutron star mergers are of interest to nearly every major facility, and
the canonical multimessenger transients expected with the upgrades to LIGO. All of these objects tie to understanding
the origin of the elements, and detailed understanding will resolve the possible contribution of neutron star mergers
and supernova to the generation of the heaviest elements. These two source classes also give insight into the equation
of state of neutron stars, playing a key role in the cosmic density ladder. These two NRC questions could have
transformational understanding within a decade, given sufficient investment. Lastly, renewed understanding of these
objects will enable greater precision in cosmology, both type Ia supernovae in the near term and neutron star mergers
in the long term.

X-ray binaries, tidal disruption events, active galactic nuclei, and gamma-ray bursts are all events with accretion
and jets. Future multiphysics of these sources would allow for understanding whether mass can be extracted from
black holes, the origin of ultra-high energy cosmic rays, and the fastest material in the cosmos. These questions are
equally as important as those probed by explosive transients; however, we are less well prepared to pursue them.
This is for many, complex reasons. First, the physics involved are just more complicated. Terrestrial laboratories can
barely emulate the best behaved portion of these objects. Second, the multidisciplinary communities are not as well
established. This is driven in part by a lack of strategic and sustained effort in plasma astrophysics by the funding
agencies; however, this is likely affected by the trend of plasma scientists to work in heliophysics, which have better
data in a more well understood regime. As a result, the mapping of problems, dominant sources of uncertainties,
and areas to target investment are not as mature. This is demonstrated by the lack of an unambiguous counterpart
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to IceCube neutrino sources. While several promising candidates have been detected, none of these scenarios have
high fidelity modeling to prove self-consistent picture with the multiwavelength observations. Thus, the priority in
these studies is in building up connections within and between the respective source class communities as well as
interdisciplinary communities with plasma, HEDP, and fluids. Adoption of computational approaches other fields may
also be fruitful.

Magnetars ruin our neat picture. These objects are most closely aligned with the research of explosive transients.
However, in addition to the uncertainty in dense matter, modeling must also contend with extreme magnetic fields
and enhanced effects from superconduction and superfluidity in these stars. The scientific discoveries possible with
magnetars may exceed the other source classes, including the aforementioned test of QED, but also in exploring
extreme states of matter inaccessible in any other domain. However, the connections necessary to cohesively consider
all of these effects do not exist. Magnetar studies will have knock-on effects in the approaches developed for explosive
transients, can adopt computational approaches brought into astrophysics for plasma studies in jetted transients,
and will of course continue with their own studies. Efforts which approach the key questions mentioned and foster
multidisciplinary studies in this area should be supported.
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2. DISCIPLINES

This section provides a concise overview of the various disciplines pertinent to TDAMM. Most of the disciplines
mentioned have their own dedicated sections. However, laboratory astrophysics is an umbrella term for the applica-
tion of ground-based experiments to the astrophysical endeavor. We combine these focused aspects into their larger
respective disciplines. Astroparticle physics is subsumed under astrophysics. The sections were authored by subject
matter experts in their respective fields, with the intention of being informative for scientists from other disciplines
and fostering the pursuit of multidisciplinary studies.

2.1. Astrophysics

Contributors: Jennifer Andrews, Matthew G. Baring, FEddie Baron, Peter G. Boorman, Eric Borowski, Floor S.
Broekgaarden, Eric Burns, Poonam Chandra, Emmanouil Chatzopoulos, Francesca Civano, Luca Comisso, Tarraneh
Eftekhari, Ryan J. Foley, Gwendolyn R. Galleher, Fan Guo, J. Patrick Harding, William Raphael Hix, Kelly Holley-
Bockelmann, Rebekah Hounsell, C. Michelle Hui, Robert I. Hynes, Weidong Jin, Heather Johns, Jamie A. Kennea,
Gavin P. Lamb, Tiffany R. Lewis, Ioannis Liodakis, Nicholas R. MacDonald, Thomas Maccarone, Lea Marcotulli,
Athina Meli, Bronson Messer, M. Coleman Miller, Matthew R. Mumpower, Michela Negro, Eliza Neights, Peter
Nugent, Emily Reily, Lauren Rhodes, Paul M. Ricker, Christopher J. Roberts, John A. Tomsick, Aaron C. Trigg, V.
Ashley Villar, Zorawar Wadiasingh

Astrophysics is among the oldest sciences. Its major discoveries have often contributed to the formation of new
fields. At various times its major advances have been multidisciplinary discoveries, especially in the study of the
physics of the universe. As other fields matured, the fidelity of their knowledge often exceeded the order of magnitude
accuracy possible in astrophysics. However, the modern TDAMM approach enabled through several transformational
facilities has prompted a renewed need for multidisciplinary approaches.

The Astro Decadal prioritized the TDAMM study of compact objects (National Academies of Sciences, Engi-
neering, and Medicine et al. 2021). Events that form or are powered by compact objects involve extreme energetics,
densities, temperatures, timescales, and distances, and represent the final frontier of understanding in several domains
of science. However, these events are typically affected by multiple extreme physics processes, preventing the develop-
ment of isolated physics tests that is the focus of laboratory experiments. These complications have often led to the
acceptance of order-of-magnitude model accuracy. But laboratory experiments also often suffer from uncertainties in
physics beyond the target physics of the experiment. Laboratory scientists overcome these constraints by combining
multipled diagnostics and multiple experimental shots to study a given physical phenomena.

Astronomy has developed tools to probe the Universe in an attempt to understand the processes that produce
the signals we detect. Observing the evolution of the behavior of the system is referred to as time-domain astronomy.
Measuring small variation in brightness over a range of energies is taking a spectrum, where identification of elemental
lines can give direct insight into the composition of the emitting region or measurement of the redshift to the object
(the distance to the source). Multiwavelength astronomy provides insight through measurement of the light across
the EM spectrum, including thermal and non-thermal emission processes. Some detectors can measure polarization,
providing information on the geometry of the system or large-scale ordered magnetic fields. Radio interferometry
can now achieve ultraprecise spatial resolution allowing for images of black holes and measurement of proper motion
or extension of outflows. Multi-messenger astronomy involves combining information from light with complementary
insight from GWs, neutrinos, dust, and meteorites. Modern studies combine the methods outlined above to gain
insight into astrophysical phenomena and increase our knowledge of the universe. This approach is similar to some
ground-based experiments, which add detectors to provide additional and complementary observations of singular
experiments such as high-energy laser runs - a process referred to as adding diagnostics.

TDAMM astronomy is the most promising avenue for fully understanding the physics of the cosmos. By combining
information from forthcoming facilities with that from other disciplines in physics and related fields, we can move
away from over simplified models and fully enhance our understanding of the Universe. Many TDAMM approaches
rely on the science gained by contemporaneous observations of individual events, such as the study of neutron star
mergers through GWs and light. In these cases, multiple diagnostics provide complementary information, enabling
a more detailed understanding of what is happening. Obtaining the datasets of interest places extreme demands
on observational facilities. For neutron star mergers identified via GWs, their initially poor localization on the sky
requires large-scale, dedicated follow-up campaigns with wide-field surveys or clever targeting approaches to determine
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the origin, which requires filtering through large numbers of unrelated transients. Once the source is identified,
telescopes across the electromagnetic spectrum must observe as rapidly as possible before key signatures fade away.
Great efforts are devoted to success in this endeavor. Proper prioritization and use of these facilities require improved
and accessible models. These are also required for optimal analysis of the data.

Just as with laboratory experiments where multiple shots and studies are conducted to study the same physical
process, TDAMM science can also be done without concurrent observations. For example, the GW measurement of the
stellar mass black hole spectrum is giving insights into how massive stars explode (Section 3.2). In searching for the
origin of heavy elements, the variation in enrichment in old stars inferred from spectral observations as well as studies
of isotope distribution in deep-sea cores both pointed to rare, high-yield events as the source, pointing to neutron
star mergers. Holistic understanding of events through this approach have led to major discoveries, but require the
connection of disparate information through complex and interlinked simulations.

The new TDAMM era is possible because of a breadth of astrophysics and other facilities giving new insights
across a range of physics of relevance for the physics of the cosmos. Making maximal use of these facilities requires a
corresponding investment in theory and simulation to integrate the data into coherent understanding. Our finding for
astrophysics is a minor alteration of a recommendation from the 2003 NRC Report (National Research Council et al.
2003):

Finding: The greatest scientific advances in physics and astronomy possible through time-domain

and multimessenger astrophysics require an interagency initiative with the participation of DOE,
NASA, and NSF.

2.2. Gravity

Contributors: Ivan Agullo, Eric Burns, Hsin-Yu Chen, Alejandro Cdrdenas-Avendano, Kelly Holley-Bockelmann, M.
Coleman Miller, Elias R. Most, David Radice, Jocelyn S. Read, Peter Shawhan, Gaurav Waratkar

Gravity is one of the fundamental forces and the only without a quantum field theory. Observationally, it plays
a crucial role in our understanding of the universe. Gravitational waves (GWs) provide a novel means to measure
distances, masses, tides, and merger rates of compact objects. This capability offers profound insights into astrophysical
phenomena that would otherwise remain beyond our reach. Moreover, research in this field addresses fundamental
questions in astrophysics and physics. It helps us explore the nature of dense matter, understand the structure
of neutron stars, investigate the origins of r-process elements and gamma-ray bursts, unravel the nature of black
holes (testing general-relativity in the strong field regime), and contribute to precision cosmology and the study of
hierarchical structure formation in the universe.

Several major facilities are currently advancing our understanding of gravitational waves. The US ground-based
interferometer, LIGO, is joined in IGWN by Virgo in Europe, KAGRA in Japan, and will deploy a detector in India.
The next generation of telescopes include Cosmic Explorer in the US and the Einstein Telescope in Europe. Focused
detectors provide characterization capability, such as the proposed NEMO in Australia targeted at ~kHz frequencies
to directly observing the merging of binary neutron stars. NANOGrav is joined by the European Pulsar Timing
Array, the Indian Pulsar Timing Array Project (InPTA), and the Parkes Pulsar Timing Array for the international
Pulsar Timing Array (iPTA). This consortium utilizes radio telescopes for a greater integrated whole. The frequency
range between these two regimes will be broadly covered by LISA. In addition, emerging detector technologies, such
as atomic interferometry and quantum crystals for low-frequency detection (in the millihertz to hertz range), and
microwave cavities and levitated sensor detectors for high-frequency detection (in the megahertz range), promise to
open new windows onto the gravitational-wave spectrum.

Gravitational-wave astronomy is relevant for multiple key questions identified both in the Astronomy 2020 Decadal
Priority Science Area: New Windows on the Dynamic Universe and the 2023 Long Range Plan for Nuclear Science:
Nuclear Astrophysics. Both key field documents highlight the following questions:

e What physics governs the lives and deaths of stars? Remnant black holes and neutron stars are the
endpoints of massive star lives. Ground-based facilities like LIGO, Virgo, and KAGRA provide a comprehensive
survey of merging binaries of stellar-mass black holes and neutron stars, measuring the masses and spins of both
the components. Improved detector sensitivities will increase chances of observing galactic transients, like those
from accreting neutron stars, magnetar flares, or core-collapse supernovae. Space-based facilities like LISA make
a census of the galactic compact binary population of neutron stars and white dwarfs.
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Figure 2. Reach of ground-based gravitational-wave observations of merger transients. Triangles mark events recorded before
O4, which started in 2023. O5, A#, and CE40 represent planned and nominal detector upgrades from the next few years until
~2040. Figure from (Evans et al. 2023).

¢ What is the nature of matter under extreme conditions? The cold neutron-star equation of state, up
to 5-6 times nuclear density, imprints on the gravitational-wave signal of neutron-star mergers through tidal
interactions during orbital evolution as well as on the dynamic transition to merger. Post-merger gravitational-
waves are sourced by any long-lived remnant after the stars collide, and are sensitive to the equation of state of
hot dense matter along with more complex microphysics.

e How are heavy elements produced in our universe? Gravitational-wave observations are used to infer
neutron-star merger rates, masses and spins of merging stars, and the equation of state of dense matter; redshift-
dependent rates from upgraded observatories will also inform the merger delay time distribution. Joint kilonova
detection will connect progenitor properties to outflow conditions. Together, these observations will inform the
contribution of neutron-star mergers as a channel for r-process element production.

e What fundamental physics we learn? Gravitational-wave observations provide strong-field tests of gen-
eral relativity. Binary mergers act as standard sirens for cosmology, offering well-calibrated luminosity dis-
tances. Electromagnetic redshift measurements from the same source event, or the redshifting of mass features
in gravitational-wave populations, will enable high-precision cosmological measurements. The massive and super-
massive black holes binaries observed by LISA and PTAs are the cornerstone of hierarchical structure formation.
Future facilities like Cosmic Explorer could record early mergers of primordial black holes.

Finding: Gravitational wave astrophysics lies at the heart of major recent TDAMM advances and
has fostered much of the current multidisciplinary ecosystem. The upgrades and next generation
gravitational wave detectors are among the most important in driving future new discoveries.

Binary mergers are engines of kilonovae, gamma-ray bursts, and potentially some fast radio bursts. Observatories
with sensitivity to merger events can identify (or rule out) progenitors of other transients out to the reach shown in
Fig. 2. Gravitational-wave transient observations, especially with multiple facilities, provide distances (for mergers),
sky locations, and progenitor properties for electromagnetic followup.

It is important to emphasize that strong gravity plays a central role in many transients, in addition to mergers.
Examples include CCSNe, accretion onto compact objects, magnetar flares, black-hole jets, etc. Even though no direct
detection of gravitational-waves from non-binary sources has been announced yet, gravitational-wave astronomy is
expected to play an increasingly important role in constraining the nature of some of these transients in the future.
Moreover, tests of general-relativity with compact binaries, as well as Solar system tests of the theory, provide the
foundation for the theoretical models employed to understand gravitating objects in general. Similarly, the data
analysis techniques developed for gravitational-wave astronomy, such as matched filtering, are highly sophisticated
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and could find use in other fields, for example in the analysis of spectra and time-domain data. This synergy should
be further explored.

To advance our understanding of complex astrophysical phenomena, we need comprehensive end-to-end simula-
tions. These should span the entire process, from nuclear physics inputs to the modeling of kilonovae and gamma-ray
bursts (GRBs), as well as from cosmological simulations to supermassive black hole mergers and their electromagnetic
counterparts. While initiatives like Exascale Nuclear Astrophysics for Facility for Rare Isotope Beams (ENAF) by the
DOE, and Network for Neutrinos, Nuclear Astrophysics, and Symmetries (N3AS) and Nuclear Physics from Multi-
Messenger Mergers (NP3M) by the NSF are making strides in this area, there’s a clear need for further collaboration.
We require more projects that develop simulation infrastructures bridging these different phases, similar to NSF’s
Modular Unified Solver of the Equation of State (MUSES), which is developing a framework for the equation of state,
but focusing on the simulation parts. End-to-end simulations must be followed by the construction of emulators and/or
the calibration of semi-analytical models in order to perform simulation-informed interpretation of the observations.
As part of this process, the validation of the simulations and uncertainty quantification are critical. The former should
include code-to-code comparison for verification and, potentially, code validation using high energy density physics
experiments.

Open data, simulation data and data from laboratory measurements and astronomical observations, is essential
to interface different simulation codes in the context of a multi-step modeling effort and to interpret multi-messenger
observations. However, the utility of this data is maximized only if there are open source tools and workflows enabling
the community to process it.

While this report and much of the field is focused on the use of gravity as an observational tool, TDAMM science
includes advancing our understanding of gravity. Many of the most precise tests of General Relativity have been
performed by LIGO, some of which will be advanced by LISA. However, many of the most precise tests require
multimessenger detections (see, e.g., the summary in Burns 2020).

Career development is another key consideration, particularly for scientists working at the intersection of different
fields, such as nuclear physics and gravity. Opportunities such as fellowships for postdocs collaborating across multiple
groups, like N3AS and NP3M, can foster this interdisciplinary work. However, we need a cultural shift in hiring and
evaluation practices. This shift will be encouraged if funding agencies emphasize the importance of interdisciplinary
research and commit to supporting it in the long term.

Finding: New discoveries in gravity and TDAMM require and end-to-end solution. As this
requires detailed work which is not typically the most visible, a visible shift to support this work
from funding agencies through to universities is necessary.

2.3. Nuclear Science

Contributors: Kelly A. Chipps, Phong Dang, Catherine M. Deibel, Joseph Henning, William Raphael Hiz, Maria
Gatu Johnson, Kristina D. Launey, M. Coleman Miller, Valarie Milton, Darin C. Mumma, Matthew R. Mumpower,
Rene Reifarth, Andrea Richard, Hendrik Schatz, Nicole Vassh

The TDAMM era of astronomy opens up a new window into the dynamic cosmos. Nuclear physics is at the heart
of many of the time-variable sites of interest, including neutron star mergers, super- and hypernovae of all types,
classical novae, other types of accreting white dwarfs, X-ray bursts, and neutron star phenomena. Nuclear physics
plays a key role in the underlying explosion engines, it shapes light curves, and it translates thermodynamic conditions
into unique nucleosynthetic signatures observable through spectral features, Solar abundances, stardust, and possibly
cosmic rays. There is a tremendous scientific opportunity emerging at the intersection of the advances in TDAMM
astronomy, outlined in the Astro Decadal survey, and advances in nuclear physics, charted in the 2023 NSAC Nuclear
Science Long Range Plan. With the new experimental and theoretical nuclear physics results expected in the coming
decades, TDAMM astrophysics in concert with nuclear physics, atomic physics, and plasma physics has an opportunity
to address some longstanding and fundamental questions in science. Through nuclear physics, TDAMM observations
directly probe some of the most extreme environments in the cosmos and thus provide novel insights into not only the
physical mechanisms behind various stellar explosions, but also the properties of dense cold and hot matter in regimes
not accessible in the laboratory.

In addition, TDAMM sites are connected to some of the long-standing open questions concerning the origin of the
elements. In 2003 the NRC Committee for the Physics of the Universe released their study “Connecting Quarks with
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the Cosmos” identifying the origin of the heavy elements as one of the 11 science questions for the new century, and
understanding TDAMM sites is central to this endeavor. Already multi-messenger observations of neutron star mergers
have shed new light on this question, but its still unclear what elements neutron star mergers create. Additionally,
mounting evidence, such as isotope studies of old stars, points to significant contributions from other yet unknown
(likely TDAMM) sites. Addressing these open questions will have broad scientific impact. Much of the evolution of
the cosmos is driven or shaped by the chemical and isotopic composition of the universe. The existence of life on
earth hinges on the existence of the right amounts of carbon and oxygen, and radioactive heavy elements are key for
heating Earth’s core and thus for creating the earth’s magnetic field shielding us from cosmic radiation. The evolution
of the composition of the universe is defined by the exact magnitudes of nuclear reaction rates, nuclear masses, and
the properties of the nuclear force — to quote Stan Woosley: nuclear physics is the DNA of the cosmos. Similarly, new
insights in the properties of dense nuclear matter have far reaching consequences across astrophysics affecting black
hole formation, neutron star masses, core collapse supernovae, and gravitational waves.

There is a broad range of specific TDAMM sites where nuclear physics shapes critical observables (Fig. 3). These
and other examples have been highlighted in recent white papers (Schatz et al. 2022) and the 2023 NSAC Long Range
Plan (NSAC 2023). Some are summarized here. The major new facilities of relevance for each source class are discussed
in their respective sections in Section 3.

e Core collapse supernovae: nuclear electron capture affects the dynamics of the core collapse, the nuclear equation
of state drives the initial bounce that launches the shock and shapes neutrino and gravitational wave signals,
and nuclear reactions create new nuclei via explosive nucleosynthesis, that define the observable composition of
the ejecta. Nuclear reactions also create radioactive nuclei that define the light curve, and emit gamma-radiation
that can be directly observed, for example with the upcoming COSI mission. Nuclear reactions in neutrino
driven winds or in rapidly ejected material in jets may create heavy elements, in rare special cases such as strong
magnetic fields, possibly up to uranium (Boccioli & Roberti 2024). Neutrinos drive the outflow, but also set
the composition (electron fraction) and the yields can be used to probe out understanding of neutrino physics
including oscillations and sterile neutrinos (e.g. Beun et al. 2006).

e Thermonuclear supernovae: Carbon fusion triggers the explosion, and a broad range of nuclear reactions create
new stable and radioactive nuclei that shape composition observables and light curves. The nucleosynthesis is
sensitive to the explosion mechanism (Seitenzahl & Townsley 2017).

e Novae: Nuclear reactions during explosive hydrogen burning power the explosion and create freshly synthesized
nuclei up to around Ca observable directly or as isotopic signatures in stardust. Novae may also create some
radioactive isotopes that may be observable with the future COSI mission (Denissenkov et al. 2014).

e Neutron star mergers: The nuclear equation of state shapes the GW signal. Nuclear reactions in the rapid
neutron capture process create radioactive heavy nuclei that power the electromagnetic kilonova counterpart,
shape the light curve, and create element signatures in the spectra, observed for example by JWST (Thielemann
et al. 2017). Additionally telescopes like COSI will provide the possibility to observe specific MeV gamma
emission lines from nuclear decays for potential nearby events.

e X-ray bursts: Explosive hydrogen and helium burning directly power frequently observed X-ray bursts and create
new nuclei up to around Cd that may be observable as spectral signatures with NICER, and future X-ray missions
such as STROBE-X (Schatz et al. 1998).

e Neutron star cooling in quasi-persistent transients: nuclear reactions in the crust of accreting neutron stars
heat and cool the crust, which can then be observed to cool during quiescence. Anisotropies created by nuclear
reactions may deform the neutron star leading to continuous gravitational wave radiation that may be detectable
with future gravitational wave observatories.

e Magnetars and fast radio bursts: nuclear physics may play an important role in magnetic field evolution and
various star quakes and outbursts, including observed oscillation spectra. Giant flares from magnetars may be
an early source of r-process elements.
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Figure 3. Schematic delineation on the chart of nuclides of the nuclear reaction sequences that power cosmic events and/or are
responsible for the synthesis of the elements. Most of the reaction sequences involve unstable nuclei (stable nuclei are black) and
most are related to TDAMM sites such as neutron star mergers (r-process), supernovae (r-process, weak r-process, n-process,
p-process, vp-process), novae (rp-process), and neutron stars (rp-process, neutron star crust processes). Most of these processes
are not well known in astrophysics, including TDAMM, but they are key to understand in nuclear astrophysics (e.g. NSAC
2023)

e Other TDAMM sources: given the dynamic nature of TDAMM sources, it is likely that nuclear physics will play
a role in many other sources, including the ones to be discovered. Possibilities include neutron star inspirals,
accretion induced collapse events, or various types of accreting white dwarf systems.

Nuclear Physics Challenges for the TDAMM Era: The nuclear physics needed for TDAMM sources poses
particular challenges:

e Rare isotope frontier: The extreme conditions and short timescales of the events drive the nuclear reaction
sequences away from the valley of stability (Figure 3). The radioactive (or rare) isotopes involved in the reaction
sequences are challenging to produce in the laboratory and as such experimental information is very limited —
in extreme cases such as neutron star mergers, reaction sequences involve nuclei that have never been observed
experimentally (Thielemann et al. 2017). Theoretical predictions are also challenging and not sufficiently ac-
curate. This is due to both the fundamental challenges of the nuclear many body problem as well as the fact
that theories have been traditionally developed and benchmarked with stable or near stable isotopes and cannot
easily be extrapolated to more unstable nuclei. For reactions among two radioactive nuclei (such as the neutron
captures on radioactive nuclei that take place in supernovae or neutron star mergers during nucleosynthesis),
effective techniques and facilities to perform measurements remain to be developed (Reifarth et al. 2014).

e Low energy frontier: A traditional challenge in nuclear astrophysics is the charged particle reactions in stars
being too slow to be measurable in the laboratory at astrophysical energies (Wiescher et al. 2023). Despite of the
typically higher temperatures, this challenge also applies to some TDAMM sites. For example, the carbon fusion
reaction triggering thermonuclear supernovae or certain types of X-ray bursts needs to be known at energies
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where cross sections are too low for direct measurements, and where unknown theoretical effects such as the
formation of molecular clusters within the merging nuclei, prevent theoretical predictions. Another example is
the rate for a-capture on carbon, that has been shown to impact the black hole mass distribution inferred from
gravitational wave observations.

e Plasma frontier: Also outstanding in the context of TDAMM nuclear physics are questions about plasma
effects on nuclear reactions (Gatu Johnson et al. 2023). This includes plasma electron screening (Aliotta &
Langanke 2022) and reactants in excited states (thermally, through neutron interactions (Thompson 2022),
electron transfer, or electron capture) and other near-threshold effects (Wiescher et al. 2022).

As such much of the nuclear physics needed for the TDAMM era remains unknown. However, in the coming
decade with the developments outlined in the 2023 Nuclear Science Long Range Plan major advances that address
these challenges and directly impact TDAMM science can be expected:

e In experimental nuclear science: the startup of the FRIB rare isotope facility in the US in 2022, 31 years
in the making, marks a major step in capability to produce many of the radioactive nuclei in TDAMM sites.
Upgrades at Argonne National Laboratory such as nu-CARIBU and the N=126 Factory will provide enhanced
production capabilities for neutron rich radioactive nuclei in specific regions of key importance for kilonovae
(and other r-process sites). Upgrades at US stable beam facilities as well as new underground accelerators in
the US, ITtaly, and China will enable to push cross section measurements to lower energies (Best et al. 2016).
A new technique to measure neutron capture reactions on unstable nuclei using a heavy ion storage ring and a
neutron spallation source is being developed at LANL (Reifarth et al. 2017). And novel techniques using high
powered lasers at NIF and University of Rochester open up opportunities to measure nuclear reactions in the
extreme plasma and neutron flux environments encountered in TDAMM sites. For all these developments nuclear
astrophysics has been a major motivation.

e In theoretical nuclear science: major advances for TDAMM science are on the horizon as well. Density
functional theory has become a powerful tool to predict masses and nuclear structure across the entire chart of
nuclides, and has also been applied to improve predictions of nuclear fission, which is of particular importance
for kilonova observables where fission signatures may imprint themselves on light curves (i.e., affecting the fading
rate) and the abundance patterns of the heavy elements produced. An important development for nuclear
astrophysics has been the use of machine learning techniques in nuclear theory. One area where this has led
to significant progress is uncertainty quantification, which is essential for using nuclear theory predictions for
quantitative interpretation of observations. There have also been significant advances in reaction theory, both in
theoretical techniques to describe reactions in the laboratory that can then be used as “surrogates” for reactions
occurring in astrophysical environments, and in terms of understanding quantum effects that impact the low
energy extrapolations of experimental data needed for astrophysical applications. Additionally recent work in
nuclear astrophysics theory has made key progress in identifying links between potential observational signatures
and specific nuclei, such as the influence of 25*Cf on light curves.

What is Needed for the TDAMM Era of Nuclear Astrophysics

e Nuclear physics efforts: The most critical need is to fully exploit the new experimental and theoretical oppor-
tunities now becoming available and outlined above. This includes more direct measurements of astrophysical
reactions (including in some cases direct measurements in a plasma environment), taking advantage of ab initio
theoretical approaches possible for light nuclei to inform theoretical models for heavier nuclei, and the determi-
nation of reactions on excited states instead of the ground state (especially at the high temperatures in TDAMM
sites many reactions occur among nuclei in excited states). In addition, a number of facility upgrades and new
instrumentation outlined in the Nuclear Science Long Range Plan will be important for TDAMM science. These
include at FRIB the new FRIB decay station (the 400 MeV accelerator upgrade that will greatly enhance the
reach for heavy unstable nuclei), the High Rigidity Spectrometer, and the ISLA spectrometers, as well as at ANL
the completion of the various upgrade projects. Strong support for smaller university laboratories, including the
ones deep underground, will also be essential. In addition, the continued development of techniques for mea-
surements of neutron capture rates in storage rings and for measurements of nuclear reactions in laser induced
plasmas at universities and national laboratories will be needed.
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e Uncertainty quantification: This is critical for enabling the quantitative interpretation of TDAMM obser-

vations. Uncertainty quantification is well established in the experimental community, but much remains to
be done in quantifying uncertainties in theoretical predictions, and in extrapolations or corrections applied to
experimental data. The latter is essential for propagating experimental uncertainties into astrophysical reaction
rate data that are used in astrophysical models. Of importance are also correlations of uncertainties in theoret-
ical predictions. For example, cases of models that predict properties for a large number of nuclei and where
uncertainties from nucleus to nucleus can be strongly correlated, or predictions of different quantities using the
same theory. Correlations of uncertainties with temperature and density are also important given the large ther-
modynamic variations encountered in TDAMM sites. The implementation of this physics into nuclear reaction
networks is not straightforward and thus much more work must be done to understand the impact of these
numerical uncertainties on network calculations. Tying this to astrophysical observations requires understanding
in detail the uncertainties in the explosions and the trajectory evolution (temperature/density versus time) for
these explosions. There are significant opportunities in bringing in machine learning and data science techniques.

Interdisciplinary workflows: The new capabilities in experimental and theoretical nuclear physics cannot be
effectively exploited to advance TDAMM science without effective interdisciplinary workflows. Experiments are
expensive and beam time is highly competitive — a clear astrophysical motivation that directly links the nuclear
physics to an observable and an actual observatory or mission is critical. Experiments also take a long time —
the time from developing the idea to publishing a paper often ranges from 3-5 years, in cases where technical
developments are needed it can be significantly longer. Experimental campaigns that provide the large scale data
sets needed for many TDAMM applications can therefore take decades and need to be planned and optimized
carefully to maximize scientific impact.

At its most basic, there needs to be a work flow connecting nuclear physics, astrophysical models, and observa-
tions. A center piece of this work flow is the theoretical analysis of the connections between nuclear physics and
observables, including sensitivity studies (which compare nuclear physics variations in the model to observables).
In essence these studies determine how specific nuclear physics is linked to specific observables and as such they
are key to understanding the role of nuclear physics in the cosmos. Such studies need to take into account the
broad range of nuclear physics capabilities and uncertainties, and sensitivity to each observable across all mes-
sengers needs to be determined. They also need to be continuously updated as new insights into nuclear physics
emerge, or new observations drive new questions. The lack of sensitivity studies is a significant impediment to
rapid progress in nuclear astrophysics.

A particular challenge in this workflow are the interfaces. Databases for nuclear data for astrophysics play a
key role connecting nuclear physics and models, however, owing to limited resources they are often not updated
and do not contain complete information. Such databases are not simply compilations of experimental and
theoretical nuclear data. Rather, astrophysical nuclear reaction rates are complex data products that combine
multiple pieces of information from different experiments and theory and need to be carefully evaluated and
produced on a case by case basis. Another challenge are computational limitations. Many TDAMM sites are
not spherically symmetric and require 3D simulations. Advances in computational astrophysics have enabled
the development of such 3D models with impressive fidelity, however, computing power and algorithms limit the
implementation of the full nuclear physics. In most cases approximations such as trajectory postprocessing are
employed that may not be appropriate.

The interface between models and observations is also critical. Atomic physics can play an important role in
making this connection. Limitations in atomic physics data, for example in kilonova models, or the analysis
of the spectra of metal poor stars, directly limit the determination of nuclear signatures. In some areas, such
as X-ray bursts, atomic physics has not been implemented sufficiently to determine even basic observational
signatures.

Strong connections to astrophysics and other fields: The workflow discussion above makes it clear that
very close connections between nuclear physics, astrophysics, astronomy, gravitational wave physics, cosmo-

chemistry (stardust), atomic physics, and plasma physics are absolutely essential for nuclear astrophysics in the
TDAMM era.
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There is a history of strong ties among some of these fields from dedicated conference series such as Nuclei in
the Cosmos, Nuclear Physics in Astrophysics, or the JINA /CeNAM Frontiers in Nuclear Astrophysics meetings.
Centers such as the Joint Institute for Nuclear Astrophysics (JINA), its successor the Center for Nuclear Astro-
physics across Messengers (CeNAM), the Institute for Nuclear Theory, N3AS, and similar centers abroad have
been instrumental in creating close ties among the nuclear physics and astrophysics communities. This meeting
is also a testament to these efforts. The International Research Network for Nuclear Astrophysics (IReNA) has
connected many such international centers with JINA /CeNAM, joining unique areas of expertise from across the
globe.

However, the new directions in the TDAMM era require the development of many new connections. In particular,
closer connections between the nuclear science community and relevant ground based telescope or NASA missions
would be highly beneficial, for example with COSI, JWST, LIGO, and others. The long timescales of experimental
nuclear programs make it important to plan well ahead to ensure the important nuclear physics, or at least the
instruments and techniques to obtain it, are in place when a new mission launches. Future missions provide a
strong justification for nuclear physics experiments and theoretical developments, and nuclear physics can make
significant contributions to the science case of an observational mission. It will also be important to foster closer
ties to communities that were less well connected with nuclear physics in the past, such as the gravitational
wave community as well as atomic and plasma physics. Centers will continue to play a critical role in creating
the necessary connections. This has also been recognized in the 2023 Nuclear Science Long Range Plan that
emphasizes explicitly the importance of interdisciplinarity and states “Multi-disciplinary collaborative centers
built around nuclear experiment and theory will expedite discoveries and allow the field of nuclear science to
lead the quest to understand the cosmos through novel observations”.

Finding: The 2023 Nuclear Science Long Range Plan and the Astro Decadal survey taken together
provide an outstanding opportunity for major advances in TDAMM nuclear astrophysics over
the next decade. Of particular importance will be support for the interdisciplinary workflows
outlined above that will be essential for work in one field to have its full scientific impact in the
other, and will greatly accelerate scientific discoveries. Especially for science at the interfaces
between funding areas it can be difficult to obtain support as such work is not at the core of any
field, but rather appears to be on the periphery.

2.4. Plasma Physics
Contributors: Luca Comisso, Fan Guo, Maria Gatu Johnson, Athina Meli, Elias R. Most, Zorawar Wadiasingh

Advances in plasma physics in astrophysics are tightly coupled with progress in laboratory (e.g. in fusion research
and laser plasma research) and in the solar and space physics (Bale et al. 2010; National Academies of Sciences,
Engineering, and Medicine et al. 2020; Baalrud et al. 2020). Typically, plasma physicists span all of these fields, using
theories and numerical simulations tested in all applications. TDAMM science can greatly benefit from strong ties
with these applications.

Plasma processes in extreme astrophysical environments (relativistic, strong gravity, and/or strongly radiative) are
ubiquitous in TDAMM. Plasma physics is at the center of nearly all TDAMM phenomena, providing essential tools for
modeling the underlying plasma dynamics, nonthermal emissions, and multi-messenger signatures. We provide several
remarkable examples:

e Magneto-hydrodynamics (MHD) and magnetic field generation (e.g. a — €2 dynamos) are critical in transient
engines. For example, the Black Hole Accretion Disk engine (believed to be the standard engine behind gamma-
ray burst afterglows), magnetically driven winds from neutron-star merger remnants (e.g., Combi & Siegel 2023;
Most & Quataert 2023; Kiuchi et al. 2024), and rotation-driven supernovae.

e Radiation-dominated relativistic outflows (optically thin and thick) pair-loaded winds in high magnetic fields,
such as those realized in magnetar giant flares (van Putten et al. 2016).

e Collisionless shocks and related instabilities and magnetic field amplifications are critical in particle accelera-
tion behind the synchrotron emission sources for many astrophysical transients (gamma-ray burst afterglows,
supernovae) as well as the origin of cosmic rays and high-energy neutrinos (e.g., Marcowith et al. 2016). Indeed,
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observations of cosmic rays and high-energy neutrinos are essentially a probe of plasma physics properties in the
extreme plasma conditions.

e Magnetic reconnection explosively releases magnetic energy into bulk kinetic flows, heating, nonthermal particles
that eventually lead to high-energy radiation. This process is important for explaining the emission of radiation
from magnetars, relativistic jets, and flares from the vicinity of black holes (e.g., Uzdensky 2016; Guo et al.
2024).

e Magnetized turbulence has been proposed to explain high energy activities in black hole accretion disks, coronae,
and jets (e.g., Comisso & Sironi 2019; Zhang et al. 2023).

e The acceleration of energetic charged particles in the above mentioned plasma processes has been proposed as
an explanation for high-energy cosmic rays and radiation originating from black hole accretion disks, coronae,
and jets (e.g., Blandford & Eichler 1987; Comisso et al. 2024).

e Charged particle transport within the Galaxy and the intergalactic medium. The development of turbulent
magnetic fields and the importance of global magnetic fields drives increasingly advanced transport methods to
better interpret observations of cosmic rays (Ruszkowski & Pfrommer 2023).

e Strong field QED (Harding & Lai 2006; Gonoskov et al. 2022; Fedotov et al. 2023) effects can be probed under the
extreme conditions of intense magnetic fields found in neutron stars (magnetars) and certain black hole systems.
Furthermore, a thorough understanding of plasma processes, and QED pair production, may be essential for
explaining coherent emissions from neutron stars (Sturrock 1971) and FRBs (Zhang 2023).

e Pulsars are prolific emitters of gamma-rays (Smith et al. 2023) and are thus accelerators of cosmic rays, partic-
ularly relativistic positrons produced in pair cascades and possibly ions. Recent discoveries include GeV/TeV
halos around middle-aged pulsars by HAWC, Fermi-LAT and LHAASO (Abeysekara et al. 2017; H. E. S. S.
Collaboration et al. 2018; Albert et al. 2023; Aharonian et al. 2021), and the striking pulsed TeV emission of
the Vela pulsar by HESS (H. E. S. S. Collaboration et al. 2023) arising from inverse Compton emission (Harding
et al. 2018). The plasma physics involved here are (1) plasma, particle acceleration and QED positron creation in
pulsar magnetospheres and (2) how positrons transport from pulsars in the interstellar turbulence, reach Earth
as energetic cosmic rays, radiate or annihilate as 511 keV emission.

e The interpretation of polarization measurements depends on a detailed understanding of plasma physics in the
underlying environment (Zhang et al. 2018, 2020).

For many of these applications, much of the astrophysical work is done assuming simplified models. Diffusive shock
acceleration (DSA), also known as Fermi acceleration, is often regarded as the dominant mechanism for particle
acceleration in a wide range of astrophysical shocks, including relativistic shocks associated with afterglows of gamma-
ray bursts (GRBs), active galactic nuclei (AGN) jets, and supernova remnants (SNRs). This process assumes that
particles scatter elastically across a shock front, gaining energy with each crossing, which leads to the development of a
power-law distribution in particle energies. Such models have historically provided a plausible explanation for observed
non-thermal emissions across the electromagnetic spectrum. Consequently, simple power-law energy distributions for
electrons are frequently adopted as a starting point in theoretical studies of relativistic shocks.

However, growing evidence suggests that these assumptions may be inadequate, especially when attempting to
match the precision of modern observational datasets. For example, polarization studies, which serve as critical tools for
probing the geometry and microphysics of magnetic fields, often rely on toy models that assume idealized and static
field configurations. These models frequently fail to capture the complexity and time-dependence of the turbulent
environments inherent in astrophysical shocks. While such approximations may yield qualitative insights, they often
oversimplify the true underlying dynamics, leading to significant discrepancies when compared to high-resolution data
from observatories like ALMA, the Event Horizon Telescope, and the Fermi Gamma-ray Space Telescope.

Recent advances in computational astrophysics, particularly through Particle-in-Cell (PIC) simulations, have ex-
posed the limitations of fluid approaches. PIC simulations provide a fully kinetic treatment of plasma dynamics,
enabling the exploration of both shock physics and magnetic field evolution with a kinetic physics description that
is inaccessible to fluid-based (MHD) models. These simulations have revealed that mechanisms beyond DSA play
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a critical role in particle acceleration. For instance, magnetic reconnection, a process in which oppositely directed
magnetic fields annihilate and release energy, emerges as a key contributor to particle acceleration in environments
with strong turbulence and magnetic shear. This is particularly significant in relativistic shocks, where reconnection
layers and plasmoids (small magnetic islands) are formed within the shock’s downstream region, leading to rapid and
localized particle energization (Sironi & Spitkovsky 2014; Guo et al. 2014; Nishikawa et al. 2020; Meli et al. 2023).

In addition to reconnection, PIC studies have highlighted the importance of shock-driven instabilities, such as
the Weibel instability, which generates small-scale magnetic fields in unmagnetized or weakly magnetized shocks (e.g.
Nishikawa et al. 2016). These fields contribute to particle scattering and acceleration, altering the electron energy
spectrum from the simple power-law forms predicted by traditional DSA models (Medvedev & Loeb 1999; Kato 2007).
Furthermore, PIC simulations show that anisotropic particle distributions and non-thermal features, such as high-
energy tails, emerge naturally in these environments, driven by the interplay between reconnection, turbulence, and
shock-compression processes.

Polarization studies also benefit from these advances. The dynamic magnetic structures revealed by PIC models,
such as plasmoids and turbulence-generated fields, lead to time-variable polarization signatures that differ markedly
from those predicted by static models. These findings have been instrumental in interpreting the variable polarization
seen in GRB afterglows and blazar jets (Zhang et al. 2018). For example, simulations suggest that the degree and
angle of polarization can evolve rapidly as magnetic fields transition from highly ordered structures to more chaotic
configurations through reconnection and turbulence.

In summary, while traditional models such as DSA and toy polarization frameworks have provided valuable
foundations, they fall short of capturing the richness of the processes occurring in astrophysical plasmas. Advanced
computational approaches, particularly PIC simulations, underscore the need for more sophisticated models that
account for mechanisms like magnetic reconnection, turbulence, and kinetic-scale instabilities. These insights are
critical for accurately interpreting the wealth of observational data now available and for advancing our understanding
of high-energy astrophysical systems.

To interpret the increasingly sophisticated TDAMM observations, we must overcome the limitations of tools
currently used in TDAMM science. Most of the plasma-physics solutions rely on either of two primary techniques.
For dense plasmas, magneto-hydrodynamics solution are common and TDAMM scientists have led advances in these
methods, moving from ideal to resistive MHD, or even two-fluid techniques. Laboratory astrophysics is also pushing
the development of detailed resistive MHD methods, and scientists in both fields have begun to work more closely to
improve these techniques. Especially for multi-physics calculations, code comparison is critical.

In the context of TDAMM science, particle acceleration modeling relies heavily on the Particle-in-Cell (PIC)
method, which has become the dominant computational tool for investigating kinetic-scale processes, which MHD ap-
proaches cannot address. PIC simulations are particularly effective at capturing the intricate dynamics of shock-driven
particle acceleration, turbulence, and magnetic reconnection, making them indispensable for exploring the physics of
high-energy plasmas. However, despite their strengths, PIC simulations have significant challenges. Numerical in-
stabilities, such as grid heating and noise, often complicate the results. Additionally, practical constraints on the
electron-to-ion mass ratio and the spatial and temporal scales that can be resolved impose limits on the fidelity and
applicability of the method. These issues stem largely from the high computational cost required to simulate both the
smallest kinetic scales and the largest system-wide structures simultaneously.

To overcome these limitations, researchers have used alternative kinetic modeling approaches, such as Vlasov
solvers and hybrid fluid-kinetic models. These methods offer a trade-off between computational efficiency and the
level of kinetic detail retained, providing opportunities to tackle problems that would otherwise be computationally
prohibitive for PIC. Comparative studies of these models, alongside benchmarking efforts within the plasma physics
community, are critical for improving uncertainty quantification (UQ) and ensuring that the results are robust and
reproducible. Such efforts are key to building models that can reliably connect to observational data.

One of the biggest challenges in this field remains the vast disparity in scales. The kinetic processes captured
by PIC simulations occur on microscopic scales, yet the phenomena of interest in astrophysical systems- such as
supernova remnants, gamma-ray bursts, and AGN jets-span macroscopic distances, often measured in light years.
For instance, while PIC simulations are typically limited to regions on the order of a few thousand Debye lengths,
the shock fronts and turbulence in astrophysical environments encompass vastly larger scales. Bridging this gap is
essential, and it demands the development of advanced scale-bridging techniques or subgrid models. These approaches
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alm to parameterize the effects of small-scale kinetic physics in a way that can be integrated into macroscopic fluid
models, such as magnetohydrodynamics (MHD).

Recent progress in this area has been encouraging. Researchers are exploring methods that couple PIC simulations
with MHD frameworks, allowing the two to work in tandem to capture both kinetic and macroscopic dynamics. Others
are focusing on reduced kinetic equations that distill the essential physics of small-scale processes into a computationally
tractable form. These innovations hold significant promise for extending the utility of PIC and related techniques to
large-scale astrophysical phenomena. If successful, they could greatly enhance the ability of simulations to interpret and
reproduce key observational features, such as particle energy spectra, polarization variabilities, or emission anisotropies.

While the PIC framework is extremely powerful, this method suffers from a number of numerical instabilities
and requires limitations in both particle mass ratios and the size-scale for these calculations. For PIC methods,
achieving high Lorentz factors realized for extreme astrophysical particle accelerators is currently out of reach. This
is due to the requirement that large gyro-radii are contained within a simulation box, while simultaneously resolving
the smallest scales related to the plasma skin depth. Therefore, extrapolation is currently necessary to map to real
astrophysical systems. PIC methods are widely used in the field of plasma physics, especially in laser and beam driven
particle acceleration communities. These fields, as well as the development of PIC methods, are mainly supported
by NSF and DOE (WARPX, VPIC, and OSIRIS PIC codes). Thus, a closer collaboration regarding these methods
is necessary. Other kinetic approaches exist and code-comparison will improve uncertainty quantification for these
modeling methods. To overcome the fact that the scale of these calculations is far smaller than the actual applications,
advances in scale-bridging methods or subgrid models are critical. New methods in scale-bridging (Vaidya et al. 2018;
Guo et al. 2020; Arnold et al. 2021a; Seo et al. 2024) could lead to dramatic improvements in the power of these
models, improving their ability to tie to astrophysical observations. Advancements for several of the methods require
breakthroughs in computation (e.g. porting to GPUs) This is especially true for connecting kinetic and MHD scales
will strongly benefit from novel interpolation and matching techniques. Leveraging advances in Al to develop subgrid
models based on large libraries of kinetic simulation will be a crucial aspect toward advancing this field.

Strong field quantum electrodynamics is a not so well explored corner of the Standard Model (Gonoskov et al.
2022; Piazza et al. 2022; Fedotov et al. 2023). It is a theory of charged particle and photon interactions in the presence
of strong electromagnetic fields, which can be encountered near compact astrophysical objects, like magnetars or black
holes, or in terrestrial laboratories, in foci of high power lasers or in the interaction point of particle accelerators. Until
recently, the parameters of the interaction that could have been achieved in terrestrial experiments were quite far
from the astrophysical ones. However, with new laser facilities coming into operation or being designed (see Gonoskov
et al. (2022) for a list of facilities) with peak intensities, which are expected to reach 1024725 W/cm?, and particle
beams approaching 100 GeV (Piazza et al. 2022), not just the basic processes of strong field quantum electrodynamics
can be explored, but complex plasma setups embedded in strong field environments. This can provide an important
opportunity for TDAMM collaboration with DOE and NSF supported initiatives aimed at laser plasma and accelerator
physics studies (see, e.g., Piazza et al. (2022)). Of particular interest are the already operating NSF funded ZEUS
facility at the University of Michigan, and future NSF OPAL facility at LLE. However, these studies are complementary
to astrophysical observations since the electromagnetic field Lorentz invariants and plasma parameters are generally
very different for neutron stars and lasers interactions. In particular, QED Landau state transitions (virtual or real)
are an important phenomenon in strongly magnetized neutron star plasmas, and other physical processes such as
photon splitting come into play (Harding & Lai 2006).

Methods development will span all plasma physics fields and it is critical that the work in TDAMM has strong
ties to heliophysics, space weather, laboratory physics and fusion energy (with its ties to industry). Strong ties with
these different fields can help address a number of TDAMM-relevant questions:

e What current models/tools exist that can be applied to our sources and studies?
e What current models/tools exist in other fields that can be applied to our sources and studies?
e Based on what is used in other fields, what new studies are needed for TDAMM applications?

e What approximations/limitations are currently present in these approaches? What advances are needed to
overcome our lack of understanding?

e How can experiments improve our understanding?
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e How can astrophysical observations improve our understanding of this physics?

Developing more collaborative approaches, e.g. NSF Frontier Centers, NSF Hubs, NASA TCAN, or privately
funded initiatives, such as Simons Collaborations (SCEECS) would be desirable. A metric for the success of these
programs will be in how well techniques/methods/tests propagate between different disciplines. A critical element is
that cooperation and integration be encouraged across currently disparate competitive and siloed plasma physics and
astrophysics groups.

Finding: Plasma astrophysics must be utilized in all TDAMM sources. A strategic community
organization effort, analogous to that done in nuclear astrophysics but including relevant fields
in plasma science, would facilitate major discoveries in TDAMM science.

2.5. Atomic Science

Contributors: Christopher J. Fontes, Christopher L. Fryer, Amy Gall, Stuart Loch, Endre Takacs

Spectroscopy remains one of the most powerful tools in an astronomer’s toolkit. Since Isaac Newton first employed
a simple prism to observe the Sun, spectroscopy has played a crucial role in advancing our understanding of the universe.
Spectral analysis across different wavelength regions is essential for diagnosing the elemental and ionic composition,
densities, velocities, and magnetic fields of the ejecta in astrophysical transients. For the purposes of this report, we
refer to this field of study as traditional atomic physics.

In the context of TDAMM, this analysis provides critical insights into the temporal evolution of these events,
enabling the study of dynamic processes such as shock propagation, material mixing, and energy dissipation. Doppler
shifts and spectral broadening of these features probe the velocity distribution and kinematic properties of the ejecta,
helping to uncover the underlying mechanisms driving these phenomena. Combining spectroscopic data with signals
from gravitational waves, neutrinos, and other messengers, we can obtain a more complete picture of the physical
conditions governing these transient events. For example, follow-up EM spectral observations of neutron star mergers,
combined with atomic analysis, revealed the presence of heavy r-process elements, linking such events to the pro-
duction of the universe’s heaviest elements. For supernovae, spectroscopy tracks the evolution of elements over time.
Additionally, spectroscopy provides insights into time-dependent processes, leveraging atomic data to model ionization
states, temperatures, and dynamics in non-equilibrium environments.

This science is grounded in a solid understanding of fundamental physics, including basic atomic, radiation, and
plasma physics, along with the complex interplay between these fields. Key atomic physics requirements include
energy levels, transition data (e.g., wavelengths, oscillator strengths) for identifying spectral features, collision data for
modeling plasma conditions, and heavy-element opacities that are crucial for modeling radiation transport in extreme
environments like kilonovae. By examining how atomic transitions, energy level populations, collisional cross sections,
and radiation processes influence plasma conditions in astrophysical transients, we can gain a deeper understanding
of the spectroscopic signatures these events produce. While traditional atomic physics is not the primary focus of the
Atomic, Molecular, and Optical (AMO) Physics Decadal Survey, Manipulating Quantum Systems: An Assessment of
Atomic, Molecular, and Optical Physics in the United States (National Academies of Sciences 2020), it is thoroughly
addressed by the Report of the Laboratory Astrophysics Task Force (LATF)(Ziurys et al. 2024).

The AMO laboratory astrophysics community, comprising theorists, experimentalists, and database curators,
plays a critical role in supporting astrophysics. As astrophysics increasingly depends on AMO data for missions with
enhanced sensitivity and resolution, LATF and related white papers continue to underscore the most urgent data needs
and propose actionable solutions (e.g. (Smith et al. 2019; Kallman et al. 2019; Nave et al. 2019; Brickhouse et al.
2020; Savin et al. 2011)). While efforts, such as the occasional NASA Laboratory Astrophysics Workshops have been
organized to align data production with astrophysical needs, funding constraints and institutional barriers continue to
limit progress in critical atomic studies that underpin astrophysics and TDAMM science.

Challenge: The challenge of AMO for TDAMM applications is in the wealth of high quality theoretical and
experimental data that need to be generated and the relatively small workforce available. As mentioned above, this
data includes accurate energies and wavelengths for element identification, opacities for radiation dominated events such
as the early stages of kilonovae, and atomic collision cross sections with electrons and heavy particles for collisionally
dominated plasmas as in the late stages of kilonova remnant plasmas. It should also be noted that the atomic workforce
is highly motivated to support TDAMM and has much specialized knowledge in this field. As an example of the need
for data, Figure 4 shows the number of radiative transitions for the elements of the periodic table from the NIST
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Figure 4. Table and chart showing the number of spectral transitions in the NIST ASD database (ASD Kramida et al. 2024).
Of particular note are the large number of charge states relevant for TDAMM that have no or only a small number of transitions
in the database.

Atomic Spectra Database (ASD Kramida et al. 2024). It can be seen that many of the heavy elements generated in
kilonova events have either no or very few measured emission rates.

An overview of the AMO community and available resources is given in the LATF report (Ziurys et al. 2024). In
short, it notes that there is a significant network and infrastructure of experiments and code/theory expertise that
has been built up over many decades. However, due to the field of AMO moving towards quantum computing and
ultra-cold applications, there is a lack of people-power in almost all areas of this field. There is a current danger that
the field is losing the critical mass of expertise required to keep it alive and growing, with the potential risk for a
lack of relevant data to carry out TDAMM science. In addition, it is not completely clear what specific atomic data
are required for TDAMM science (see first bullet below). The availability of critically evaluated and curated AMO
databases is a crucial bridge between the atomic and TDAMM communities. There is an urgent need for financial
support of such databases, which often rely on grants from piecemeal funding sources. The disappearance of databases
can severely hamper day-to-day spectroscopy research, as demonstrated by the unavailability of the NIST ASD during
government shutdowns or the vanishing of the Oak Ridge National Laboratory atomic database due to lack of funding.

We offer the following findings, many of which overlap with the feedback contained in the LATF report:

e Community workshops where the atomic data users can meet with the atomic data experts, to allow the available
resources to be best directed at the most urgent needs. These workshops could be part of the regular AAS
and TDAMM meetings. A mechanism for the user community to request AMO data would be very useful. For
example, the elements being measured and calculated should be those that are predicted to be the most abundant
in the TDAMM events. For many TDAMM applications, astronomers have developed numerical tools to calculate
out-of-equilibrium physics, but these tools require different atomic physics data (e.g. Einstein coefficients) than
what the atomic physics tends to provide.

e However, determining the specific interfaces and needs of the broad astrophysics community from atomic physics
is no simple task. We recommend an extended workshop at the beginning of this effort, in order to agree on the
interfaces between fields which will be built around.

e There is an urgent need for long-term, stable financial support of critically evaluated and curated AMO databases.
Support of AMO databases that allow experts to curate and maintain the databases, as well as methods to
communicate the database information to the community, is strongly recommended.
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e Early career support should be expanded for traditional atomic physics researchers. See the following text about
Workforce Development for more details.

e Joint funding of TDAMM research projects that connect astrophysics (NSF-AAG, NASA-APRA) to fundamental
sciences, such as physics and chemistry (e.g., NSF-PHYS or NSF-CHEM), is encouraged. Such a joint approach
would strengthen the connection between the atomic data producers and the TDAMM applications.

e Atomic researchers should be embedded within space missions so that the atomic data needed for particular
telescopes and detectors is in place in time for the mission observations. For example, the recent JWST spectral
observations of tellurium features would have benefited from an initial investment in atomic support (See Fig. 5
for details.). A successful example of this type of synergy is provided by the XRISM mission, which included
funding for laboratory astrophysics from the start. A strategic investment to ensure the atomic data and analysis
are sufficient to ensure we can analyze the data from the JWST, and soon UVEX, should be a NASA priority.
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Figure 5. The first JWST late-time infrared spectrum of a kilonova (Levan et al. 2024); figure from NASA, ESA, CSA, Joseph
Olmsted (STScI). A line complex is evident, which was also seen in the kilonova following the multimessenger detection of a
binary neutron star merger in 2017. The feature is likely a signature of Tellerium, which would be direct evidence of r-process
nucleosynthesis. However, this identification is not totally self consistent with the broader observations and current expectations
from atomic physics. Strategic investment in atomic physics is required to deliver on the promise of TDAMM astronomy and
make use of the power of the JWST.

Workforce Development: The atomic and molecular physics community has a wealth of knowledge, advanced
computational tools, databases, and specialized experimental equipment essential for producing the data needed in
astrophysical spectroscopy. However, with senior researchers nearing retirement, there is a growing risk of losing a
critical mass of expertise and personnel. The continued success of future astrophysical missions—especially those
involving multi-messenger astronomy—depends on supporting the next generation of atomic researchers. Without
targeted investment in early career scientists, the U.S. risks falling behind in this crucial field, reducing the scientific
returns from upcoming missions. While there are opportunities for early career scientists, such as NSF CAREER, much
of the funding opportunities are soft-money. However, the options for soft-money career scientists are limited and, in
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addition, this particular type of traditional atomic research is often not prioritized, making joint funding initiatives
for early career researchers essential to maintaining U.S. leadership in this area.

Finding: Traditional atomic physics has played a critical role in TDAMM science for many
years. To enable further TDAMM breakthrough discoveries, we recommend concerted efforts to
support workforce development, establish curated databases guided by community workshops,
and integration of atomic researchers in mission development and operations.

2.6. Condensed Matter and Materials Science
Christopher L. Fryer

For the most part, most astrophysical phenomena are plasmas where the effects of condensed matter physics are
unimportant. But in both white dwarfs and neutron star crusts, condensed matter effects (e.g. crystalline structures)
can potentially play a large role in the physical properties: thermal coefficient, shear moduli, elasticity, stress, strain and
strength tensors (see, for example Chamel & Haensel 2008; Engstrom et al. 2016). Dust formation and destruction also
ultimately depends on the multi-body interactions requiring detailed condensed matter studies. Condensed matter
experts study the microscopic physical properties of matter that arise from electromagnetic forces between atoms
and electrons. These scientists also have developed a broad range of methods to scale these microscopic studies to
macroscopic applications. A number of computational tools have been developed to model this physics, most notably
molecular dynamics (Kuksin et al. 2005) and density functional theory techniques (Mattsson et al. 2005). Although
these sophisticated methods have existed for decades in the fields of condensed matter, chemistry, and biology, most
astrophysics estimates of condensed matter properties have used simplified approaches.

For neutron star transients, materials properties can affect a broad range of observations. The thermal conductivity
of the neutron star crust can alter the time evolution of outbursts ranging from X-ray bursts to magnetar flares. A
series of molecular dynamics calculations have sought to better understand the materials properties affecting this
thermal conductivity (e.g. Horowitz et al. 2009). But this is only one material property studied in condensed matter.
Anisotropies, soft phonon modes, and elastic instabilities could have significant effects on elasticity-related astrophysical
observables such as magnetar flares (Perna & Pons 2011), quasi-periodic oscillations (Israel et al. 2005), and possibly
some pulsar glitches (Chamel & Haensel 2008). Strength properties of the neutron star crust will both dictate the
nature and properties of magnetic field structures in magnetars and any interpretation of this emission from highly
magnetized neutron stars will depend on our understanding of this physics. For white dwarfs, the energy released in
crystallization can dramatically alter the cooling timescale of the white dwarf with wide-ranging repercussions (Winget
& Kepler 2008). Numerical approaches in condensed matter continue to advance and, by leveraging these advances,
astronomers can improve the analysis of phenomena occurring on neutron stars.

Comment: Initiation of connections between astrophysicists and condensed matter and materials
science are needed in order to develop multidisciplinary approaches at the intersection of these
fields.

Molecular and dust production and destruction in astrophysical transients is important in both interpreting
their infra-red emission and, ultimately, identifying the nature of the transient (Salpeter 1977). For example, in
GRB 230307A, the 2 micron line could as easily be explained by CO as it could by Telll (Levan et al. 2024). Dust
can explain the required high opacity to explain the JWST observations beyond 3 microns. Especially in the infra-red,
understanding dust and molecular formation and optical features can be equally important to atomic studies. And
to do this accurately, astronomers must leverage tools used by condensed matter. Although density functional theory
has been used in star forming regions, only a few papers using modern condensed matter approaches have been used
in TDAMM science (e.g. Mauney & Lazzati 2016, 2018) and TDAMM dust astronomy could definitely benefit from
closer ties to condensed matter experts.

2.7. Computational

Contributors: Emmanouil Chatzopoulos, Courey Elliott, Christopher L. Fryer, Gwendolyn R. Galleher , Fan Guo,
William Raphael Hiz, Kelly Holley-Bockelmann, Aimee Hungerford, Kristina D. Launey, Nicholas R. MacDonald,
Athina Meli, Bronson Messer, Matthew R. Mumpower, Peter Nugent, Paul M. Ricker, Christopher J. Roberts, Todd
Urbatsch, Michael Zingale
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Figure 6. Image of the Space Simulator, first commodity machine in the top 100 of the top 500 list (Warren et al. 2003) and
a slice of the 3-dimensional core-collapse supernova simulation it was designed to model (Fryer & Warren 2002).

Since the rise in computing in the 1940s, computational physics has become an important tool in understanding
complex physical phenomena. The complex problems in astrophysics and, in particular, astrophysical transients,
are ideally suited to computational physics techniques. NNSA laboratories spearheaded this research. In the 1940s,
methods to model transport, e.g. Monte Carlo (Ulam et al. 1947) , and hydrodynamic shocks (Richtmyer 1948) were
developed and applied to early computing resources at Los Alamos National Lab (LANL). Stirling Colgate modeled
the first supernova explosions at Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory (Colgate et al. 1961). In these early
years, astrophysicists had strong ties to the national labs and these collaborative efforts led to dramatic progress in
computational physics techniques for both national security and astrophysics applications (Norman 1997).

This coordination was not limited to numerical algorithms. In an effort to build supercomputers more cheaply,
scientists at NASA and NNSA laboratories worked together to develop what is now the standard for high perfor-
mance computing clusters used for computational physics. Initially termed Beowulf clusters, the idea of networking
commodity-grade computers to build supercomputers is the framework behind all of the top 500 fastest computers
in the world. NASA scientists Thomas Sterling and Don Becker built the first such cluster in 1994. In 1996, Mike
Warren (LANL) and John Salmon (Caltech) built the first Beowulf cluster to appear on the top 500 list. Figure 6
shows an image of the next generation of such a cluster alongside the supernova calculation the computer was designed
to model.

Computational astrophysicists have continued strong ties to DOE (often leading many of the computational efforts
at these labs). But many of these computational astrophysicists have lost their ties to observational astronomy. In
addition, the widespread use of computational modeling in a broad range of fields has allowed computational science to
fracture where progress in computational algorithms in one field often do not disseminate to other fields. For example,
many astrophysicists are unaware of advances in radiation-hydrodynamics and transport techniques developed in
nuclear engineering and at NNSA laboratories.

Tying to other Fields:. Although the study of dynamic systems, including astrophysical transients, dominated
the initial use of computational physics techniques, science is now entering an era where most fields are leveraging
detailed modeling to advance science. Many of these fields are directly tied to astrophysics and will be discussed in
other sections of this paper. For example, numerical methods for transport are studied by a variety of communities
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in nuclear power, fusion energy, space weather, z-pinch- or laser- driven experiments, and the animated film industry
to name a few. But a number of additional fields developing advanced numerical methods that could be leveraged
in computational astrophysics exist. These include material physics and biophysics modeling which have pioneered a
broad set of methods to bridge the microscopic to macroscopic scales, capturing an increasing amount of the microscopic
physics. Such approaches could prove useful in astrophysical events with unresolved features.

The multi-physics nature of astrophysics mean that computational astronomers trained with an understanding of
all these fields ultimately are ideal hires for a broad range of industry and national security applications. Astronomy
has claimed that it can attract the next generation of scientists needed to ensure the US remains a world leader (both
in defense and in industry). But this is only the case if we train scientists with a strong understanding of the numerics
(and their relation to other fields) and physics.

TDAMM Challenges: Simulations allow us to peer into the unseen parts of these sources, interpreting the
observations and revealing the physics that drives them. Simulations connect the different measurements along the
timeline of observations. The primary challenge in computational astrophysics is that, to be successful, we must
couple multiple calculations to fully study a phenomena. For example, astronomers use a broad range of diagnostics
are used to shape our understanding of core-collapse supernovae: neutrinos from Supernova 1987A, early and late-time
emission from the transient, compact (black hole or neutron star) remnants, ejecta remnants, nucleosynthetic yields
from galactic chemical evolution, GW measurements of the black hole mass spectrum, etc. But these observations
span a huge range in space and time relative to the explosion. Connecting all of this data can not be done by a single
simulation.

Without these chains of simulations, our ability to employ observations from different phases of the event to
achieve a more powerful constraint on the physics of the event is severely limited. The connection between different
messengers, at different times, lies at the heart of multi-messenger astronomy, making chains of simulations central to
multi-messenger investigations. However, precisely because the individual links in the chain employ different physics,
and produce observables that span the EM spectrum and can include GW, neutrino and cosmic ray observables,
the chains frequently extend beyond the boundaries of individual funding programs. This makes coordination of the
chains of simulations challenging. Worse yet, coupling the different links requires utilizing advanced theory and analysis
techniques. For TDAMM science, computational science will have to bring together analytic, numerical, and analysis
methods. There are many barriers to success:

e Among this chain of required simulations are a set of focused physics calculations, e.g. calculations of atomic
and nuclear data are crucial to provide the essential microscopic physics on which astronomical simulations
rely. While measurements of this atomic and nuclear data are desperately needed to ensure the realism of the
simulations, computations often fill the many gaps in available data to allow the astronomical simulations to
continue.

e Computational astrophysicists must be able to span a broad set of scientific fields and disciplines. Unfortunately,
many links in the chain, both the microphysics and many of the numerical models, especially if they do not
directly tie to observations, are often not supported by astronomy departments and funding agencies.

e Open source codes are both a boon and weakness for astronomers. By making a code open-source, science teams
can more easily compare results. The variety of codes in our community is a strength, since agreement across a
variety of algorithms builds confidence in simulation results. Code comparison allows for determination of where
the weak links are in the simulation chain, and where progress should be prioritized. However, as more and more
astronomers rely on open-source codes rather than developing their own codes, we have reduced the number of
computational-physics capable astronomers. Because many funding sources focus on publication count and not
the ability to develop novel code methods, computational scientists struggle to get funding. Since universities
follow the funding, more and more universities are hiring code users, not code developers. Astrophysics, a leader
in computational methods in the past, is now being superseded by many other fields of science and engineering.
Unfortunately, this occurs as we enter an era where a detailed understanding of algorithms and simulation
methods is essential. As the increase in computing power slows, brute force methods to code development are
no longer capable of solving the questions facing astronomy. Astronomers need to rethink how they answer
astrophysical questions, coupling high performance computing and analytic approaches. The science goals of
TDAMM cannot be met with a single simulation code and it is likely new approaches and new algorithms will
need to be developed to target specific phases of evolution.
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e Many changes are also occurring from the perspective of the hardware and software side as well. In the past
decade, supercomputers have largely transitioned from being CPU-based to GPU-based (with the notable excep-
tion of the ARM A64fx CPUs). The community needs to be aware that computing architectures are continuing
to evolve. In 5-10 years, double precision support may be removed from hardware (driven by ML/AI trends).
We need to explore whether we can used mixed precision, emulating double precision in software where needed
(for instance, rate equilibrium in networks). The needs of astrophysics must be considered in the construction
of future supercomputers.

e Programming models are also changing. Many astrophysics codes have shifted from Fortran to C++ to take
advantage of C++ lambda-capturing methods of offloading (e.g., as in Kokkos). Memory-safe languages (e.g.
Rust) are also being promoted more, but have not yet taken root in High Performance Computing. Porting
codes to new languages is time-consuming and requires training students on new techniques.

e Most funding for computational astrophysics is not through astrophysics programs themselves (NNSA research,
NSF Cyberinfrastructure, DOE PSAAP/SciDAC) plus a few non-profit mechanisms for small amounts of funding
(like Linux Foundation’s High Performance Software Foundation and Numfocus) that can support meetings and
costs associated with Cyberinfrastructure platforms, etc. NASA’s open source funding is an exception. But,
for the most part, computational astrophysics is funded by agencies with alternative goals including advances in
national security, energy applications, and industry. Under these funding sources, solving astronomy applications
is a secondary goal.

e Multidisciplinary studies require continued dialog between fields in order to train scientists to have a complete
understanding of the problem. Programmers are essential in these endeavors, including software engineers for
high fidelity simulations and full stack developers for automated infrastructure work. There are barriers to the
integration of these subject matter experts into the field, including restrictions on membership in the professional
societies. These barriers should be removed.

Training Future Scientists: One of the justifications for astrophysical research is that the skills taught to
astronomers strengthens the nation by training next generation STEM-field leaders in industry and national security.
Computational astrophysics has been at the heart of this claim, training the broad computational physics skills needed
to lead research in a broad range of fields. However, the reliance on open-source codes and lack of intentional code-
development support has not only led to a stagnation in our advancement in understanding astrophysical phenomena,
but also an end to the ability of astronomers to contribute greatly in industrial applications, weakening the claim that
astronomy draws young minds into STEM fields for industry and national security. The capability to do detailed,
complex problems is one of the prime skill-sets needed in both industry and national security. Without these skills,
astronomers are less attractive hires for research jobs in industry and national security.

Finding: Computational astrophysics is the connection point for all the fields of physics of rel-
evance for TDAMM, and where models get compared to data. Rewarding code users but not
code developers in astrophysics has led to stagnation, and we risk losing this required skillset.

Finding: The approaches needed for computational astrophysics are performed by some in our
community, and widely within the NNSA. The NNSA has summer schools and visiting scientist
programs to train these skills and build connections. Broad engagement and support from as-
trophysics in these programs is a path to renewing the leadership in computation in astrophysics
and contributing to the NNSA workforce by making an additional career path evident to early
career astrophysicists.

2.8. Fluid Dynamics and Turbulence
Contributors: Mohammad Ali Boroumand, Christopher L. Fryer, Falk Herwig, Daniel Livescu

Fluid dynamics and turbulence play an important role in a broad range of STEM-field applications including
electronics and cryogenic systems, aerospace engineering, the oil and gas industry, studying geophysical processes (e.g.
groundwater flow), weather prediction, and astrophysics. As such, work in fluids and turbulence is funded by industry
as well as a wide range of NSF, DOE, and DOD funding agencies. Fluid dynamics and turbulence play important roles



Figure 7. Comparison of 3 codes studying the implosion of a shell. Although designed to test instabilities in the implosion of a
National Ignition Facility capsule for Inertial Confinement Fusion, the physics is relevant to understand the growth of convective
instabilities in a core-collapse supernovae (Joggerst et al. 2014).

in nearly every aspect of TDAMM science: transient progenitors, instabilities in stellar winds (and the subsequent
radiative reaction to these instabilities), reactive flows in thermonuclear explosions (novae, X-ray bursts, thermonuclear
supernovae), convection in core-collapse supernovae and disk evolution. These features are typically hard to model for
several reasons. For example, at the current grid level, most kinetic energy is subgrid and cannot be handled explicitly
(Figure 7).

These applications require models in different convective regimes. For stellar models, the convective turnover
timescale is typically many orders of magnitude shorter than the evolutionary thermal or nuclear timescale. Yet,
through global 3D stellar hydrodynamics simulations (e.g. Herwig et al. 2023) it now becomes possible to inves-
tigate in a meaningful and accurate way the quantitative properties of 3D macro physics, such as mixing through
rotation, convection, internal gravity waves and possible moderated by magnetic fields (Leidi et al. 2023). While it
remains difficult to model the burning phases in full hydrodynamics calculations there are now a growing set of multi-
dimensional calculations modeling snapshots in time of this evolution. These snapshots can be connected through
global 1D simulations supplemented with 3D-informed and calibrated models (Anders et al. 2022; Mao et al. 2024)
and it will be possible to create through such large-scale fluid-dynamics simulations a realistic account of the 3D
non-radial pre-supernova structure (e.g. Andrassy et al. 2020), a key starting point for any subsequent supernova
TDAMM simulation pipeline (Fields & Couch 2020; Vartanyan et al. 2022). Here, scientists can leverage techniques
averaging the role of convection, e.g. Reynolds Averaged Navier Stokes (RANS) solutions (a more general approach
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than the mixing length theory commonly used). At the other extreme, in the core-collapse supernova engine, the
explosion timescale is only 5-10 times the convective turnover time. Steady state solutions for this convection are
not valid. In addition, the growth timescale of the convection is critical. This poses a different challenge to models
because numerical viscosity (most astrophysics codes rely on Implicit Large Eddy Simulation (ILES) approaches where
the viscosity depends sensitively on the spatial resolution) delays this convective growth time, delaying the growth of
convection which, in turn, significantly alters the fate of the explosion.

Many of the astrophysical applications require additional physics coupling to the hydrodynamic motion. For
example, in transients powered by nuclear fusion, nuclear burning is highly dependent on the geometry of the burning
front which is determined by the nature of the turbulent convection. For transient light-curves, the interaction
of the radiation with clumpy winds, shell ejecta, companion stars can drive further turbulence and shocks in the
outflow. These shocks can dramatically alter the observed light-curves. Magnetohydrodynamics in disks is critical
in determining the disk viscosity and the generation of jets. As with our core-collapse convection example, these
simulations are typically under-resolved, limiting what we can quantitatively predict from these calculations.

History: It was quickly realized that astrophysical plasmas, in particular in stars, should be turbulent and, as
early as 1928, astronomy leveraged advances in meteorology and oceanography to understand and predict the behavior
in stellar atmospheres (Rosseland 1928). During this period, astrophysicists were well-connected with advances in
these other fields (for a review, see Chandrasekhar 1949). But as the different fields evolved and specialized, the
connection between astrophysics and other communities studying turbulence weakened. As such, when mixing length
theory for stellar convection was developed, it did not leverage the advances at the time in RANS models used in
weather prediction and engineering (Arnett et al. 2019).

Importance of Tying to Other Fields: The broad importance of turbulence and convection means that many
fields have driven advances in the modeling of this physics. Leveraging the techniques developed in these fields could
lead to major advances in astrophysical modeling. For example, “[mixing length theory] is local, requires calibration,
and has little connection to modern methods used by the turbulence community.” (Arnett et al. 2019). The RANS
approach is much more general than the mixing length theory and can represent important turbulence flow effects,
such as the cascade process that leads to time delay between kinetic energy and dissipation response and turbulence
production by shear or pressure gradients, that cannot be captured by the latter. RANS has been the engineering
workhorse in applications ranging from aerospace and auto industries to atmospheric and oceanic flows for many years.

Similarly, most astrophysics codes rely on implicit filters for large eddy simulations, but the broader turbulence
community has developed a broad range of subgrid treatments that could potentially improve these models. A number
of RANS extensions also exist that attempt to bridge the statistical and large edddy simulation descriptions that
may provide solutions that are better tied to the underlying physics (Towery et al. 2024). Combustion and explosives
modeling fields have also developed a number of new techniques to better capture reactive flows and these techniques
may have applicability to thermonuclear transients (Nouri et al. 2019a).

In addition, various machine learning techniques have provided an additional boost in recent years to advance the
accuracy, robustness, and speed of turbulence models. Integrating modern ML with physical modeling is the major
challenge of what we call today Physics-Informed Machine Learning (PIML) (Karniadakis et al. 2021; Tian et al.
2023). In particular, in fluid dynamics, there has been significant PIML activity in recent years. Examples include
embedding physical constraints into the closure model (Wang et al. 2017; Tian et al. 2021) and PIML models infusing
physical constraints into the neural networks (Mohan et al. 2022). Other efforts on turbulence modeling, such as those
summarized in (Duraisamy et al. 2019) can span a great deal of aspects, e.g., from estimating the properties of the
flow (Boroumand et al. 2024), to significant acceleration of the flow calculations (Donello et al. 2023) or the reaction
network integration (Nouri et al. 2024).

Historically, turbulence models have been developed using fully resolved simulations of simple flows at parameter
ranges where such simulations are possible. This technique, called Direct Numerical Simulations, offers a wealth
of information on par with experimental data, but with full control of initial and boundary conditions, as well as
turbulence diagnostics. These simulations are very expensive and affordable on only the largest supercomputers. Due
to their size (typically of hundreds of terabytes), the task of data management has proven daunting and, in some
cases, impossible. However, public databases, such as that hosted by Johns Hopkins University, offer access to multi-
terabyte turbulence datasets of canonical turbulent flows, including analysis tools, for users worldwide. Nevertheless,
even relatively simple practical flows quickly become impossible to fully resolve on even the largest supercomputers.
In engineering applications, it is common to invoke a mixing transition to justify the relevance of finite scale range
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simulations to flows with much larger range of scales. Beyond this mixing transition, the fundamental turbulence
features required by the modeling assumption no longer change. It is not known if such a mixing transition arises
in complex astrophysical flows and whether relevant fully resolved simulations might become feasible in the near
future. However, as we shall discuss in our section on high energy density physics, a number of experiments have been
developed to test advances in astrophysics codes to validate the models and test various hypotheses, for example the
mixing transition. The field of turbulence and associated convective modeling has advanced greatly and astrophysics
is in an ideal position to leverage these new techniques.

Similar to other disciplines, TDAMM events occur in an extreme turbulence regime. Thus, astrophysics may
be able to provide novel data for fluids scientists to utilize. This requires identifying signatures and diagnostics in
astrophysics which can be utilized as validation or rejection of different modeling approaches, such as signatures of
subgrid turbulence in hydro, combustion, or plasma waves. Additionally, TDAMM sources have some unique needs.
Plasmas in TDAMM events often have strong magnetic fields. Modeling subgrid processes in flows with strong magnetic
fields is not very mature. The modern area of multiwavelength polarization, in concert with other diagnostics, is a
specific area where the needs of astrophysics can provide a new handle to understand the behavior of fluids and
turbulence.

Challenges: Fluid dynamics and turbulence innovation spans a wide set of fields. One of the primary challenges
for astrophysicists in this field is to digest all of these advances and determine whether these techniques can be
leveraged to help better solve astrophysical applications. Many of the new methods are problem specific and may
not be applicable to astrophysical problems. Blindly applying methods from the aerospace or weather communities
into astrophysics is unlikely to work. Indeed, many attempts have been made to introduce a RANS prescription from
the fluid dynamics community into stellar models but, given the stiffness of the stellar evolution calculations, these
methods often lead to unphysical solutions Nouri et al. (2019b). Similarly, developing subgrid models for astrophysical
flow problems will also require a detailed understanding of both the stellar evolution codes and turbulence modeling
strategies. Handling magnetic fields and generation of predictions for polarimetric signatures is a novel problem.

Finding: Collaboration at the interface of astrophysics and fluids and turbulence presents signif-
icant opportunities for advancing our understanding in these fields. To fully capitalize on these
opportunities, it is essential to cultivate a workforce of scientists who are proficient in both as-
trophysics and fluid dynamics. Current funding mechanisms, institutional support, and reward
structures must be restructured to effectively promote the development of multidisciplinary sci-
entists and to incentivize collaborative research efforts across these domains.

2.9. High Energy Density Physics

Contributors: Christopher L. Fryer, Aimee Hungerford, Heather Johns, Maria Gatu Johnson, Carolyn Kuranz, Todd
Urbatsch

High energy density physics (HEDP) refers to physics at densities and temperatures beyond normal matter on
Earth, encompassing a wide range of physics disciplines including plasma physics, turbulence and fluid dynamics,
radiation transport, atomic physics, and nuclear physics. HEDP lead studies in fusion energy science, environmental
problems, national security science, planetary physics, and astrophysics. HEDP encompasses many of the critical
physics disciplines needed for TDAMM science. HEDP scientists typically focus on laboratory experiments and HEDP
science differs from the component physics fields in that most of these experiments require coupling multiple physics
fields together to understand the experimental data. Just as in astronomy, even focused laboratory experiments require
the coupling of multiple physics fields to interpret the results. Here we focus on the multi-physics nature of HEDP,
deferring the discussion of individual physics disciplines to their appropriate section.

Astrophysicists conducting complex simulations have often worked closely with HEDP experimentalists and many
astrophysical codes, e.g. FLASH (Calder et al. 2002), validated their techniques against HEDP experiments. With
the formation of the laboratory astrophysics division in the American Astronomy Society, HEDP physics has begun
to tie more tightly with the astrophysics community. Areas of overlap with astrophysics include:

e Radiation Physics: Theory for atomic physics, radiation transport, hydrodynamics, and similar multi-physics
disciplines have proceeded mostly independent in both fields, making potential comparisons of the fundamental
physics very fruitful.
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e Magnetohydrodynamics: 2D and 3D rad-hydro and MHD simulations exist in both communities. Develop-
ment of complex simulation tools and computing architectures (especially at national laboratories, but at some
university environments as well) for HEDP could be fruitfully used for and compared to well-scaled astrophysical
questions.

e Pair production and plasmas: Using the 440 GeV/c beam at CERN’s Super Proton Synchrotron (SPS)
accelerator, scientists have been able to reproduce a relativistic electron-positron pair beam (Arrowsmith et al.
2024) that can guide pair-production in astrophysical conditions (e.g. jets).

e Magnetic Plasmas and Particle Transport: HEDP scientists studying fusion energy science have developed
a series of experiments to study physics of charged particle transport (Hu et al. 2024b). These studies can guide
models in astrophysics for everything from polarization studies to cosmic rays.

e Nuclear Cross Sections in Excited States and in Plasma Environments: HEDP experiments (e.g. at
NIF) can both drive atoms/nuclei into excited states and then probe the nuclear cross sections in these excited
states (Chadwick et al. 2023; Carenza et al. 2024; Thompson 2022) and in plasma conditions (Aliotta & Langanke
(2022)).

e Atomic Physics: HEDP scientists have develop experiments to test atomic physics at high temperatures,
complemented the ion trap experiments. Understanding the results of these experiments requires multi-physics
modeling combining radiation transport, turbulence, equations of state and atomic physics.

One of the great strengths of HEDP science is that it strongly ties to laboratory experiments that can be used to
both:

e Probing physics: Integrated experiments are as multi-physics as astrophysical systems themselves, and if well-
posed and well-scaled can help to reproduce astrophysical behaviors in miniature. Conversely, single-physics
experiments seek to eliminate as many unknowns as possible to focus on a single focused question. For example,
measurements of opacity, or two shocks interacting, or a radiation flow experiment. These experiments probe a
broad range of physics from turbulence and reactive flows to radiation flow and atomic physics (Ryutov et al.
1999, 2000; Remington et al. 2006; Kuranz et al. 2018). Figure 8 shows different aspects of a set of radflow
experiments including its application to astrophysics.

e Code Validation: One very big benefit lab astro experiments can offer to astrophysics is that HEDP scientists
can fully characterize experimental targets prior to running the experiment. This significantly reduces the
experimental error allowing high precision testing of the codes. The experiments can be designed to test specific
physics regimes to address key uncertainties in the calculations.

There are a wide set of facilities that are available for HEDP science that can be used to study astrophysically-
relevant physics. These include the National Ignition Facility at Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory, the Z-pinch
machine at Sandia National Laboratory, the Omega laser facility at the University of Rochester, etc. These facilities
often do open discovery science calls that provide time on these machines.

‘Workforce Development: One of the real strengths of building connections between astrophysicists and HEDP
scientists is that laboratory experiments are ideal conditions to test analysis techniques. TDAMM scientists often study
transients where the initial conditions are poorly constrained. This makes it difficult to disentangle uncertainties in the
progenitor and uncertainties in the explosive engine or emission model. Beyond validating our codes, HEDP science,
with its more controlled experiments, is an ideal training ground to test analysis tools and methods. These experiments
also provide a greater foundation to train multi-physics studies that are critical for astrophysics. Unfortunately, support
for laboratory astrophysics oscillates dramatically (for a review, see Brickhouse et al. 2009) and their are few programs
to support this training.

Finding: The needs and approaches of HEDP and TDAMM are remarkably well aligned. HEDP
facilities can now emulate extremes of physics which were previously unobtainable on Earth,
though astrophysics still contains the most extreme environments. Despite the obvious benefits,
the fields remain disparate. A strategic partnership is required.
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Figure 8. A montage of radiation flow studies. From top left moving clockwise: radishock experiment (Coffing et al. 2024),
supernova blastwave through a clumpy medium (Fryer et al. 2020) and simulations and experimental design for an experiment
studying radiation flow through an inhomogeneous material (Fryer et al. 2023).

2.10. Transport
Contributors: Emmanouil Chatzopoulos, Christopher L. Fryer, Heather Johns, Todd Urbatsch

Various forms of the Boltzmann transport equation are applicable to simulating particle and radiation physics
present in many of the disciplines of TDAMM. We review a number of transport communities and their histories to
foster cross-fertilization with TDAMM, providing several examples of approaches which have proven successful, and
how these approaches may be adapted for TDAMM.

History: Application of ASC and Nuclear Reactor Simulations: After nuclear weapons testing ended in
1992, the DOE (later NNSA) began a massive and intense effort to enhance simulation capabilities. The focus of the
ASCT (Accelerated Strategic Computing Initiative) program, spearheaded circa 1997 by Vic Reis, was parallel and
3D computing with tenets of software quality and dependencies between software design and computer architecture.
The physics equations solved was mainly radiation-hydrodynamics for high energy density experiments, astrophysics,
and inertial confinement fusion (ICF). Designing large scale software that was well-tested in a controlled, repeatable
fashion enabled “verification” that the equations were being solved correctly. Application to known, real observables
“validates” that the correct equations were being solved.

Nuclear reactor simulations for light-water reactors (boiling water reactors, pressurized water reactors) and liquid
metal-cooled reactors is done today for the whole reactor core in 3D. Reactor design and analysis models the individual
detailed fuel cells, which are bundled together in assemblies, put together with coolant flow in a way to optimize safety
and efficient burnup and transfer of energy. The 1950s to 1970s saw analytic formulas and analytic mappings of planar
or unit-cell calculations. (The “buckling” was an analytic axial formula to map an infinite-medium or other reduced-
order calculation to the finite axial extent of the reactor. The 1980s to 2000s saw a sub-grid approach of calculating
averaged cross-sections at the unit fuel cell level and using those averaged parameters in a large 3D solution using the
diffusion approximation for neutron transport. The coolant flow in a boiling water reactor had a mix of liquid and
gas and spawned many subgrid models in fluid flow (thermal hydraulics). These calculations were done separately
from the neutronics calculations, and now can be integrated with neutronics solution methods. Even with modern
calculations, solving the neutron transport requires approximations. The nuclear cross sections for fission, absorption,
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and scattering are highly dependent upon the energy of the incident neutron, especially in resonance regions. Monte
Carlo neutron transport can mostly perform continuous-in-energy calculations today. Deterministic neutron transport
calculations discretize the energy variable and the cross-sections are discretized; these multi-group cross-sections have
to be pre-computed, averaged as if the final neutron solution was known. Approximate weighting functions were
established for various types of reactors (e.g., fast spectrum, thermal spectrum), and using an incorrect weighting
function can give wrong answers.

Neutron transport for reactors has evolved differently than thermal X-ray transport for HED and ICF applications.
Cross-sections are generally only weakly temperature dependent, whereas thermal X-ray opacities are highly dependent
on temperature and density as well as being highly dependent on the energy of the incoming X-ray. For this reason,
even today’s Monte Carlo methods for thermal X-ray transport are not continuous in energy.

The Boltzmann transport equation for neutronics and HED thermal X-ray radiation transport are largely similar;
no particle-particle interacts, no external forces, no polarization. There are up to 7-dimensions: up to 3 in space,
2 in angle, energy, and time. These independent variables are handled differently for different physics, regimes, and
numerical methods. Early deterministic neutron transport methods, circa 1980s, applied to thermal X-ray transport
failed miserably because the spatial discretization were not accurate enough. Because thermal radiation is so tightly
and nonlinearly coupled to the materials, time-explicit methods do not suffice. Typically the radiation and material
equations are linearized and manipulated to derive a time-implicit formulation, which for Monte Carlo methods,
particularly the Fleck and Cummings method, results in absorption and re-emission being represented by an effective
scatter. Further, the severe dependence of opacities and the X-ray intensity results in Monte Carlo methods having the
benefits and costs of both particle and discretization representation. Further, detailed Compton scattering introduces
another variable in electron velocity — another degree of freedom that requires increased sampling. Additional physics
necessary for other disciplines, likely introduced more degrees of freedom, which require more computational resources.

Example of simulation chaining from HED: HED radflow simulations are like nearly all TDAMM simulations
in that they involve chaining sequential simulations. The major components of current laser-driven radflow platforms
are the lasers-plus-hohlraum, the foam tube, and the backlighter-plus-spectrometer. Coupling simulation of extremely
disparate regimes of physics is rarely productive. Modern codes are able to simulate the lasers impinging on the inside
walls of a hohlraum and transport the thermal radiation down a foam tube in one integrated simulation. However,
to amortize the laser-ray-transport cost, a surface tally from the integrated calculation is used as a surface source for
a subsequent cut-off problem with the foam tube and no hohlraum. This approximation requires that the surface be
defined in a hydrodynamically benign region. Loss of fidelity occurs when the surface source takes no account of angle-
dependence or energy-dependence from the full-problem surface tally. Transport needs the incoming flux specified; the
albedo or escaping flux is not specified. Therefore, the initial state of the cut-off problem is critical. The backlighter
has radiation in a different regime, ideally, and should not interact invasively with what is being measured and should
provide a strong, smooth signal for both radiography and absorption spectroscopy. The required spectral extent and
detail preclude simulating backlighting during and as an integral part of the radiation-hydrodynamic calculation, which
is, at best, a few hundred energy groups or even gray (energy-integrated), and, further, is required over a much larger
length-scale, or distance, than the rad-hydro simulation. Therefore, backlighting and spectroscopy is performed as
a post-process, doing simplified transport along a ray through a time-snapshot of the rad-hydro simulation. This
approximation assumes that all the rad-hydro effects are already built in, that the backlighter doesn’t appreciably
affect the target, and that multiple rays are independent. Capturing complex effects such a non-equilibrium and
transport effects in the post-processing is not necessarily straightforward.

Comparing ASC and TDAMM: ASC was a large national effort to build new predictive simulation capability.
It did not start from scratch, and after 30 years of success, there is still much more to do. The TDAMM fields
cover a much larger scope of physics than ASC, and it seems clear that a TDAMM-focused ASC-level project is not
in the making. This means that a cost-benefit analysis, or some similar study, should be taken to identify existing
and missing numerical simulation capability, folded in with existing and anticipated observations, and where these
capabilities could be obtained, or shared, from collaborators, or initiated.

A common theme across human endeavors is limited resources. The lag of acceptance of science accomplishments
can be decades. The lag of acceptance of scientific vision can be generations. Funding cuts propagate for careers.
Talent can get lost or misappropriated. As mentioned at the workshop, collaboration and breaking barriers is a cost
effective way to make scientific advancements. Leveraging ASC capability for TDAMM modeling and simulation seems
to be a fruitful avenue to expand. Although the cost could be enormous for an ASC developer to extend to a related
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TDAMM application, the additional validation that TDAMM would provide could be invaluable. Of course, that
level of software capability coordination is itself expensive, and possibly above a threshold for an ASC developer.
Thus, the TDAMM discipline would need to become much more deeply involved in the methods research and software
development.

Identifying Grand Challenges and Priorities: To identify the next grand challenges, it would be beneficial
to have a graphic, pictorial, diagram, and/or even a flow-chart (engineering!) to relate, on one level, all the sources,
and, on another level, disciplines. Coupled to that, on another level, would be all the existing and desired numerical
methods and simulation capabilities for those disciplines. Another Another level could be funding and funding sources.
Over-laying these graphics will help identify areas to focus upon and determine priorities.

The workshop presentations and this white paper contain some initial starting point, which could be built upon.
We list some examples in their respective source subsections below. For example, mapping the different elements in
active galactic nuclei and their respective uncertainty is done in Table 2. The separation of the temporal stages of a
core-collapse supernova can form the basis of the simulation chains; these and the corresponding physics are mapped
in Figure 11. Mapping of observables to physical insight is shown for neutron star mergers in Table 4. While each
approach differs and is certainly incomplete, they are demonstrations of what should be created and expanded for all
source classes.

Next Steps for Collaboration: Per ASC definitions, verification is a process where methods researchers and
software developers prove, continuously, through unit tests to integral tests that their software is doing what it was
designed to do. Validation is users showing that the models and simulations sufficiently match observables. Test
problems are neither verification nor validation, but are powerful forms of peer review and are an avenue for breaking
down discipline barriers. Defining test problems could help break barriers between communities, so that a particular
code could be tested on another community’s particular physics to guide and precondition collaboration with a low-cost
entry point. If a test problem is a simple representation of salient features of a particular discipline, it is a less costly
way for other disciplines to test their simulation capability on neighboring physics regimes.

The Future, Starting Now: Using experimental results to constrain models, simulation, and data is not
particularly easy for HED experiments. Machine Learning techniques are an active area of development for training
models on simulations and calibrating them to sparse experimental results. In the neutron transport community,
reduced-order models were used 20-some years ago to assess uncertainty, and now have become mechanisms for
obtaining results directly in a more computationally efficient manner. It may be that ML/AI methods take over
a significant fraction of the heavy lifting from detailed, complex, and computationally intensive TDAMM-related
methods, models, and software. Assuming that ML/AT is — or could be — less computationally expensive, it could
reduce the scope of expensive computing to a smaller domain, only where it is necessary, much like reduced-order
models have neutron transport.

Emerging computer architectures are losing double precision. While complex multi-physics methods and software
do not need double precision for a double precision answer, this level of precision is necessary in the guts of the
calculations to maintain consistency (e.g., emission and absorption in radhydro) and to avoid large errors in the final
values. Besides researching high-fidelity methods that are less reliant on high-precision, limiting their role with ML/AI
may be in the future. While software must adapt to this new era, supercomputers must meet the need of high fidelity
simulations.

As noted above, the radiation hydrodynamics problem is extremely difficult due to a number of its unique features:
The Boltzmann equation is a 7-D integro-differential equation, which a priori is extremely expensive to solve. Further,
the inputs: opacities and equations of state, ..., are often unknown to the necessary precision. In addition, the
astrophysical systems associated with TDAMM require the treatment of relativistic flows, which essentially necessitates
a full general relativistic treatment Chen et al. (2007); Pihajoki et al. (2017), which while doable is very expensive.

Since computational expense is the hallmark of TDAMM radiation hydrodynamics problems approximations are
also the hallmark of TDAMM related simulations. This make validation difficult, since defining a test problem that
a code designed to do multi-group flux limited diffusion in hydrodynmamics can solve and compare to a Monte-Carlo
synthetic spectrum code is quite difficult. Although, a multi-group flux limited diffusion code can be compared to a M1
closure code and a Monte-Carlo solver synthetic spectrum code can be compared to a traditional stellar atmospheres
code.

As the above examples illustrate, radiation hydrodynamics problems are most profitably attacked by chaining
a series of codes with tailored approximations together, the hydrodynamical part is performed often with a low
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resolution energy grid and the comparison to spectroscopy is performed with a more expensive approach that may
lack or approximate time dependent effects.

Finding: The techniques and structures of ASC and radiation transport can be adapted to
modernize approaches to complex TDAMM problems. A key mechanism to facilitate this is the
construction of charts showing the simulations which must be chained together, the physics which
goes into each stage, and the funding mechanisms available for each component. This would allow
the identification of priorities for improving numerical capability via collaboration with the field
of radiation transport or exploration of new approaches.
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3. SOURCES

The taxonomy of the zoo of sources and transients in astrophysics is not well sorted. Classification is complicated
as discovery and isolation of source and transient classes typically occurs long before the physical object or process is
understood. Naming schemes often include phenomenological separation as well as physical ones. Numerous overlaps
occur between transient classes. Thus, taxonomy is complicated. This makes organization of white papers and field
planning difficult. Here, when possible, we sort by physical classification schemes as these are scenarios where the theory
and simulation, and future paths forward, are better understood. This occurs for Sections 3.1 to 3.8. The remaining
sections, Sections 3.9 and 3.10, are largely phenomenological. These events hold similar promise for understanding the
physics of the cosmos, but the specific promise may not yet be fully known.

We briefly describe the known origins of the events and objects in the source classes below. When massive stars
die they often produce a core-collapse supernovae. Many massive stars are born in binary systems. When one star
dies there can be a compact object, either a white dwarf, neutron star, or black hole, in joint orbit with a remaining
massive star. In certain scenarios the massive star can accrete onto the compact object. When the compact object is a
white dwarf this produces novae, while accretion onto a neutron star or a black hole is set as an X-ray binary. In later
phases of some binary massive star systems, a neutron star can merge with a neutron star or a black hole, together
referred to as a neutron star merger. Thermonuclear supernovae arise from detonation of a white dwarf. This can
arise either from accretion onto a white dwarf by a massive star until it crosses a critical mass, or the merger of two
white dwarfs. Some isolated neutron stars have extreme magnetic fields, called magnetars.

Phenomenological transient classes are related to these compact objects. Flashes of fast radio bursts can be
released by magnetars, though also possible by other sources. Some neutron star mergers and some fast-rotating
supernovae produce ultrarelativistc jets which produce gamma-ray bursts. Some observed supernovae are orders of
magnitude brighter than typical, referred to as superluminous supernovae. Their origin may be shocks, or a different
progenitor (such as pair instability supernova), or through other means.

Massive and supermassive black holes (> 105Mg,) are very different beasts. Galaxies are typically anchored by
a single massive black hole. If that black hole is actively accreting matter it can produce active galactic nuclei, with
jets larger than their host galaxy. If that black hole is quiescent but then eats a star that falls in, it produces a
tidal disruption event, whose jets are hundreds or thousands of light years across. Fast blue optical transients are a
phenomenological source class which may arise from accretion of a star onto an intermediate mass black hole (~ 103M,)
or an unusual death of a massive star.

The basic summary and science questions listed here begin with the information summarized in the White Paper
from the First TDAMM Workshop?. We add contextual information based on new knowledge learned in the past two
years or to tie it to other fields of science.

3.1. Active Galactic Nuclei

Contributors: Peter G. Boorman, Francesca Civano, J. Patrick Harding, Kelly Holley-Bockelmann, Weidong Jin,
Tiffany R. Lewis, loannis Liodakis, Nicholas MacDonald, Lea Marcotulli, Athina Meli, Michela Negro, Jeremy
Schnittmann

Active galactic nuclei (AGN) are typically defined by bright emission emanating from the cores of galaxies, powered
by accretion onto a supermassive black hole. The substructures of AGN that pertain to this White Paper (and TDAMM
in general) are shown in Figure 9, comprising the accretion disc, X-ray corona, broad line region, circumnuclear obscurer
(often called the dust torus) and jet. All of these regions are observed to display spectrotemporal variability with a
wide variety in timescales, ranging from minutes to decades. There are millions (Storey-Fisher et al. 2024) of known
AGN observed using X-ray, IR or optical techniques as well as several thousands of known blazars in which the jet
is directed towards our line of sight, observed in GeV gamma rays (Abdollahi et al. 2020; Ballet et al. 2023; Ajello
et al. 2020). Large sample sizes paired with their extremely broad range of emission across the entire electromagnetic
spectrum, observed out to early cosmological epochs, provide a unique laboratory for understanding a plethora of
physical processes. AGN are among the most compelling candidates for multimessenger astrophysics in terms of
detection through both gravitational waves and high-energy particles, such as neutrinos and cosmic rays.

9 https://pcos.gsfc.nasa.gov/TDAMM/docs/TDAMM_Report . pdf
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AGN researchers tend to form a community, or even a set of distinct communities around AGN subclasses for
observers, or AGN components for theorists (see Figure 9). We talk to people in other communities, but it is less
usual to form joint projects with the intent of drawing comparisons between mass or spatial scales. Theorists who
use different techniques tend to be aware of each other’s work, broadly speaking, but comparative and cross-checking
work is rare because it is very hard to fund. Additionally, there have been developments in some communities that
are not reflected across all of them. For example, there is extensive work in General Relativistic codes that has not
been consistently connected with jet observations through dedicated jet models, and there has been extensive work
in accretion disk modeling that is not often reflected in discussions of AGN accretion disk observations. While there
are almost certainly individual examples of such work, broader integration of knowledge between fields has been slow
because it can be difficult to keep up with literature in one’s subfield, let alone across sub-fields. Soloing at conferences
probably also does not help, so individual researchers have to be more intentional about the information they seek out
and consider. Dedicated efforts or meetings in interdisciplinary work could help build a cohort of individual researchers
who act as liaisons between sub-fields.

Finding: The field of AGN studies would greatly benefit from awareness of all aspects of research
in this field, and integration of knowledge between sub-fields. This can be facilitated through
dedicated efforts and interdisciplinary meetings, to build scientists who can work between sub-
fields. Engagement with the study of X-ray binaries may also prove fruitful, particularly in the
study of coronae.
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Figure 9. Schematic denoting the approximate size scales associated with the key physical regions pertaining to this white
paper (Created by P. Boorman).

Other systems / events can provide a smaller-size shorter-time scale AGN analog. For example, in the X-ray
binary community, there has been work in corona simulations that is not currently informing AGN simulations of
coronae. There has been extensive work on modeling accretion that is not currently used to inform many simulations
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’ AGN Element

Uncertainties

Needs

Jet

Uncertainty Level: 2

Formation, Composition, Number
of coherent emission regions, Loca-
tion of primary emission, Identity of
high-energy spectral component(s),
Particle acceleration mechanism(s)

Gammarray polarimetry, Coordinated mul-
tiwavelength campaigns, Regular long term
observations, High-cadence gamma-ray light
curves, MeV & X-ray polarimetry to under-
stand the jet particle composition

Corona

Uncertainty Level: 5

Existence, Geometry,
composition, ...

location,

Simultaneous UV-X-ray campaigns of unob-
scured AGN to measure time-lags and deter-
mine the coronal power, mm (100 GHz)-X-ray
simultaneous campaigns of heavily obscured
AGN to determine the AGN power, X-ray sen-
sitive polarimeter for the geometry, hard-X-
ray to MeV coverage to measure the coronal
cut-off (hence coronal temperature) and possi-
bly the non-thermal component (511 keV line
and non-thermal electron tail)

Disc

Uncertainty Level: 2

Size, Accretion efficiency, Impact
on BH spin, Magnetic field gen-
eration and associated structure,
Driver behind winds, Thickness,
Substructure

Optical and UV broad spectrum continuum
time lags,

Obscurer

Uncertainty Level: 3

Geometry and variations by sub-
class, Composition, Opacity, Phys-
ical connection with accretion disk,
Size, Radiative efficiency

Time-resolved broadband (~0.1-100keV) X-
ray spectroscopy simultaneous with sub-mm
coverage at ~ 100 GHz (rest-frame)

Black Hole

Uncertainty Level: 2

Mass, Spin, Single or binary, Im-
pact on accretion, Physical con-
nection with disk and if it varies
by subclass, Geometry of magnetic
field lines, Impact on jet launching

megamaser 22 GHz (more sensitive instru-
ments), multi-epoch infrared-to-UV spec-
troscopy, high-resolution X-ray spectroscopy

Broad Line

Uncertainty Level: 1

Origin, Location

Spatial resolution in IR and Optical, time-
resolved spectra of the BLR

Table 2. Summary of AGN elements, their uncertainties (on a scale between 1 and 5, where higher numbers are more uncertain),
and corresponding needs. The Uncertainty level is not a measure of “importance” or ‘“relevance” in the field of AGNs;
additionally, such levels have been attributed based on the subjective view of the authors: objections or additional arguments
in support of this uncertainty ranking are very welcome. The uncertainties listed are higher for structures whose existence is
not well known because that seemed more profound than precisely how a known structure behaves. Lower uncertainties are
ascribed for items that are well constrained with minor exceptions. Most structures have multiple questions associated with
them and we attempted to average the uncertainties across those questions. Note that we do not discuss AGN elements that
are not relevant for TDAMM (e.g., narrow-line region and the host galaxy.)

of jets. Advances in those fields could be helpful in expanding simulations for AGN science. While it is necessary
for any model to make assumptions in order to produce a solution, our community could do more to work toward
pulling those assumptions from exciting work in neighboring fields in order to better support each other and the
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cumulative knowledge of AGN physics. The following is an incomplete list of potential collaborative projects that are
inter-sub-disciplinary.

e Tidal disruption events (TDESs): are temporary AGN that light up when a main-sequence star falls too
close to the supermassive black hole (SMBH) and is gravitationally disrupted. A small fraction of TDEs are
jetted (four candidates observed so far), meaning that they exhibit nonthermal emission attributed to temporary
super-Eddington accretion and/or a collimated relativistic jet. Radiation from radio to X-rays is observed up
to years after the event. Variability on hundreds-second timescales has been observed in the overall decaying
X-ray emission. Such events allow for a full end-to-end observation of jet formation and evolution at the AGN
mass scale. So, these objects are studied for their jet launching properties, which should be more similar to AGN
than, e.g. GRBs, which are stellar-scale (however the jet maybe powered magnetically which is more typical for
GRBs than AGNs).

e BH X-ray binary (microquasars): There are some connections between stellar mass BHs and SMBHs and
there is evidence of them following a similar accretion pattern, but it is not clear to what extent all behaviors
can be extrapolated across mass scales. A benefit of exploring physics across mass scales is that modeling
communities often work at one end or the other, meaning that significant advances in modeling of, e.g. coronae,
have occurred for X-ray Binaries (XRBs). It is currently unclear whether XRB coronae can be extrapolated to
AGN, but they are probably a good place to start in terms of more detailed modeling to test this idea. The
recent neutrino observations from AGN seem to point to coronae as a likely source, but AGN corona models are
currently less advanced. On the other hand, different mass scales produce very different magnetic environments,
which then evolve in very different physical limits in terms of diffusion. So, examining the reworked models in
connection with AGN data is a necessary step.

e Dual/Binary supermassive BHs: At the core of almost every large galaxy is at least one supermassive
black hole. We know that these galaxies were built up over cosmic time, with abundant evidence coming from
hierarchical mergers, spatially resolved by JWST and the Hubble Space Telescope (HST) at a range of redshifts.
At some point following the galaxy merger, the central SMBHs must inevitably also merge. These dramatic
collisions will be the most energetic events in the observable universe, producing gravitational waves with more
energy than a million gamma-ray bursts. Along with accretion from a circumbinary disk, these SMBH binary
mergers will be excellent multi-messenger sources, informing about the extreme physics involved in the merger
of two SMBH, as well as about the cosmological evolution of such objects.

Here is why you should care about AGNs:

o If you are an astronomer: You should care about the effect (aka “feedback”) of AGN on their surrounding
environment (both galactic and extra-galactic). Active galaxies, especially jetted active galaxies mark the redis-
tribution of energy onto cosmic scales. Winds and jets can transfer both energy and material from the central
engine of the AGN into the intergalactic medium. These outflows are typically driven by processes occurring
near the heart of AGN and such phenomena have been observed in a variety of AGN, and the dynamics of
these energetic flows have been studied in many sources even at significant cosmological distance. In addition to
their impact on the surrounding intergalactic medium, these outflows can play a critical role in the process of
stellar quenching. As the gas within the surrounding galaxy is heated, stripped, or funneled toward the nucleus,
it can prevent the formation of new stars, effectively halting star formation in the galaxy. This process, often
referred to as ”feedback,” is thought to be one of the key mechanisms responsible for regulating galaxy growth
and evolution. This is another priority in the Astro 2020 Decadal (National Academies of Sciences, Engineering,
and Medicine et al. 2021).

e If you are a cosmologist: You should care about the history, or evolution, of these objects because under-
standing how SMBHs form, grow, and evolve is crucial to our broader understanding of cosmic history. The
formation and growth of SMBHs are intimately tied to the formation of galaxies, and their evolution can provide
insights into both the origins of cosmic structures and the physical processes governing them. The discovery of
overmassive SMBHs in the early Universe has important implications for models of black hole seed formation and
their growth. Recent findings (e.g., Suh et al. 2024) indicate that SMBHs at high redshift may have undergone
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multiple super-Eddington accretion phases, where they accreted material at rates far exceeding the Eddington
limit, potentially leading to the rapid buildup of mass. Additionally, high-redshift AGN provide compelling evi-
dence of SMBH growth, both through accretion but also major galaxy mergers. The study of high-redshift AGNs
allows us to trace the timeline of SMBH evolution and how these objects may have influenced the surrounding
galaxies and the larger cosmic structure. While it is well established that the radiation from early AGN could
have contributed to the ionization of hydrogen gas in the early Universe, the extent of this contribution is still
under debate. Some models suggest that AGNs played a significant role in reionization, while others propose
that the bulk of reionization may have been driven by stars in the early galaxies.

e If you you are a physicist: AGNs are an extreme physical environment regardless of whether you consider
their mass, sustained energy, or particle acceleration capacity. They have one (or more?) supermassive black
holes (SMBH), a relativistic jet, a hot corona, an accretion disk, winds (gas outflows with velocities as large as
0.2 ¢). AGNs likely accelerate cosmic rays (Z>1 nuclei), either in their winds or jets. In particular, jets are
possible candidates for high-energy neutrinos and ultra-high-energy cosmic rays. Galaxies continuously merge
in the Universe and so do their SMBH: the gravitational waves (GWs) emitted during those mergers will be
detected by LISA. New physics and new particles, such as axion-like particles (ALPs), could be produced via
photon-magnetic field coupling (this phenomenon should emerge as an excess in photon counts in the spectrum at
very high energy gamma-ray, where the signal should be absorbed by the extra-galactic background light). The
jetted outflows produced by AGN shine across the entire electromagnetic spectrum and exhibit every emission
mechanism known to physics. By observing (and modeling) the AGN phenomena, astronomers are able to
probe the limits of physics. It is through probing these limits that we can hope to further our knowledge of
the fundamental laws of nature. The study of AGN can further our understanding of: particle physics, fluid
dynamics, electricity & magnetism, gravitational waves.

e If you you are a funding agency: it depends on the funding agency. NASA should care because AGN studies
answer the question “How does the universe work?”. NSF should care because of the insights these powerful
objects can give in terms of astro-particle physics, acceleration mechanisms. DOE should care because of possible
new physics (dark matter) signatures detectable indirectly (ALPs).

e If you you are the public: This science can unveil the mysteries behind the origin and formation of the Milky
Way, the galaxy we live in; it can inform us about the destiny of Galaxy, by informing us on the interaction
between nearby galaxies; it can give us clues on the physics of element formation, the matter that makes
everything we experience in our life; it can unveil the mysteries behind the black holes at the center of galaxies
(including ours), how they formed and evolved to the gargantuan masses we observe today throughout the
Universe. The general public has an insatiable curiosity concerning black holes and the phenomena of powerful
phenomena, like AGN jets.

The study of AGNs and their associated phenomena, such as jets, coronae, and accretion disks, requires solving
a range of complex physical problems involving plasma physics and transport processes. Addressing these challenges
effectively requires a hybrid approach that combines theoretical and computational methods. For example, as regards
AGN jets, Particle-In-Cell (PIC) simulations for plasma dynamics and advanced transport modeling should inform each
other synergistically. However, a significant obstacle arises from the fragmented perspectives within the community, as
researchers specializing in plasma physics, PIC, and transport often see their methodologies as independently providing
the most critical insights. This division complicates collaborative discussions across the disciplines needed to advance
understanding of these AGN components.

AGN phenomena present a challenge to the theoretical community given the vast range of spatial and temporal
scales involved. Analogous to the temporal stage-based chains of simulations which must be mapped together for
CCSN, AGN must be studied by chains of simulations. As mentioned above, models typically focus on individual
elements of AGN structure (e.g., black hole accretion, jet production, winds, coronal emission, jet propagation, large-
scale feedback, and the surrounding galactic environment). Numerical models of plasma physics either focus on
macroscopic fluid flows (e.g., GRMHD, RMHD, MHD, and HD) or microscopic particle acceleration mechanisms such
as magnetic reconnection (e.g., GRPIC and PIC). Very few hybrid schemes exist which incorporate/embed ‘micro’
particle physics directly into larger ‘macro’ plasma simulations (see, e.g., Vaidya et al. 2018; Seo et al. 2024; Arnold
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et al. 2021b). These hybrid schemes will be essential in connecting the disparate multimessenger signals emanating
from AGN (e.g., radio, optical, X-ray, gamma-ray, neutrino, and GWs) to the next generation of AGN simulations.

In the summary below, we briefly cover a few of the outstanding science questions facing theoretical astrophysicists
studying AGN. As mentioned above, the physical systems of AGN cover a vast territory of length, distance, and energy
scales, often making it challenging to incorporate all of the relevant components into a single calculation or simulation.
Here we will “work from the inside out”, beginning with the inner-most region just outside the event horizon, and
moving to larger and larger scales, ultimately connecting to the influence of AGN feedback on the galaxy and large-scale
structure.

Central engine—The driving power behind every AGN is a supermassive black hole. According to the no-hair theorem
within general relativity (GR), every black hole is completely described by its mass and spin (assuming astrophysical
black holes have negligible electric charge). The accretion of gas onto the black hole releases massive amounts of gravi-
tational energy from the accreting material. It is this energy that is ultimately observed, in the form of photons across
the electromagnetic spectrum, high-energy particles, relativistic jets, out-flowing winds, and more exotic messengers
like neutrinos and gravitational waves.

To first order, the observational properties of an AGN are determined by the black hole mass, spin, and accretion
rate (M, a, M ). The dimensionless spin parameter a/M is particularly interesting, as it governs many fascinating
properties of black holes in general relativity, such as frame dragging, the ergosphere, and the geodesic orbits of the
surrounding material.

The light emitted from gas immediately surrounding the black hole is similarly governed by strong gravity, mani-
festing in the form of extreme gravitational lensing which can produce nested light rings just outside the event horizon.
With the recent breakthroughs by the Event Horizon Telescope (EHT) collaboration, and future upgrades to the inter-
ferometer network, precision measurement of these light rings is within reach. Only by careful comparison to global 3D
simulations in full GR will we be able to interpret the next generation of direct imaging observations of supermassive
black holes. From a much broader perspective, the BH spin tells us about the accretion and merger history of the black
hole and host galaxy. AGN that grow primarily through accretion via a thin disk are expected to have large spins,
due to relatively long periods of coherent angular momentum growth. Conversely, AGN that were built up through a
series of supermassive black hole mergers are more likely to have small-to-moderate spin parameters.

Inner disk, plunging region—Just outside the even horizon and light rings lies the inner-most stable circular orbit
(ISCO), a fundamental property of geodesic orbits in the Kerr metric. There is a unique one-to-one map from the
spin parameter to the radius of the ISCO. As the black hole spin increases, the ISCO moves closer to the black hole,
allowing the gas to lose even more gravitational energy before finally crossing the event horizon. This in turn increases
the accretion efficiency, in principle as high as ~ 40% in the case of maximal spin, producing many times more energy
than any nuclear reaction.

Inside of the ISCO, the gas flows along plunging trajectories, rapidly accelerating in the radial direction and thus
leading to rapidly dropping density. At some point, the gas becomes optically thin to thermal emission, effectively
disappearing. More importantly, it becomes highly ionized, and thus transparent to incident ionizing radiation such
as high-energy X-rays which can produce fluorescent iron Ko emission lines. These emission lines are promising
diagnostics for the properties of the inner accretion flow and in turn the black hole spin. A distant observer can
measure the gravitational redshift of these X-rays from just outside the black hole by fitting the broadened iron lines
to a fully relativistic model. The production and propagation of such photons is a major topic of research in AGN
theory, intimately connected to radiation transport, GR, and atomic physics.

Corona—Since X-rays were detected from AGN in the early 1980s, it has been understood that, much like their
stellar-mass counterparts, accreting supermassive black holes produce hot, diffuse coronae above their optically thick
accretion disks. The thermal seed photons (typically thermal UV for black hole masses = 105M,) inverse-Compton
scatter off the hot (T, = 100 keV) electrons in the corona to produce a hard power-law spectrum in the X-rays. This
X-ray continuum either escapes to the distant observer, or is reprocessed by the accretion disk. As mentioned above,
one form of reprocessing is the creation of fluorescent Fe Ka photons from the relatively cool, dense gas in the inner
disk.

From a theoretical point of view, this is an important computational problem: starting from first principles, how
do the MHD processes in the accretion flow naturally generate a cool, geometrically thin, optically thick accretion
disk, along with a hot, diffuse corona? Furthermore, what is the temperature and density distribution of this corona,



74

and how does it produce the observed X-ray features such as the power-law continuum and the broadened emission
lines?

Closely related to the questions of corona dynamics, is how do we explain the X-ray variability seen in almost all
AGN at all time scales? And how can we explain the lags between direct X-ray continuum flux and reprocessed X-ray
lines? At the present, state-of-the-art GRMHD simulations are too expensive to capture fully all of these processes in
a self-consistent model. One promising solution seems to be multi-scale simulations that allow us to resolve the highly
relativistic regions near the black hole, as well as the gas and radiation dynamics on much larger scales.

In all likelihood, the X-ray variability seen from AGN on timescales from minutes to years is generated by fluctua-
tions in the inner disk and corona. With improved modeling of these components, we will reach a greater understanding
of the MHD processes, thermodynamics, and radiation transport through matter in the strongest gravitational fields.
Along with polarization and, in a few select cases, VLBI direct imaging, we will be able to finally determine the
geometrical properties of the AGN’s hot diffuse corona.

Disk winds—One of the primary physical drivers behind the hot corona is the bouyant magnetic fields that pervade
throughout the accretion disk structure. At each point in the disk, the vertical structure of the gas is determined by
balancing the tidal gravity with the total pressure, which is composed of gas, radiation, and magnetic pressure. Thus,
fluid elements with stronger magnetic fields tend to have lower density (for a given total magnetic and gas pressure),
causing them to ”float” to the top of the disk. Additionally, the reconnection of the disordered magnetic field naturally
leads to heating, further causing the gas to expand and leads to lower density.

For strongly magnetized disks, the magnetic pressure can overcome the total gravitational force, driving outflows
from the top of the disk. Combined with strong radiation flux from the central engine, this can produce large-scale
winds moving radially away from the black hole at 10 — 30% of ¢. The X-ray and UV flux from the inner disk
produces absorption lines in these winds, which will be seen as blue-shifted along the line of sight to the observer.
This is yet another critical problem in AGN physics that combines many different components: MHD, atomic physics,
and non-LTE radiation transport, all over length scales that must be resolved on a range spanning many orders of
magnitude.

An important question that is related to the disk, corona, and wind properties is, “What is the magnetic field
topology of the accretion flow?” In stellar-mass black holes in X-ray binaries, we see multiple accretion states from a
single source (e.g., high-soft, low-hard, steep power-law), and it is thought that the stochastic properties of the global
magnetic field may be a major factor in the state transitions. Is the same thing happening for AGN? Do different
magnetic field topologies lead to the wide range of AGN types? These are questions that are still very challenging to
answer with GRMHD simulations, which can typically only be evolved for relatively short timescales.

Jets—AGN jets are studied by distinct communities depending on their orientation. From the side, jets are often
studied in the radio (although also X-rays) from which vantage point, we learn about jet propagation beyond the
nuclear region of the AGN. This is the connection point to large scale structure. Models that study this region usually
study jet propagation, so they tend to include geometric and flow information, which might include geometrically
dependent radiative transport or hydrodynamic codes. The primary emission mechanism is probably synchrotron
from electrons, and the primary particle acceleration mechanism is probably turbulence, although what drives the
turbulence is (probably) still debated.

Blazars are face-on, jetted AGN, in which the base of the jet outshines all other components of the jet, AGN and
host galaxy at all frequencies except radio, for which the “blazar zone” is opaque. Blazars give the best view of the
deepest observable part of the jet due to the amplification of this region by Doppler beaming. Therefore the study
of blazars and the study of AGN jets are nearly synonymous for the theory community, especially at higher energies
most relevant to TDAMM.

There are 3 main categories of model type used to describe the blazar zone. In order of historical introduction,
they are: transport models, magnetohydrodynamic models, and particle-in-cell models. Each of these could be broken
down further (e.g. Bottcher 2019, and references therein).

e Particle-in-cell simulations follow individual particles through computational cells small enough to contain only
one or a few particles per time step to trace the microphysical interactions that accelerate and cool those particles.
These simulations are very computationally intensive, can only model small spatial regions, and often do not
include photons (observable radiation) due to computational time and space constraints. However, they are
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indispensable to our growing understanding of how particles interact in this extreme environment, which is
inaccessible to experiments with sufficient proximity to observe them directly.

e Magnetohydrodynamic simulations work at a medium spatial scale, to study flows and the impact of magnetically
driven turbulence on particle acceleration. More recently, some codes have started to introduce cooling and
photons, but across the board, it is not common due to the cost in computational efficiency and the fact that
there is still a significant mismatch in terms of scale that prevents a straightforward comparison with observations.
Magnetohydrodynamic simulations cannot be performed at the physical scale of a blazar zone due to limits on
computational time and memory. Magnetohydrodynamic simulations are fundamental to understanding energy
transport in magnetized plasmas, identifying the types of particle acceleration most likely in specific physical
environments and scenarios, and how turbulence evolves in the jet. There is evidence that these simulations need
to be 3D to represent most of the physics of interest accurately.

e Transport models historically referred to analytic or semianalytic radiative transport equations, which were one-
zone and did not model particles at all, but could capture the entire blazar zone, and were readily compared
with data (successfully). These basic models are now available “off the shelf” and observers can download then
to use in preliminary data interpretation for data analysis-focused papers. Today, theorists who are developing
transport models tend to focus instead on particle transport computation, which they link to observable spectra
that are generalized to respond to the particle simulation in situ. Particle transport codes can provide an
efficient comparison between different acceleration and cooling mechanisms in the context of data fitting, but the
mathematical formulation of the physics they express is informed by magnetohydrodynamic and particle-in-cell
simulations, as well as work in other areas of physics (e.g. particle physics). Since particle transport codes lend
themselves to data comparison by virtue of being able to model the full scale blazar zone, work in simulating
observable (i.e. time series, spectra, polarization) signatures from particle energy distributions is often developed
by these groups. Particle transport researchers often still work in the “one zone” schema for a variety of well
justified reasons, but the method itself is not limited to that presentation. While expansions tend to focus on
adding a small number of additional zones, the transport equation can be expressed as spatially dependent, with
the challenge then being to identify appropriate conditions.

Thus, each major modeling method offers distinct and complementary information about the blazar zone despite
significant differences in method and scale. Increased communication and cooperative development would be beneficial
to advancing all three channels and jet physics overall, whether that takes the form of hybridization, cross checking
limiting cases, or increasing cross talk. The interest in hybridization is an interest in facilitating better communication
of relevant parameters and physics between codes at different scales. There is an overarching vision of eventually being
able to create a single code that performs calculations at each scale strategically to effectively model the entire zone
and all of the physics involved. Working toward that goal will probably mean facilitating smaller scale cooperative
funding opportunities so that researchers and their students can work out the details of getting individual methods to
communicate effectively without leaky physical parameters.

This question of jet composition is not only intrinsically important but also ties into several broader topics.
For instance, the nature of the jet plasma provides clues about the jet launching mechanism. Electron-positron
dominated jets are often associated with the Blandford-Znajek process, where energy is extracted magnetically from a
spinning black hole, while proton-rich jets may suggest contributions from baryonic winds or disk-driven mechanisms.
Similarly, understanding jet composition is key to addressing whether jets are the primary accelerators of ultra-
high-energy cosmic rays and whether they produce the high-energy neutrinos observed by Icecube. That being said,
recent tentative associations between blazars, such as TXS 05064056, and high-energy neutrinos provide compelling
evidence for hadronic interactions in jets. The composition of jets also influences their radiative signatures, energetics,
and impact on their environments. Addressing this question will require continued advancements in multiwavelength
observations, time-dependent modeling of jet emission, and neutrino astrophysics. As our tools improve, we can expect
new insights into the physics driving these powerful and enigmatic structures.

If we discover that AGN jets are purely leptonic, meaning that they only contain electrons and positrons, then
we should observe a 511 keV spectral line, and jet formation proceeds through an 2-dynamo effect, with all accretion
material falling onto the black hole and new particles created via pair production at the base of the jet, inside the
magnetic column. If the jet contains a significant number of protons (i.e. more than those that might randomly
fall into the jet from the wind or broad line region), then we don’t have a clear picture of how the protons arrive
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in the jet. It would seem that accretion is a much messier process than currently believed for protons from the disk
to be able to make their way to the jet by somehow avoiding the ergosphere. Even if we figure out how protons
get to the jet, there is still a question of how they are accelerated to the point they would radiate at an observable
level or explain the high-energy cosmic ray spectrum. Protons are much more massive than electrons, and thus take
much more energy to accelerate to the same degree. The energy in the AGN engine, if provided by accretion as is
currently accepted, is not sufficient. Now, more detailed calculations are warranted on both the jet and disk sides of
this equation, but there is currently a conservation of energy disconnect because we have likely observed neutrinos
from at least one blazar (and a number of unjetted AGN), meaning that protons were accelerated in a way that
theories do not currently explain self-consistently through the full life cycle of a proton accreted through an AGN. To
further complicate matters, a number of theorists now believe that both the leptonic and leptohadronic scenarios may
be true, and form the basis for an alternate classification scheme. The current classifications of blazars are based on
observational patterns with a bias toward optical bands. The needs to address this set of problems are pretty broad,
but as a nonexhaustive list: We need to be able to trace energy between the disk and the jet, which probably means
either jet theorists picking up/implementing more modern disk codes than the default Shakura & Sunyaev (1973),
or collaborations between researchers in each community. We need a better understanding of particle acceleration,
especially for hadronic processes.

Feedback—An interesting fact about supermassive black holes is that their gravitational binding energy can easily
exceed that of the entire galaxy of stars, gas, and dark matter. Because these monster black holes grow mostly
through accretion, the gravitational energy liberated by the accretion of this gas could in principle disrupt the entire
galaxy. In practice, this does not happen because most galaxies are optically thin, which is why we can see quasars
in the first place. However, for galaxies with high gas and dust fractions (often presenting as “starburst” galaxies),
the AGN accretion power has a very significant impact on the galaxy morphology and evolution. Both the radiation
pressure, as well as the kinetic energy deposited by jets and winds, can significantly disrupt the presence of dense gas
and molecular clouds, effectively cutting off star formation.

Dual and binary AGN—When galaxies merge, the massive black holes at their centers eventually will also merge. In
the first phase of this process (~ 1 Gyr) the black holes are sufficiently separated to be treated as independent AGNs
(dual), and we have now seen many examples of these spatially resolved sources in the X-rays and optical. In many
post-merger galaxies, a single AGN may be seen offset from the new galactic center, essentially presenting as one half
of a dual AGN system, where the other SMBH is likely quiescent.

As the two SMBHs sink towards the center of the galaxy via dynamical friction, they will eventually become
gravitationally bound to each other, and thus a binary AGN. This typically occurs when the separation is on the order
of a few parsecs, far below the spatial resolution of current optical or X-ray telescopes. These sources may be identified
by periodic variability in their light curves, double-peaked broad line emissions, or other spectral features indicative
of a truncated circumbinary disk. The astrophysics of circumbinary accretion is particularly rich, involving all the
problems of single AGN simulations, as well as dynamic general relativity and time-dependent radiation transport
through systems where the light-crossing time is comparable to the dynamical time. Modeling such sources is a
computationally demanding problem, and will likely be the focus of much of the the effort in this field for years to
come.

One of the reasons that circumbinary disks are so important to model correctly is that, unlike dual AGN, we have
yet to discover even a single unambiguous binary AGN candidate observationally. Thus, when designing new surveys
for these important sources, we are relying entirely on the theoretical predictions for their observational signatures. But
with this difficulty comes great potential: when the binary becomes sufficiently tight, its evolution will be dominated
by gravitational waves, and these systems are expected to become some of the best multi-messenger sources in the
sky. At low frequencies (nHz) the gravitational waves should be observable with pulsar timing arrays, while in the
mHz band, space-based gravitational wave interferometers will be able to observe their final months before merger and
provide reasonably well-constrained sky positions for electromagnetic follow-up.

Funding agencies should increase funding availability and possibly funding competing groups.

Current funding structures also pose limitations. Computational proposals are often prioritized over purely the-
oretical approaches, leading to an imbalance in support for essential theoretical advances. Additionally, theoretical
proposal calls are typically small, often supporting only a single postdoc, which is insufficient for the collaborative
efforts that many projects demand. Large solicitations, such as TCAN, can support multi-institutional projects, but
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their structural constraints make it difficult to coordinate effectively across institutions. As a result, teams often end up
proposing separately to avoid competition over limited funds, yet still encounter resource challenges when attempting
to merge efforts. After accounting for overhead, the remaining funds are frequently inadequate to support cohesive,
multi-institutional research.

Finding: The current funding calls typically utilized for theory and simulation of AGN are not
large enough to support cohesive, multi-institutional research teams at the level required to make
significant progress. The size fosters competition, rather than collaboration.

Beyond the field of AGN studies, a notable tension exists within the theory and computational communities: the
push for open-source code development versus the need to protect intellectual property and ensure proper acknowledg-
ment of computational tools. As simulation and analysis codes become increasingly sophisticated, their development
often requires large, collaborative teams spanning multiple generations of graduate students and postdocs. For some
groups, sharing decades of effort and expertise can feel like a significant sacrifice, particularly if the primary benefits
appear to advantage external groups. The fear of losing the competitive edge of exclusive access often outweighs the
perceived benefits of making these codes universally accessible. However, almost everyone realizes how code compari-
son is also critical to the future of theory work, providing essential validation for complex problems that can often not
be compared directly with observations. Standard guidelines coordinated among funding agencies may be the solution
to this outstanding issue.

There is a common misconception that AGN science is only theory-limited, whereas in reality, it is often con-
strained by data quality and statistical limitations. The low photon count rates from the majority of AGNs limits our
ability to perform time-resolved studies, as the minimum variability timescales we can detect are biased by the reso-
lution and sensitivity of available instruments. Additionally, the lack of continuous monitoring of blazars—currently
only observed during major flaring events—hinders a full understanding of these dynamic systems. Instruments like
eROSITA would be beneficial in filling these observational gaps, however eROSITA could not complete the expected
survey providing the long-term coverage of a large sample of sources as well as enough counts to perform meaningful
studies even of the fainter sources, which makes the bulk of the AGN population. Moreover, a consistent monitoring
across the electromagnetic spectrum is essential to study the time lags at different wavelengths.

While recent years have seen the opening of several observing windows, there are still critical gaps preventing
answering long-standing questions. In this section we outline several missing observables, and their importance in
understanding how the Universe works. Table 3 summarizes the main observables for AGN studies and the inference
that they enable regarding the physics and the astrophysics of these sources.

Millimeter - radio—Radio observations have been at the forefront of AGN studies since their discovery in the 60s. Given
the relative ease in terms of observing sites and technical requirements, observations at low-frequencies (a few GHz) have
so far dominated the research output. However, recent new facilities like the Atacama Large Millimeter Array (ALMA)
pushing the frequency range to higher and higher frequencies have clearly demonstrated the importance of studying
AGN at high radio frequencies. The new high-frequency capabilities have made a number of different investigations and
discoveries possible, such as studying molecular outflows and AGN feedback, high-redshift sources, particle acceleration
in jets, and made the first image of a black hole possible (e.g., Event Horizon Telescope Collaboration et al. 2019;
Bolatto et al. 2021; Endsley et al. 2023; Chen et al. 2024).

It is, however, clear that we have barely scratched the surface. Future facilities are needed to make progress.
Facilities that would provide multi-band (+polarization) observations at > 200 GHz, with enough sensitivity to probe
a large fraction of the AGN population. This is particularly important for the radio-quiet sources which are overall
faint. For the radio-loud sources, Event Horizon Telescope observations have given a first glimpse in accretion processes
and jet launching around SMBHs. It is now important to move from single snapshots of just two sources, to making
black hole movies for a much larger sample. Radio-polarization capabilities are equally important to study the evolution
of the magnetic fields in the very vicinity of the event horizon, a key (missing) ingredient for understanding plasma
behavior in extreme gravity.

X-ray surveys of AGN across cosmic time have revealed that circum-nuclear obscuration (see Figure 9) is a
ubiquitous ingredient in the growth of supermassive black holes (e.g., Gilli et al. 2007; Ueda et al. 2014; Buchner
et al. 2014, 2015; Ricci et al. 2015; Brandt & Alexander 2015; Ricci et al. 2017; Boorman et al. 2024a). Moreover,
many theories of supermassive black hole growth predict that the most rapid stages of accretion coincide with the
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Diagnostics

Inference

Facilities

Time variability

Probes size and structure of emission re-
gions; reveals timescales of processes in the
jet, disk, or corona

Swift, Chandra, XMM-Newton, NICER,
NuSTAR (X-ray); Fermi-LAT (gamma-
ray); LSST (optical, future)

Polarimetry

Provides magnetic field geometry; helps
distinguish between synchrotron, inverse
Compton, and other emission processes

Radio: ALMA, VLA; Optical: RoboPol,
Hubble, VSTpol (Future); X-ray: IXPE;
MeV: COSI (future, for bright blazars)

y-ray spectra

Helps determine hadronic or leptonic
origin of ~v-ray emission; indicates jet
composition

Fermi-LAT, MAGIC, H.E.S.S., VERI-
TAS (gamma-ray), CTA (Future); COSI
(Future)

X-ray Spectra

Measures corona temperature, disk struc-
ture, and torus obscuration; identifies
emission and reflection components

Chandra, XMM-Newton, NuSTAR, Swift,
XRISM, SVOM, Einstein Probe, NICER

Optical spectra

Informs on host galaxy properties, includ-

DESI, SDSS, Hubble

ing stellar population and star formation
rate

Information on the accretion disk of unob-
scured AGN. Correlation with X-rays can
inform us on heating/cooling mechanisms
of the corona

UV spectra Swift/UVOT, ULTRASAT, UVEX

Gravitational Waves Measures black hole mass and redshift; | PTA (Pulsar Timing Array), LISA
constrains mergers and galaxy dynamics (future)

High-energy v Hadronic content of Jets / Coronae? IceCube, KM3NET, IceCube-Gen2
(future)

Table 3. AGN Diagnostics and their insights into the physics involved and existing/planned facilities.

densest levels of circum-nuclear obscuration (e.g., Fabian 1999; Springel et al. 2005; Hopkins et al. 2006; Blecha et al.
2018). However, to-date we know of less than 100 local AGN (< 200 Mpc) that are heavily obscured (Boorman et al.
2024b). Besides missing the bulk of the population with current selections, when a source is heavily obscured, a strong
and sometimes dominant component in hard X-rays is the reprocessed emission (which appears as a broad Compton
hump). A powerful and relatively clean diagnostic of the central power source is accessible with broadband X-ray
spectroscopy (where the coronal emission can be disentangled from another components), though currently we either
have all-sky surveys that only select the brightest/closest cases (hence are biased towards the most extreme sources,
Ricci et al. 2017), or pointed observations of comparatively smaller samples of AGN (see the NuSTAR Local AGN
Ny Distribution Survey, NuLANDS; Boorman et al. 2024a). Independent of the selection criteria, there is a large
degeneracy in models trying to estimate the intrinsic luminosity of the central AGN especially in heavily obscured
sources, leaving us with orders of magnitude discrepancy on fundamental parameters such as the intrinsic AGN power
or line-of-sight column density (see Figures 1 and 2 of Boorman et al. 2024b). An exciting and currently under-used
diagnostic for the intrinsic AGN power is from high angular resolution observations at 100 GHz (Ricci et al. 2023).
The observed tight correlation with intrinsic X-ray power suggests observations at 100 GHz are capable of probing
the synchrotron emission from the same electron population as the central X-ray source, almost entirely unaffected by
obscuration. Multi-epoch observations in sub-mm would thus provide a calibrator for the AGN central power. Ideally,
multi-epoch simultaneous sub-mm and broadband (E ~0.1—-100keV) X-ray observations are needed.

Finally, another excellent radio diagnostic for AGN is via 22 GHz water molecule megamaser emission. Tracing
the emission and dynamics of megamaser discs has enabled some of the most precise and accurate black hole mass
measurements. However, this technique is time-intensive, needs the maser disc to be viewed effectively edge on, and
the current generation of facilities cannot reach the sensitivities we need to provide mass measurements for large
samples of AGN (only a dozen AGN have mass measurements obtained via this technique and sensitive broadband
spectroscopy; Masini et al. 2016; Brightman et al. 2016, 2017; Panessa et al. 2020; Boorman et al. 2024b). Having more
sensitive instruments at this frequency that can time resolve the motion of the water maser emission in a large sample
of AGN would be key to providing more mass measurements. Statistically significant samples of AGN with accurate



3rRD TDAMM WORKSHOP WHITE PAPER 79

and precise measurements of black hole mass (irrespective of obscuration) with time-resolved measurements of intrinsic
AGN power would provide stringent measurements of how AGN co-evolve with the circum-nuclear environment and
broader host galaxy.

Optical and UV—DMaterial accreting onto the supermassive black hole settles into an accretion disk (see Figure 9).
The actual geometry and radiation efficiency of this accretion are still debated. For black holes accreting below
the Eddington limit, the most canonical accretion disk model used by the AGN community is the Shakura-Sunyaev
optically thick and geometrically thin one (Shakura & Sunyaev 1973; Novikov & Thorne 1973; Lynden-Bell & Pringle
1974). In this approximation, the radiation from the disk can be understood as a series of annuli that emit as black
bodies of different temperatures. The temperature of each annulus depends on the distance from the central black
hole, the accretion rate, and the mass of the central black hole. In the super-Eddington accretion regime instead, the
most common disk approximation is that of an optically thick advection—dominated accretion flow (optically thick
ADAF Abramowicz et al. 1995; Narayan et al. 1998) in which radiation is trapped by the optically thick inflowing gas
and advected towards the central supermassive black hole. Typically, the emission of the disk peaks in the optical/UV
regime. Importantly, the accretion disk provides a huge reservoir of photons for the AGN system. All the surrounding
material illuminated by the disk reacts to it by reprocessing, one way or the other, this radiation.

A key observational feature in AGN is their infrared to UV rest-frame spectrum, showing broad and/or narrow
emission lines (see the archetypical 3C 273, Schmidt 1963). Setting AGN apart from typical galaxy starlight (absorption
line dominated), these lines (when visible) enable the measurement of a fundamental quantity — the AGN redshift
(i.e. its distance in cosmic time), hence the luminosity (or power) of the system. It is understood that these lines are
produced by the excitation of elements in the neutral gas orbiting at high velocity around the central supermassive
black hole. The gas closer to the black hole spirals faster, causing the lines to be broadened. By measuring the
time-delay between variability in the brightness of the accretion disk and the broad emission lines, we can derive an
approximate distance of the broad line region (< 0.1pc, (e.g. Blandford & McKee 1982)). Recently, this region has
been spatially resolved (Gravity Collaboration et al. 2018; Abuter et al. 2024), pointing to its origin being that of
gas clouds gravitationally bound orbiting the central black hole. If we can measure the width of the lines, assuming
virialized motion of these clouds, we can estimate their velocity, and we can derive the mass of the black hole itself
(just like we can derive the mass of our own Sun by measuring the angular velocity of the Earth around it). For years,
single-epoch (e.g. only one spectrum per source) spectroscopic mass measurement of black hole masses has been one
of the most employed techniques in estimating this fundamental parameter (e.g., Shen et al. 2011; Wu & Shen 2022).
However, it is also very well known that estimating masses via line spectroscopy can be tricky (Denney et al. 2009):
(i) accretion models and observation of AGN disk show the omnipresence of AGN winds, which could broaden lines
even more (e.g. Murray et al. 1995; Baskin & Laor 2005; Shen & Liu 2012; Vietri et al. 2020); (ii) element lines can be
contaminated by several underlying (unresolved) elemental lines mostly when the central AGN becomes fainter and
of luminosity comparable to the host galaxy (e.g. Reines et al. 2013; Reines & Volonteri 2015). Black hole masses
could therefore be overestimated by up to an order of magnitude if the lines are not properly characterized. A great
diagnostic to remove some of these degeneracies would be time-resolved infrared, optical, and UV spectroscopy. If
indeed we could monitor the time-evolution of the emission lines, we would be able to disentangle the true broadening
of the lines resulting from virial motions around the black hole, hence we could better estimate the black hole masses.
Moreover, some AGN are known to be changing-look, meaning that at different epochs they show different properties
in the optical spectrum (such as disappearance/reappearance of broad-lines, (see Ricci & Trakhtenbrot 2023, for a
review on the topic)). Monitor changes in these lines could inform us of the intrinsic changes in the accretion modes
of the supermassive black hole and the efficiency of the accretion .

Another key reprocessing source of accretion disk emission is the corona of electrons sitting above and below the
black hole (e.g. Rybicki & Lightman 1979; Begelman et al. 1983; Haardt & Maraschi 1991; Done et al. 2012; Fabian
et al. 2015). The corona (composed of thermal and, possibly, non-thermal electrons, Coppi 2000) inverse Compton
scatters optical /UV photons from the accretion disk and upscatters them to the higher X-ray/MeV energies. One would
naively expect therefore that if changes in the accretion disk occur, they should be reflected in the X-ray emission of
the corona with a certain time-lag — i.e. changes in the optical/UV emission of an AGN should occur (lead) earlier
than changes in the X-ray emission. However, time-monitoring campaigns of AGN have shown the opposite trend,
where changes in the X-rays occur earlier than those in the optical (e.g. McHardy et al. 2018; Edelson et al. 2019;
Pahari et al. 2020; Kara et al. 2021). The understanding of this phenomenon is that part of the X-rays produced by
the corona radiate back onto the accretion disk, are reprocessed to lower frequencies by the accretion disk itself, and
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are seen as modulations in the UV emission (e.g. Uttley et al. 2014; Kammoun et al. 2021b,a; Papadakis et al. 2022;
Langis et al. 2024). However such studies are limited to very few bright sources that have been studied for at most 2
years consecutively (Herndndez Santisteban et al. 2020). The UV band is crucial to unveil the heating mechanisms of
the corona itself. Ideally, simultaneous broad-band coverage at UV and hard X-rays could shed light on the interplay
between corona heating and cooling mechanisms.

X-rays—X-ray emission has been the defining trait for both radio-quiet and radio-loud AGN. AGN science has benefited

from several missions focusing on imaging and spectroscopy in the soft X-ray band, like Chandra and XMM-Newton.
In the X-ray band, the spectrum is often dominated by the AGN emission as the thermal emission from the host
galaxy tends to diminish significantly 2 3keV, making X-rays an optimal band to study AGN. However, three critical
aspects of the X-ray emission remain under-explored, namely variability, polarization and the hard X-ray regime.

In terms of variability, most efforts have focused on targeted campaigns on individual sources. However, even
the limited number of observations from eROSITA have produced a large sample of AGN (several hundreds) with
significant variability and also tripled the number of known AGN exhibiting Quasi Periodic Eruptions (Arcodia et al.
2021, 2024a). This truly highlights the need for an all-sky X-ray imaging monitor that will be able to survey the sky
with a cadence of a few days or less. This is particularly important for understanding the multimessenger emission from
black holes and possible association with flaring activity of AGNs (IceCube Collaboration et al. 2018). Additionally,
supermassive black hole binaries that could potentially be detected by Pulsar Timing Arrays (Agazie et al. 2023;
Reardon et al. 2023; Xu et al. 2023; EPTA Collaboration et al. 2023) or LISA are likely to imprint periodic variations
in their multiwavelength lightcurves. Some evidence already exists that the vy-ray blazar PG 15534113 shows 2.2 year
periodic oscillations in its « light-curve (see Penil et al. 2024). This modulation of the jet emission can be explained
by a binary supermassive black hole at the center of the system. Archival Swift X-ray and UV /optical, together with
other archival optical data also show that the same periodicity recurs with some delay at other wavelengths; moreover,
an underlying long-term (22 year) period is detected that could arise from the way material spirals around this black
hole pair (Adhikari et al. 2024). Undoubtedly, long-term multi-wavelength coverage is necessary to see whether these
trends can be found in other sources and discover other signatures of binary supermassive black holes. The Vera
Rubin Observatory is expected to find hundreds of strong binary supermassive black hole candidates that will need
independent confirmation. The ability to monitor the X-ray emission from all these potential candidates will provide
crucial insights with X-ray timing, for revealing gravitational wave sources.

A promising connection between neutrinos and AGN, particularly obscured AGNs, has emerged in high-energy
astrophysics, as highlighted by recent work from IceCube data on NGC 1068 (IceCube Collaboration et al. 2022) and
complementary modeling (e.g. Ajello et al. 2023; Murase et al. 2024). With a more (than NuSTAR) sensitive hard
X-ray / soft gamma-ray observatory—capable of covering up to hundreds of keV—we could solve many unanswered
questions to do with obscured AGNs, which remain visible in the hard X-ray band despite their obscuration at other
wavelengths. Resolving the X-ray background at these energies could reveal the true obscuration properties of the AGN
population, offering deeper insights into their role in producing the high-energy neutrino flux observed by IceCube.
An enhanced understanding of AGN populations and their obscuration also stands to clarify their contributions to the
astrophysical neutrino background, a crucial step toward identifying the origins of high-energy cosmic neutrinos.

The X-ray band is also crucial for unobscured AGNs (i.e. those in which the line-of-sight equivalent hydrogen
column density is low, Ny < 10?2 cm™2, meaning that the X-ray photons are not dramatically absorbed at low and
hard energies). As mentioned in the UV section, a key component — yet very mysterious in nature — of the AGN
is the corona itself (see Figure 9). Indeed, several models have been proposed to explain the geometry and particle
composition of this omni-present X-ray emission in all AGN types (Haardt & Maraschi 1991; Coppi 2000; Petrucci
et al. 2001; Miniutti & Fabian 2004; Fabian et al. 2012; Zhang et al. 2019). Broad-band X-ray spectroscopy (from
E = 0.1keV to beyond E > 100keV) would be fundamental to unveil the particle composition of the corona itself.
First, measuring the spectral shape (photon index and normalization) of the coronal emission provides the power of
the AGN — valid for both obscured and unobscured sources; then measuring the cut-off of the corona estimates the
temperature of the thermal components of the electrons and can lead us to understand the cooling mechanisms in
this structure (e.g. Titarchuk & Lyubarskij 1995; Zdziarski et al. 1996; Petrucci et al. 2001, 2004). Multi-wavelength
time-domain studies of the corona will therefore be crucial for: (i) unobscured AGN (UV+X-rays) to understand the
interplay between cooling and heating mechanisms of the corona; (ii) heavily obscured AGN (sub-mm+X-rays) would
enable determination of the co-evolution between the central AGN and surrounding obscuration.
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In terms of polarization, the IXPE has provided the first glimpse on the X-ray polarization signatures from both
radio-quiet and radio-loud AGN (Marin et al. 2024; Marscher et al. 2024). The key objectives were to constrain the
geometry of the X-ray corona, understand particle acceleration in jets, and constrain the jet high-energy mechanism.
The few radio-quiet AGN bright enough to be observed with IXPE have yielded low degree of polarization with a
polarization angle that is parallel to the radio jet (Saade et al. 2024). This would suggest an extended corona above the
accretion disk, however, the exact geometry of the corona remains a mystery. It is now clear that synchrotron emission
in jets is energy stratified due to particle cooling processes (Liodakis et al. 2022). The particle acceleration process
on the other hand is still debated between shocks and magnetic reconnection. While shocks are currently favored, the
discovery of the first X-ray polarization angle rotation (Di Gesu et al. 2023) suggests that (a) magnetic reconnection
processes are still possible; (b) the X-ray polarization properties of jets can vary within a few tens of ksec. The origin
of the high-energy emission in jets, which is also related to their potential neutrino emission, has been debated since
jets were discovered. IXPE made significant progress by observing the X-ray polarization of several blazars and radio
galaxies (e.g., Ehlert et al. 2022; Middei et al. 2023; Marshall et al. 2024). No significant polarization from low- and
intermediate peaked sources (i.e., sources whose X-rays are part of the high-energy component of the blazar SED) has
so far been detected (typically < 15% at 99.7%C.1.), implying that Compton scattering likely dominates the X-ray
emission in jets (Agudo 2024). However, more complicated hadronic or hybrid models can not be confidently excluded
with the current observations. We remark the need for a larger, more sensitive, X-ray polarization imager that will be
able to cover the missing parameter space and measure polarization at much lower fluxes and with finer time-resolution.

v-rays—y-rays (>hundreds keV) from AGN have been fairly underexplored. To date, only one NASA mission, the
Fermi v-ray space telescope, is able to provide observations from energies between 100 MeV to ~ 1 TeV (Ajello et al.
2022). With more than 15 years of all-sky coverage, the Fermi v-ray space telescope has demonstrated the importance
~-rays play in understanding the Universe, including in identifying the electromagnetic counterparts to multimessenger
events (IceCube Collaboration et al. 2018). As more and more neutrino and gravitational wave experiments come
online, it is crucial not only to maintain but to expand our all-sky monitoring capabilities.

Another key aspect of the ~v-ray regime is the fact that this window enables us to identify and trace the most
powerful persistent jets in the universe. 95% of the extragalactic Fermi y-ray sky is made of blazar jets (Ballet et al.
2023). Reaching luminosities equivalent to trillions of Suns, these jets are seen at all cosmic distances, importantly
up to a point in time when the Universe was barely 1-2 billion years old (An & Romani 2020; Marcotulli et al. 2020;
Belladitta et al. 2020; Sbarrato et al. 2021; Banados et al. 2024, e.g.). Being able to detect blazar jets at all cosmic
distances means that we are able to trace the evolution of these extreme monsters (e.g. uncover when the majority of
blazar jets lived). Moreover, these jets are powered by the most massive black holes that we know of. Although blazars
are very rare objects in the sky, thanks to the peculiar orientation of the jet, for every blazar we detect, we can infer
the existence of a hundred more sources, at the same redshift, with the same black hole mass (a correction known as
the 2I'? correction, where I is the jet bulk Lorentz factor, usually in the range of 5-15). At a very fundamental level,
this means that tracing the evolution of blazar jets enables us to trace the evolution of the most massive black holes
through cosmic time. The most powerful and farthest jets in the universe are the ones that are brightest in the MeV
band; the latest evolution study of these objects (Marcotulli et al. 2022) confirmed that the bulk of the population of
these sources lives around 1-2 billion years after the Big Bang and are powered by supermasive black holes of billion
solar masses. Hence, opening the MeV window with an all-sky sensitive mission will mean that we can start answering
the question: how do supermassive black holes grow and evolve, from the Big Bang to us? In connection with the
multimessenger domain, MeV bright blazars are also surmised to be neutrino emitters; prediction shows that an MeV
mission in 2 years will be able to catch at least 1-2 neutrinos events from an MeV blazar (see prediction in Marcotulli
et al. 2022).

Jets are not the only AGN bright at MeV energies. If the corona had a non-thermal component of electrons
(i.e. some of the particles in the corona did not have enough time to share energy and reach the average temperature
of the other particles in the corona, e.g. Coppi 2000), we would see it as an MeV tail of emission; moreover electron-
positron pairs may be the regulators for the coronal temperature leaving as a imprint an emission line at rest-frame
energy of 511 keV. The 511 keV line has tentatively been detected X-ray binaries in outburst (Siegert et al. 2016).
With a sensitive MeV mission, we would expect to both see the line and to measure the non-thermal component which
would appear at the highest energies (beyond few hundreds of keV). Detecting this component would be revolutionary
for the field of AGN science, as it also connects to the neutrino emission of NCG 1068.
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COSI will soon explore the MeV window (0.2-5 MeV), however, the capabilities of a SMEX are just enough
to provide a first glimpse into the AGN MeV sky. Future 7-ray missions should not only have all-sky monitoring
capabilities, but should also be sensitive enough to measure the y-ray emission from a large number of jetted-AGN on
short time-bins of a few days or less.

The ~-ray polarization signatures from jetted-AGN can provide invaluable information for jet launching and
composition (Zhang & Bottcher 2013; Zhang et al. 2024). This is also important for the potential neutrino emission from
blazars. There are currently no ~-ray polarization observations of AGN. While COSI will have polarization capabilities,
it would likely require a remarkably bright flare from a blazar to perform any useful polarization measurements. An
instrument specifically designed to measure «-ray polarization would be required in order to open this new window to
the Universe.

All in concert: the power of simultaneous observations: In table 3 we list in the third column current
and planned facilities. Simultaneous, multiwavelength observations are essential to advancing our understanding of
AGNs and the high-energy universe, but achieving consistent, global coverage requires robust multi-agency support to
establish the necessary infrastructure to connect the different facilities. Combining both variability and polarization
studies is key to unraveling the complexities of AGNs and their role in multimessenger astrophysics.

Cross-correlation studies across different wavelengths allow us to track variability in real time, revealing emission
timing and structure that help identify the origin of high-energy processes within AGNs (e.g., Liodakis et al. 2018).
Adding polarization measurements at multiple wavelengths has provided groundbreaking insights, challenging tradi-
tional models of jet structures in blazars. More and more sensitive observations at regular visits are needed across the
bands and possibly simultaneously.

Advancing TDAMM-AGN science requires fostering synergistic collaboration across space- and ground-based fa-
cilities, and this will benefit from targeted calls for proposals that encourage integrated, multimessenger studies.
Currently, limitations exist, especially within NSF-funded facilities, where multimessenger data and/or analysis tools
are not fully public. This restricts the broader scientific community’s ability to conduct comprehensive analyses and
impedes the collaborative potential between facilities. To address this, NSF could consider funding and mandating
the release of official, well-documented analysis tools—developed by each facility’s team—alongside their datasets,
enabling wider, more effective use of the data.

Proposing multimessenger missions presents a systemic challenge, as they are often viewed more as
a methodology than as standalone scientific cases. This perspective needs to be reconsidered. Multimessenger
studies are crucial for unraveling the complex, interconnected phenomena in AGNs and should be supported by
dedicated resources and focused proposals to fully explore these systems.

3.2. Core-Collapse Supernovae

Contributors: Jennifer Andrews, Fddie Baron, Poonam Chandra, Emmanouil Chatzopoulos, Christopher L. Fryer,
Brian Grefenstette, William Raph Hiz, Heather Johns, Gavin P. Lamb, Bronson Messer, Valarie Milton, Matthew R.
Mumpower, V. Ashley Villar

The deaths of massive stars (greater than ~ 8Mg) result in a wide range of observable outcomes, depending on
the mass of the progenitor star and its mass loss history, either from winds or binary interactions. Five separate
mechanisms have been proposed for massive stellar deaths. The most common is the core-collapse supernova (CCSN).
As the name suggests, core-collapse supernovae are initiated by the collapse of the cores of massive stars at the ends
of their lives. The center of these stars (with mass greater than ~ 9Mg) at the end of their lives are composed of iron,
nickel and similar elements, the end products of stellar nucleosynthesis. Above this iron core lie concentric layers of
successively lighter elements, recapitulating the sequence of nuclear burning that occurred in the core (Figure 10).

Unlike prior burning stages, where the ash of one stage became the fuel for its successor, no additional nuclear
energy can be released by further fusion in the iron core, thus nuclear energy production can no longer stave off
the inexorable attraction of gravity. When the iron core grows too massive to be supported by electron degeneracy
pressure, the core collapses. The collapse proceeds to densities in excess of the densities of nucleons in the nucleus of
an atom (supernuclear densities). The inner core becomes incompressible under these extremes, bounces, and, acting
like a piston, launches a shock wave into the outer stellar core. This shock wave will ultimately propagate out of the
iron core, through the overlying stellar layers (silicon, oxygen, ...) and disrupt the star in a supernova explosion.
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Figure 10. Advanced nuclear burning in massive stars. They lie in cocentric layers with lighter elements farther away from
the core.

However, simulations show that the shock generally stalls in the outer core, losing energy to neutrino radiation and
nuclear dissociation. After core bounce in CCSN, ~10%6 Joules of energy in the form of neutrinos and antineutrinos of
all three flavors (electron, muon, and tau) are released from the newly formed proto-neutron star (PNS) at the center
of the explosion, over a period of tens of seconds, at the staggering rate ~10® Watts. The kinetic energy observed
in supernova explosions is ~10* Joules (= 1 Bethe), 100 times smaller than the available energy in neutrinos. Past
CCSN simulations (beginning with Wils & van den Bergh 1985; Bethe & Wilson 1985) demonstrated that energy
emerging from the PNS in the form of neutrinos can be deposited behind the shock and potentially revive it. The
composition of the ejecta in a CCSN comes from a variety of nucleosynthesis processes, with explosive silicon and
oxygen burning happening in the layers above the iron core as the shock moves through them. Deeper, material which
has been exposed to intense neutrino heating is ejected, carrying a distinctive proton-rich composition dominated by
56Ni and other proton-rich species of nickel and iron.

Stars of mass just below the minimum mass to form an iron core can also undergo core collapse at the ends of their
lives, starting from a core composed of oxygen and neon (O/Ne). Shell burning can cause the most massive of these
O/Ne cores to increase beyond the stable Chandrasekhar mass before the star loses its envelope (Jones et al. 2013,
2014), resulting in core contraction. Competition between electron capture and the burning of oxygen and neon can
lead to different outcomes. If electron capture wins (as in the iron core case), the core collapses, producing a collapsing
electron-capture supernova (cECSN) (Miyaji & Nomoto 1987; Zha et al. 2019). As in the CCSN case, collapse in
a cECSN proceeds to form a proto-neutron star, launch a supernova shockwave and emit prodigious quantities of
neutrinos, but from there the explosion mechanisms diverge. The mantle overlying the core in these stars is quite
low in density and small in mass, producing a sharp density gradient at the surface of the O/Ne core. Since it is the
ram pressure from this infalling mantle that stalls the supernova shock, in the cECSN case, the shock quickly revives.
Despite the revitalization of the shock by the steep stellar density gradient, neutrino heating does occur behind the
shock in cECSN, adding to the explosion energy and altering the composition of the ejecta, particularly the material
that leaves the vicinity of the PNS at later times. The result is a unique sandwich of composition in cECSN, with
outer layers due to explosive burning and inner layers dominated by ?°Ni sandwiching a layer of neutron-rich nickel.

For stars with significant rotation in the core at the onset of collapse, magento-hydrodynamics can result in
tremendous magnetic field amplification, which fundamentally alters the explosion. The resulting explosion exhibits
jets, which can penetrate through the stellar envelope, and leave behind a highly magnetized neutron star, a magnetar...
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Figure 11. The temporal stages of relevance for CCSN. These are the stellar progenitor, collapse and explosion, the shock
propagation and breakout, the photospheric phase, the nebular phase, and lastly as supernova remnants. Pre-solar grains are
generated in the later phases and are studied here on Earth.

Failures of the core-collapse mechanism are the result of the neutron star transforming into a black hole before
sufficient energy has been provided by neutrino heating to unbind the star. Even in this case, for the right conditions,
an additional explosion mechanism, the collapsar mechanism, can potentially power a successful supernova.

Above the stellar masses where core collapse results in the formation of a black hole, an additional mechanism,
the pair-production instability can lead to supernova explosions (Barkat et al. 1967). For these very massive stars, the
central pressure is provided by radiation; however, the production of electron/positron pairs can sharply reduce the
radiation pressure. This leads to rapid contraction and the ignition of explosive oxygen burning, with the resulting
thermonuclear runaway resulting in the explosive disruption of the final star. The range of progenitor masses for
which this mechanism can operate is strongly dependent on the metallicity of the star, but masses over ~ 100Mg
are generally required (Woosley et al. 2007). In contrast, stars with helium cores below 65 M, experience a lower-
energy implosion, with pulsations that cause periodic contractions, nuclear burning (typically of oxygen (O) or silicon
(Si)), and pulses leading to episodic mass-loss. This process, referred to as a Pulsational Pair-Instability Supernovae
(PPISN) continues until the star stabilizes, evolving toward a massive core-collapse supernova (Woosley et al. 2007;
Woosley 2017). Detecting and identifying the SNe of the first stars, many of which are expected to manifest as PISNe,
is a key target of the JWST mission. The importance of PPISNe becomes more pronounced with stellar rotation
effects. Rotating progenitor stars can undergo pair instability at significantly lower ZAMS masses and zero metallicity
compared to non-rotating stars (Chatzopoulos & Wheeler 2012a; Yoon et al. 2012; Chatzopoulos & Wheeler 2012b).
PPISNe can produce multiple transients from a single source. Each pulsation ejects several M of material into the
circumstellar environment, releasing thermal and recombination energy that powers the light curve. Collisions between
successively ejected shells can result in violent interactions, generating shock-powered transients with peak rest-frame
luminosities exceeding 10** erg/s (Woosley 2017). The final remnant’s explosive event may further propel ejecta that
collide with earlier shells, creating long-duration light curves with multiple undulations (Arcavi et al. 2017; Angus
et al. 2024).

Understanding core-collapse supernovae can be broken up into distinct phases. These can form the basis of
organizing simulation chains. They, and the relevant key physics are each phase, are shown in Figure 11. These are
discussed in more detail below. Many of these phases are or will soon be studied with transformational facilities.
These include the upgraded neutrino and GW facilities for the core-collapse phase, ULTRASAT and UVEX for the
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shock breakout, Rubin and other telescopes for the photospheric phase, JWST for the nebular phase, and COSI for
the remnant phase.

Finding: The study of core-collapse supernovae is the source class where investment in a strategic
end-to-end effort is most justified. This is given the state of organization in this focus area from
past investment, the tie to priority areas of all funding agencies, and the new or forthcoming
facilities which will transform their study.

Here we go through the essential physics in each phase of core-collapse supernovae:

Phase I:. Stellar evolution is one of the most difficult problems in astrophysics. Magneto-hydrodynamics, nuclear
physics, and radiation transport all play a role. What makes stellar modeling so difficult is the timescales involved.
Even the shortest-lived massive stars live for over a few million years, yet the hydrodynamic timescales are much
shorter. At best, scientists can only model snapshots of time of this evolution using hydrodynamic codes (Andrassy
et al. 2022). Instead, we rely on approximate solutions to model the stellar physics. For example, mixing-length
theory (Arnett et al. 2019) is used to capture the effects of the convective instabilities. This is a very specific form of a
Reynolds Averaged Navier Stokes (RANS) models commonly used to study time-averaged fluid dynamics. Similarly,
a series of approximations are used for the radiation transport to approximate the energy transport including angle-
and energy-averaging, simplifications in the incorporation of the opacities, etc. Different approximations are used
for stellar evolution and stellar winds. Stellar observations, combining both stellar populations with pre-explosion
progenitor observations, are ideal diagnostics of this phase. Stellar models provide the structure of the star (critical
for collapse/engine and blastwave phases) and the circumstellar material which affects transient emission and ejecta
remnants.

Phase II:. The collapse of the core down to a proto-neutron star and the tapping of the gravitational potential
energy released to drive a supernova explosion is one of the most physics-rich problems in astrophysics. Three primary
engines exist that tap this potential energy: the convective neutrino-driven engine (Herant et al. 1994), the black
hole or neutron star accretion disk engine (Woosley 1993), and the magnetar engine. The collapse and bounce of the
core produce densities well beyond nuclear densities driving extreme physics such as quark production. Most of the
energy is converted to neutrinos and the supernova engine can be extremely sensitive to advances in neutrino physics
including neutrino oscillations. Detailed neutrino transport is required to tap this primary energy source. Magneto-
hydrodynamics, nuclear reactions and general relativity also affect the engine. Including this broad range of physics
with sufficient resolution to capture the growth of turbulence and convection or accurately model a dynamo requires
intense computing resources and these models require pushing the envelope of computing methods and algorithms.
Diagnostics of this engine include gravitational waves and neutrinos for nearby events. These observations will not
only probe the nature of the supernova engine but will also study the underlying dense nuclear matter and neutrino
physics.

Phase III: After the launch of the explosion, we must follow the shock through the star. As this shock propagates
through the star, it drives nuclear burning. These yields are observed in astrophysical transients, supernova remnants
and stars (galactic chemical evolution). Modeling this phase poses a number of computational issues. Calculating the
detailed yields requires following the detailed density/temperature evolution of the ejecta. Eulerian codes struggle to
track this ejecta and producing accurate evolutionary trajectories is challenging. Accurate network calculations can
also be numerically challenging. By the time the shock reaches the edge of the star, nuclear burning is complete.

Phases IV and V:. Once the ejecta breaks out of the stellar envelope, the radiation is no longer trapped in the
ejecta. The emission of this radiation powers both the shock breakout and subsequent supernova light-curve. Radiation
transport is the critical physics for these two phases. Initially, the source of this emission is from the energy in the
supernova ejecta, shock heated as the blastwave propagated through the star. For type II supernovae, this energy
source powers the light-curve through peak. But for more compact supernovae (type Ib/c), adiabatic expansion
cools the shock, removing it as a potential source for radiation. Instead, these supernovae can be powered by the
decay of radioactive elements, the same power source as type Ia (thermonuclear) supernovae. But, for core-collapse
supernovae, alternative power sources have been proposed. Magnetar or fallback accretion can source energy into the
expanding ejecta. But a more likely energy source arises from shock interactions with the surrounding circumstellar
medium (CSM), created by the winds from the progenitor mass loss. By studying the radiation, one can estimate
the progenitor mass-loss rate and hence the evolution history of the progenitor before the explosion, due to order of
magnitude difference in the ejecta and wind speeds (Figure 12). For this power source, radiation transport calculations
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Figure 12. Post explosion supernova ejecta CSM interaction creates a forward shock moving in the CSM and a reverse shock
in the ejecta, separated by contact discontinuity. The interaction results in variety of emission.

alone are insufficient, radiation-hydrodynamics calculations are required. In astrophysics, these studies are in their
infancy, but by leveraging progress from the HEDP community, astrophysics can make huge advances in these models.
Since shock breakout and supernova light-curves will be the dominate observational constraints on supernovae, these
calculations are critical.

At early times, the radiation and matter are tightly coupled and equilibrium solutions (For the radiation, matter,
and atomic level states) are appropriate. Technically, as soon as the radiation is no longer trapped, equilibrium
solutions do not strictly match the observations. As the matter expands, this coupling becomes weaker and weaker
and out-of-equilibrium solutions must be understood. Supernova modelers have developed cutting edge techniques
to model this out-of-equilibrium physics (e.g. Dessart & Hillier 2011) and these techniques may be useful in HEDP
applications like inertial confinement fusion.

Phase VI: For supernova remnants, both shocked as well as unshocked regions participate in producing radiation
in the ejecta-CSM interaction. The main observational consequence is the production of radio and X-ray emission
(Chevalier 1982; Chevalier & Fransson 2017). The charged particles at the shock front are accelerated, probably via
diffusive Fermi shock acceleration (Blandford & Ostriker 1978; Bell 1978). These relativistic particles in the presence
of magnetic fields (enhanced at the contact discontinuity via Rayleigh-Taylor instabilities (Chevalier & Blondin 1995)),
produce synchrotron radio emission, which is sensitive to density parameter(Chevalier 1982). The radio emission is
affected by either the external free-free absorption (FFA) process by the surrounding ionized wind, or by the internal
synchrotron self absorption (SSA) by the same electrons responsible for the emission. The dominant absorption
mechanism depends upon the mass-loss, magnetic field in the shocked shells, shock velocity and the ejecta density.
The broadband radio spectral energy distribution (SED) from optically thick to thin regime provides important clues
to the physics.

3.3. Magnetar Activity
Contributors: Matthew G. Baring, Eric Burns, Michela Negro, Aaron C. Trigg, Zorawar Wadiasingh

Neutron stars (NSs) represent the densest form of stable matter in the cosmos. Born from the collapse of massive
stars, these extreme objects are held up against gravity (gsurface ~ 1013 ms~2) by neutron degeneracy pressure in their
core. While all NSs exhibit extreme densities and gravitational fields, a subset of young NSs known as magnetars
Meszaros (1992); Duncan & Thompson (1992); Thompson & Duncan (1995); Kouveliotou et al. (1998) represent an



3rRD TDAMM WORKSHOP WHITE PAPER 87

even more extreme environment, characterized by extraordinarily strong magnetic fields B > 10'* G that drive much
of their activity. In these fields, exotic quantum processes involving electrons and photons are believed to be active,
and these are currently beyond the scope of testability in terrestrial laboratory experiments. A large exploration of
the science possible with TDAMM studies of magnetars is available in Negro et al. (2024), whose transient summary
figure is shown in Figure 13.
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Figure 13. A summary of the transient activity of magnetars, borrowed from Negro et al. (2024)

Comment: Magnetars are among the most extreme objects in the universe. Their properties and
emission involve particularly rare processes. They present a unique but complex opportunity for
the study of the physics of the cosmos.

Despite extensive study over the past 45 years, many questions about magnetars remain, starting with their
formation. While it is clear that magnetars arise under specific conditions, their exact formation mechanisms are
still uncertain including their configuration and distribution of birth fields. Proposed formation pathways include
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binary mergers of massive stars (Schneider et al. 2019), white dwarf collisions or accretion-induced collapse (Nomoto
& Kondo 1991; Usov 1992; Levan et al. 2006; Metzger et al. 2008), and core-collapse supernovae of isolated massive
stars (Duncan & Thompson 1992; Beniamini et al. 2019; Burns et al. 2021). However, significant questions remain
about how initial environmental factors, such as the dynamics of the supernova, influence their birth. More intriguing
questions are the apparent absence of classical magnetars in binary systems!” or the evolution and aging of magnetar
fields.

Currently, there are ~30 magnetars identified in the Milky Way (Olausen & Kaspi 2014), with the majority
generally confined to the Galactic plane. These objects are known for their higher energy electromagnetic emissions:
during quiescence they can be detected in X-rays and soft gamma-rays, though the are more regularly observed during
their periods of high energy activity in the hard X-ray and soft gamma-ray regimes. Magnetars are also associated with
some of the most energetic phenomena in the cosmos: the magnetar giant flare (MGF; Kaspi & Beloborodov 2017).
MGFs offer insights into understanding the energy release mechanisms in magnetars, particularly the processes of
magnetic reconnection and crustal dynamics and failure due to the strong magnetic field (Thompson & Duncan 1995;
Thompson & Duncan 1996). The decaying tails of MGFs, modulated by the NS’s rotational period, have been seen
to exhibit quasi-periodic oscillations (QPOs), which are thought to result from crustal shear modes, further hint at
seismic activity in the magnetar crust and offers a potential probe into the NS equation of state (Watts & Strohmayer
2007; Huppenkothen et al. 2014; Roberts et al. 2021; Castro-Tirado et al. 2021).

While magnetars are primarily studied for their high-energy X-ray and gamma-ray emission, they also produce
fainter signals in the optical and near-infrared (NIR) bands (Mereghetti et al. 2015), providing further valuable
information about the processes occurring in the magnetosphere and near the NS’s surface. Infrared and optical
emissions have been detected for a third of the known population of magnetars, although they are extremely faint,
with NIR magnitudes in the range of 19-20 (Mereghetti et al. 2015). For some magnetars, the observed NIR emission
is pulsed, matching the rotational period of the NS (Durant & van Kerkwijk 2005; Camilo et al. 2007b; Testa et al.
2008). The origin of this pulsed optical emission is a mystery, but must arise from a magnetospheric incoherent process.

Beyond these persistent emissions, MGF's have been predicted to produce short-lived, luminous optical transients
referred to as nova brevis (Cehula et al. 2024; Patel et al. 2025b). Such baryon-loaded outflows from MGFs are a
generic feature expected in nearly all models involving triggers in the crust (i.e. quake or crust failure) of the magnetar.
These events are powered by the radioactive decay of heavy elements produced via r-process nucleosynthesis in the
material ejected from the magnetar’s crust during a flare. The nova brevis is expected to shine at luminosities around
10%? ergs™! and last for just a few minutes, appearing as a scaled-down version of the kilonovae observed from NS
mergers. These transients have yet to be definitively observed. However, a recent paper claims the detection of the
nuclear gamma-ray signature, providing direct evidence for only the second known r-process site (Patel et al. 2025a).
Future observations with better spectroscopic information would provide insights into the mechanisms of MGFs and
nuclear physics (Section 2.3), specifically the creation of heavy elements in extreme environments.

Occasionally, magnetars have also been observed in the radio band, are also the leading candidate for the origin
of some FRBs (Section 3.10). Unlike typical pulsars, which emit steady radio signals, magnetar radio emissions are
sporadic and often tied to more active periods. Some magnetars have been observed to emit highly variable radio
pulses during these active phases (Mereghetti et al. 2015). These signals are distinct from radio pulsar emission in
several ways:

e They are strongly polarized and spiky (Camilo et al. 2007a; Camilo et al. 2008)

e The exhibit flat or inverted spectra, meaning that the intensity of the radio waves remains high or increases with
frequency (Camilo et al. 2007a; Camilo et al. 2008)

e The vary rapidly, reflecting the dynamic changes in the magnetosphere where the emission originates (Camilo
et al. 2008)

These features suggest that magnetars radio waves arise from processes involving rapid rearrangement of magnetic
fields or the crust, and local particle acceleration in their magnetospheres, rather than the stable rotationally-driven
mechanisms typical of most NSs (Mereghetti et al. 2015).

10 Pulsed ultra-luminous X-ray in nearby galaxies may be accreting magnetars in binaries.



3rRD TDAMM WORKSHOP WHITE PAPER 89

MGFs are also promising candidates for gravitational wave (GW) emission due to their dynamic behavior and
extreme physical conditions (Macquet et al. 2021; Beniamini et al. 2024), either from baryon-loaded relativistic outflows
or excitation of global oscillation modes. Non-axisymmetric vibrations, particularly in the form of f-modes, are
considered likely GW emission mechanisms (Duncan 1998). QPOs observed in the spike or tails of MGFs may also
contributes to GW signals (Levin & van Hoven 2011) depending on which modes are excited. However, the fraction
of flare energy converted into GWs is expected to be small, making detection challenging with current instruments
(Macquet et al. 2021).

The strongest GW emissions from magnetars are expected to arise from MGFs in the Milky Way or nearby
galaxies, as sensitivity decreases significantly with distance. Magnetars may also contribute to the stochastic GW
background if their flaring activities emit GWs consistently over cosmic time (Beniamini et al. 2024). Advancements
in next-generation GW detectors will improve sensitivity at higher frequencies, which will be crucial for detecting
these signals. Combined with multi-messenger observations, these efforts hold promise for probing magnetar interiors,
testing NS models, and uncovering the physics of their magnetic fields.

The extreme conditions and energetic phenomena associated with magnetars creates ideal environments for neu-
trino production through various processes (Thompson & Duncan 1995; Negro et al. 2024). During MGFs, the large
amount of energy released can heat the crust and interior of the NS, triggering cooling processes that produce MeV
neutrinos. These neutrinos can escape the dense magnetar environment, carrying away significant amounts of energy.
The burst of neutrinos generated in this way is thought to reach energies of ~ 1038 erg and may contribute to magnetar
outburst cooling (Coti Zelati et al. 2017; Camero et al. 2014; Scholz et al. 2014).

Beyond the MeV neutrinos, MGFs may also produce high-energy neutrinos via mechanisms like proton-proton
and photo-hadronic interactions. The production of these neutrinos is contingent on conditions such as particle
acceleration and baryon loading in the magnetosphere during or shortly after flares. Detections of high-energy neutrinos
in coincidence with MGF's or other magnetar activity would provide critical insights into the flaring mechanisms,
particle acceleration, and dynamics of the magnetosphere in extreme field. However, it is likely current instruments
lack the sensitivity to detect these signals fort all but the brightest and nearest events (Negro et al. 2024; Beniamini
et al. 2024).

Lastly, several emerging areas of study relevant to TDAMM magnetar science are important besides MGFs. These
include:

e Fast radio bursts (§3.10) and magnetar glitches — Glitches are rapid spin changes of the magnetar associated
with poorly-understood superfluid components inside the neutron star. Strong X-ray timing anomalies of the
rotation in the magnetar as revealed by NASA NICER’s unique long-term and frequent monitoring capabilities
(also aided by NuSTAR’s timing ability) is vital to uncovering such phenomena. More strikingly, these glitches
have been recently been found to be contemporaneous with fast radio burst-like emission and soft gamma-ray
activity (e.g., Younes et al. 2023; Hu et al. 2024a).

e Magnetar “outbursts”, which are enhanced and transient states of activity of soft and hard X-ray activity.
The unknown rate and physics of such outbursts is relevant to understanding the crust and field evolution of
magnetars, and formation channels as the potential lifetime of such outbursts is short.

e Detailed observational study and theoretical models of magnetar bursts fireballs, some of which seem associated
with fast radio bursts. A major open question is why only a small fraction of magnetar X-ray and soft gamma-ray
bursts result in a fast radio burst.

e Solid state physics of the magnetar crust, how it relates to magnetar activity, and how magnetar observations
can inform the nuclear+condensed matter physics of the crust. For example, transient plastic flows of the crust
have been inferred in X-ray studies by NASA’s NICER (Younes et al. 2022).

e Studies of emerging class of long-period radio transients, a subset of which are likely aged magnetars (Caleb
et al. 2022; Hurley-Walker et al. 2022, 2023; Beniamini et al. 2023; Cooper & Wadiasingh 2024; Caleb et al.
2024; Wang et al. 2024; Lee et al. 2025; Men et al. 2025). This new sources couple to the long-standing issue of
neutron star and magnetar formation channels, and radio emission mechanism or QED plasmas in magnetars.

Physics, Calculations, and Simulations Needed—Understanding magnetars and related phenomena requires the appli-
cation of radiation hydrodynamics (RHD), Monte Carlo methods and plasma physics. Models must extend beyond
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thermal evolution and account for boundary conditions, field evolution, and the cooling process that influences the
magnetar’s lifecycle. In the case of FRBs, “far away” shock models seem disfavored based on scintillation studies of
repeating FRBs and polarization behavior in some FRBs. Thus it is likely the FRB phenomenon is magnetospheric,
but the issue is still open.

Condensed matter or solid state physics of the magnetar crust needs theory development and support, particularly
related to plastic flows and crust physics of quakes.

Simulations are challenging due to unknown initial and boundary conditions, and a lack of data on sources, making
it difficult to apply theoretical models effectively.

Diagnostics and Observables—More galactic and nearby FRBs would be valuable for gathering multiwavelength coun-
terparts, scaling observations, and determining efficiency of coherent radio wave production. X-ray energies from
these sources are typically orders of magnitude higher, providing constraints on the sources that can be observed. It
is important to distinguish between concurrent and non-concurrent observations to build a clearer understanding of
these events.

Ezisting and Future Facilities—For the QED studies the needs are outlined in Section 1.1.5, being sensitive, phase-
resolved, spectropolarimetric studies over the 0.1 to few MeV band. For transient studies, there is a need for more
MeV missions that can handle polarization measurements. COSI, while not designed for GRBs, and potential missions
like Polar 2 may be useful, though LEAP would have been the most effective option. Enhanced gamma-ray monitors
could probe the nucleosynthesis of nova brevis. Total monitoring of the X-ray sky would provide complete coverage of
flares, discovery of additional magnetars, and, with sufficient sensitivity, recovery of tails from extragalactic events.

We need automated identification of MGF's, both Galactic and extragalactic. With zero latency commanding, this
could allow recovery of the X-ray tail by NASA’s Swift-XRT and NICER. The greater sensitivity of AXIS allows a
longer delay, but this would still need a far faster response than the AXIS requirements. The nova brevis requires
rapid UV or optical observations, which could be performed with Swift, UVEX or ground-based optical telescopes.

Magnetar Emission Across the Spectrum—Long period radio transients, FRBs and other radio magnetars are an active
area of research. Efforts in the radio community is particularly focused on FRBs and long period radio transients.

Optical magnetar emission and pulsating IR emission have been observed, with JWST detecting some clear signals,
although not conclusively tied to other spectral components. Magnetars are generally radio-quiet, and IR emission
may be close to the surface if the emission process is coupled to the local plasma frequency. The relationship between
high plasma frequency and thermal X-ray emission remains an area of ongoing study.

Strong-Field Physics and Laboratory Studies—The physics of strong magnetic fields and pair creation, particularly in the
context of magnetars, is still not well understood. There is interest in connecting this area of study to the NSF and
DOE initiatives which focus on laser plasma experiments (e.g., NSF funded multi-PW laser facilities like ZEUS at the
University of Michigan and NSF OPAL, which is being designed at the Laboratory for Laser Energetics (Piazza et al.
2022)). While pair creation might be observable in a lab setting, experiments to study photon splitting and Landau
quantization require supercritical magnetic fields that are unlikely to be achievable in a laboratory frame. Therefore
magnetar observations are the best opportunities for observing this.

Disentangling the effects of plasma elements in the magnetosphere and birefringence, especially in lab experiments,
is another complex challenge that makes it difficult to isolate specific physical effects.

Challenges and Uncertainties—There are still significant uncertainties in these studies, including whether there is com-
monality between magnetars. That is, how does path-dependent physics and evolution influence magnetar emission?
Why do (observationally) some magnetars have different “personalities”? More examples are needed to quantify this
properly. Additionally, the radio astronomy community faces issues with data sharing, making it difficult to validate
findings for transients. Much controversy surrounded even the first FRB discoveries, with their astrophysical origin
not accepted by the community over a decade after discovery. Improved transparency and communication between
communities are necessary, as well as data sharing mandates for radio facilities and greater rigor or redundancy.

3.4. Neutron Star Mergers

Contributors: Floor S. Broekgaarden, Eric Burns, Gwendolyn R. Galleher, Jamie A. Kennea, Gavin P. Lamb, Stuart
Loch, Elias R. Most, Matthew R. Mumpower, Eliza Neights, David Radice, Lauren Rhodes, Peter Shawhan, Zorawar
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Wadiasingh, Gaurav Waratkar

Neutron star (NS) mergers will be the most commonly detected multi-messenger transients. Here, we use the
term NS merger with regards to both binary neutron star and neutron star-black hole mergers. The joint detection
of a binary neutron star merger in 2017 was mentioned in the long-term planning document of many of the fields
considered in this white paper. These events can be detected before merger through high-frequency GW observation.
Following the merger, relativistic bipolar outflows are launched which ultimately produce the prompt gamma-ray
burst signature seen with wide-field monitors such as those on NASA’s Fermi and Swift missions. These jets continue
to propagate outwards, building up a shock front within the surrounding material. These external shocks cool via
synchrotron emission which emit across the electromagnetic spectrum which have been observed with major NSF,
DOE, and NASA facilities (e.g., Fermi, Veritas, Swift, Gemini, Karl G. Jansky Very Large Array, ALMA, etc).
Separately, when disruption of the neutron star(s) occur(s), the ejected neutron star matter has the ideal composition
to form the heaviest elements on the period table via the r-process. This merger ejecta is initially opaque, leading to
a thermal transient referred to as a kilonova. Over a period of days to weeks the kilonova is expected to change color
as a result of the different r-process elements present in the ejecta, before fading below detection limits. With the
r-process producing hundreds of exotic, unstable nuclei that cannot all be produced by terrestrial means, neutron star
merger observations presents the unique opportunity to constrain the properties of heavy nuclei that could otherwise
be inaccessible (e.g. the fission properties of neutron-rich actinides or the nature of the closed neutron shell at neutron
number N=126).

Observation: The characterization of these events takes full use of most astronomical capabilities, as summarized
in Table 4 and described in the following text. In order to perform these detailed studies, the events must first be
discovered and then well-localized. Discovery can occur in many ways. Short duration GRBs, classically associated
with a merger origin, have been observed ~1,000 times, out to a redshift of z ~ 2.7 (Izzo et al. 2024). These are
discovered out by high-energy monitor facilities. Some facilities, such as INTEGRAL and Swift, provide precise
positions with discovery (Winkler et al. 2003; Gehrels et al. 2004). Other facilities, such as Fermi (Atwood et al. 2009;
Meegan et al. 2009), provide poor localizations, which require substantial follow-up efforts to identify their precise
position.

Gravitational wave observations currently have a more limited horizon distance and have identified two NS merger
events within a few hundred Mpc since 2017 (Abbott et al. 2017; Abac et al. 2024), however, next generation facilities
will detect these events to distances that are comparable to GRB observatories at significantly larger distances (~
10s Gpe Hild et al. 2010). GW detections typically have enormous localization regions. This requires enormous
follow-up campaigns to identify their precise position.

In principle, these events can be identified across the EM spectrum via their afterglow or kilonova signatures.
While some gamma-ray bursts have been discovered in wide-field optical surveys (e.g., via the NSF-funded telescope
Zwicky Transient Facility Andreoni et al. 2021; Ho et al. 2022), none have been associated with a merger origin.
Merger origin transients like kilonova have never been independently found via current ultraviolet, optical, and infrared
facilities, which are capable of detecting these transients within ~ 100 Mpc — comparable to the current gravitational
wave detection horizon for NS merger systems. This will change with the NSF and DOE Vera C. Rubin follow-up
observations, which can recover kilonova transient events to ~1 Gpc.

As gravitational wave interferometers improve in sensitivity, a greater fraction of electromagnetic counterparts will
be in the form of GRBs and their afterglows. This is due to the increased sensitivity for joint GW-GRB searches, the
larger typical distance to GW detected events (making a positive identification of an associated kilonova increasingly
difficult as these transients fall below the threshold for ground-based spectroscopy), as well as an observational bias
in favor of identifying face-on GW events at larger distances.

In order to extract the most science from future observations of NS mergers, the community needs to work in
better collaboration to coordinate obtaining the best possible data sets. Steps have already been made to enable such
collaboration with the advent of Treasure Map'' (Wyatt et al. 2020). Treasure Map is a web interface that allows
different research groups to report the areas of GW localization regions that they have observed in order to efficiently
cover the whole region and increase the probability of finding an optical counterpart.

11 https://treasuremap.space
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Mass Ejection

Ejecta Propagation

Combined

GRB Afterglow

Shock Breakout

Kilonova

Nebular Phase
Kilonova Afterglow
Kilonova Remnant

Inverse Compton

Spectrum
Polarization
Light curves

Spectra,
Polarization

VLBI

Light curves, spectra

Light curves
Spectra
Nuclear lines
Spectra
Light curves

Nuclear lines*

Broadband evolution

Phase Diagnostic Observation Inference
Pre-Merger Inspiral Radio Mass distribution, merger time distribution
& X-rays (Galactic Binaries?)*
Gravitational Waves Masses, spins, tides, merger time,
luminosity distance+inclination, sky location
Jets Prompt GRB Light curves Emission time, energetics,

Energetics, electron acceleration

Magnetic field strength, jet structure

Jet structure, circumburst density

Jet energetics, microphysics, particle acceleration
Geometry

Geometry, position

Jet launch time

Ejecta composition, mass and velocity, position
Temperature

Isotopic abundances, composition

Elemental abundances, composition
Circumburst density

Full isotopic abundance measurement

Microphysical parameters of the emitting regions

Table 4. The list of diagnostics and observables of key interest to study neutron star mergers. *denotes observations which
can be made non-concurrently, i.e., those which do not require coordinated observations of individual events.

Looking forward, the NS merger community can build on this work to further improve the accessibility of data and
information. We propose that this can be done in a number of ways. The first aspect derives from the data received
from LIGO/Virgo. In future runs when the expected NS merger rate is much higher, the follow-up community would
like as much information as possible such as the chirp mass and rapid parameter estimations. Having this information
in real time will enable real-time follow up strategy adjustments making a counterpart discovery more likely because
the community can adjust their expectations as to what sort of galaxy is the host or what the transient itself will look
like.

Building on the premise of Treasure Map for better communication across the GW follow-up community, we
recommend/ask that new infrastructure is developed in two ways. The first is that a platform is developed for access
to public data streams from facilities such as ATLAS (Tonry et al. 2018) and Fermi (Atwood et al. 2009; Meegan et al.
2009) to determine whether such facilities observed any of the localisation region and if so what limits/ candidates
were identified. The second is the ability to coordinate observations across multiple facilities via collaborative telescope
proposals. In Europe, the Opticon Radionet Pilot!'? was created to provide access to both radio and optical facilities.
Such efforts can also be performed through collaboration-based follow-up efforts such as the Gravity Collective where
as a collaboration time is acquired during open time calls by different members of the collaboration spanning a wide
range of facilities.

Through the aforementioned suggestions, the NS merger community will be able to get closer to achieving our
science goals. It has been clear from the LIGO/Virgo observing runs so far that there are fewer events than expected.
Therefore, moving forward, to extract the best science possible better collaboration and accessibility is crucial.

Future observatories: Unlocking this science requires a deep understanding of the physics occurring in these
events. The vast range of diagnostics makes this possible. This relies on the long-term investment by the NSF into

12 https://www.orp-h2020.eu/
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LIGO and the ground-based optical, infrared, and radio facilities. Follow-up observations for events without a GRB
counterpart will require the breathtaking sensitivity of the Rubin Observatory, enabled by the joint investment by
both the NSF and DOE. Full characterization and isolation of specific emission processes requires the power of the
full NASA fleet, including the investments in StarBurst, COSI, ULTRASat, and UVEX. Because of the overlapping
temporal and spectral range of GRB afterglow and the kilonova signature, these must be jointly modeled, as shown
in Figure 14. Once Swift ends it will be impossible to characterize kilonova from face-on events, which will be the
majority of observed kilonova.

NS mergers are unique in the breadth of fields, not just astrophysics, in which they impact. This makes observations
of them vital to provide key measurements for several questions of interest to the fields represented in this white paper.
Here, we highlight three such examples:

1. The extreme densities which exist within NSs. Currently, the NS equation of state is relatively unconstrained.
The equation of state of neutron stars (Section 1.1.3) will be probed with a strong radius dependence on when
neutron stars are disrupted in neutron star-black hole mergers and via an asymptotic limit for the maximum
mass of a neutron star. This corresponds to the highest rung of the cosmic density ladder proposed in the Long
Range Plan for Nuclear Science (Aidala et al. 2023).

2. NS mergers detected via gravitational wave facilities can be used to perform precision cosmology. The gravi-
tational wave detection gives a measurement of the luminosity distance and, upon the detection of an electro-
magnetic counterpart, one can identify the host galaxy and make an independent redshift measurement. Thus,
these events will be key for distance determination and thus be utilized as a measurement of the expansion rate
of the universe (Section 1.1.2). With large enough sample sizes, they will ultimately provide the a precise and
independent measurement on the shape of the universe, the equation of state of dark energy, and questions on
cosmology which are not yet well founded.

3. NS mergers are clearly an important r-process site but it remains unclear whether they are the dominant site of
heavy element production in the Universe (Lattimer & Schramm 1974; Eichler et al. 1989; Abbott et al. 2017).
With only a handful of spectroscopic kilonova studies made so far, more events and detections are needed to
understand the abundance of r-process elements synthesized within NS merger ejecta, the degree of mixing for
these heavy elements within their host galaxy, and the range of the delay time distribution for NS mergers. All
of which are required to identify if NS mergers alone are sufficient or if additional for r-process sites are needed
to explain observations (see Section 1.1.1).

4. Finally, NS mergers are a unique opportunity to study neutral plasma out of thermal dynamic equilibrium
(Section 1.1.6). Weeks after merger the ejecta slows and individual atomic (and possibly molecular) lines can be
discriminated through careful observations with extremely sensitive facilities like JWST. However, this plasma
has left LTE, and we require new modeling to make use of these observational capabilities.

In order to understand NS mergers observations across the electromagnetic spectrum are required in addition
to those by gravitational waves. Identifying mergers in gravitational waves and finding their host galaxies across a
broad redshift range informs on the formation channels that allows the merger to occur in the first place. Once the
merger has taken place, the fastest out-flowing component is from a highly relativistic jet (Mooley et al. 2018). The
jet observed is the source of the GRB component, and therefore observed from the earliest times, if viewed on axis and
appears later, with no prompt emission, for far off-axis systems — except that GRB 170817A accompanied the off-axis
GW170817, however, this GRB is unusually faint and difficult to reconcile with a jet origin under simple assumptions
(e.g. Lamb & Kobayashi 2018), but see Ioka & Nakamura (2019) for the spectral modifications required to explain
GRB 170817A as being an off-axis viewed GRB. It is unknown what the lateral structure of the jet is because, for
on-axis systems, the core of the jet dominates the observed flux over any less energetic wider component. To date,
there is only a single off-axis event (GW 170817) that has allowed for the lateral jet structure to be studied in detail,
and with only a single event, it is impossible to determine whether GW170817 is indicative/typical of the NS merger
population. Understanding the jet structure is needed to measure the merger GRB luminosity function and the rates
of NS mergers (Hayes et al. 2023), additionally, knowing the jet structure to a higher degree of confidence will break
the GW distance-inclination degeneracy, and increase the precision of any cosmological measurements (Mastrogiovanni
et al. 2021). From knowing the local rates, it will be possible to determine whether NS mergers can be the singular
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Figure 14. The afterglow of a structured jet, including a cocoon component, and a two-component kilonova. Solid lines indicate
the combined lightcurves at u- and i-bands for observers at 0.0, 15.0, and 30.0 degrees from the jet central axis. No bright
GRB is expected for the two off-axis cases (at 15 and 30 degrees). The models are plotted using typical merger parameters for
a source at a redshift, z = 0.05. Models are from Redback (Sarin et al. 2024).

site of r-process nucleosynthesis within the local Universe or whether multiple sites are required. Despite knowing that
NS mergers are a site of the r-process, it is not known whether all NS mergers produce all of the r-process elements or
what effects the NS(s) progenitors have on the production abundance of these elements.

Simulations: Currently, kilonova simulations are clustered in a narrow region of parameter space. Nuclear physics
uncertainties are definitely underestimated in all models. As a result, it is dangerous to marginalize over these models,
because the resulting uncertainties are not representative or reasonable. More support for computation is required
because more simulations (i.e., a larger grid of models as well as simulations from different groups), allows for a more
complete picture of possible outcomes and therefore assists observers in deciding what to pursue. There are several
other areas of uncertainty present in these models, the model inputs, and in the properties of the mergers (mass, spin,
object type) which often occur. Kilonova models are only rarely tied to the output of merger simulations, typically
assuming spherical ejecta. Observers will often combine two kilonova models (e.g. a red and blue) and match them to
their data, ignoring the respective geometry of the components which can produce this (e.g., “red” ejecta would block
any signal from “blue ejecta”). The vast majority of observers are not even aware of these limitations.

Simulations for jets are even less mature. Few merger simulations produce collimated outflows at the poles.
Some teams have had success here, but almost none produce relativistic outflows. Modeling of accretion and the jets
face similar difficulties as those in AGN and XRBs, with the added difficulty of extreme velocities, which are poorly
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modeled. The energy density in GRB jets is unmatched, and also not understood. A concerted effort in this area is
required for major progress.

Currently there is a significant lack of publicly-available models examining the electromagnetic counterparts to
NS mergers which observers could use to narrow down what they should be looking for in their survey data. The
models that are available are often scalings of GW170817, or vary widely due to the different choice of physics to
include, assumptions to make, and method of implementation (see e.g., Sarin et al. 2024, for the largest public, but
still incomplete, collection of transient models, including those relevant to multimessenger studies). Even models
with low confidence are useful as long as comprehensive uncertainties are provided. Furthermore, for any given
astrophysical model used in producing a theoretical light curve, there are additional uncertainties from the nuclear
physics data assumed. Even before considering such alternative nuclear physics data, simulations of NS mergers have
large uncertainties, and thus independent models from different simulation / nucleosynthesis groups are needed.

In Table 4 we provide an overview of the observations that can be made of NS mergers, what these observations
study, and the subsequent physics that can be inferred.

Finding: The breadth of science possible with TDAMM studies of neutron star mergers is un-
matched. However, unlocking these advances requires full understanding of these events. While
we benefit from numerous observables which carry complementary diagnostics, the multiphysics
problems are immense. Only a strategic and dedicated end-to-end effort in this area is likely to
succeed, which must include astrophysicists from observers to theorists as well as scientists from
several disciplines.

Fortunately, it is possible to separate the study on NS mergers into distinct regions based on timescale and/or
wavelength range. The detections of gravitational wave emission with LIGO/Virgo alone, without any electromagnetic
counterparts, can be used to infer the properties of compact object binary systems as a function of distance as well as
their masses, spins, and other system parameters. As the LIGO/Virgo interferometers continue to be upgraded, such
measurements will be made over greater distances allowing for studies at the population level. The NS merger rate
as a function of distance/redshift is particularly important in understanding the formation pathways of such systems.
The merger rate as a function of redshift will provide answers to the possibility of multiple evolutionary pathways that
can result in a significant fraction of the total NS merger population.

When the gravitational wave detections are combined with detections of prompt GRB emission, or deep upper
limits, it becomes possible to measure the GRB luminosity function, and infer the presence of a long lived NS remnant
through extended emission. The time delay between the inspiral and the prompt emission tells us about the collapse
timescale of the central compact object/remnant as well as the jet launching timescale. After the prompt emission
has faded and the afterglow becomes visible, multi-frequency, high cadence observations are necessary to infer the jet
micro- and macrophysics including the kinetic energy and circumburst environment. For particularly bright events
and nearby, very long baseline radio interferometry can be used as an independent measure of the jet size, velocity
and viewing angle. Afterglow monitoring is also vital in order to subtract it from the optical/UV /IR counterpart to
then search for a kilonova. Once the kilonova signature is isolated, spectroscopic observations can isolate the telltale
features of r-process elements within the merger ejecta.

Successful interpretation of the observations will be greatly aided by the forthcoming measurements on exotic nuclei
at the DOE’s Facility for Rare Isotope Beams (FRIB), directed studies for atomic spectroscopy for line interpretation,
handling of non-local thermodynamic equilibrium, and improved modeling of matter effects in gravitational wave
inspiral. It will consistently be informed through iterative enhancements of the high-energy laser facilities, to the
ultimate goal of generation of a pair plasma. All of these advancements will need to be properly modeled and integrated
via simulation of the inspiral through merger and mass ejection, then carrying these results through nuclear reaction
networks and propagation to kilonova emission. While the current piecewise approach can provide important
insights, consistent physics across each stage with end-to-end simulations is ultimately needed to pin
down predictions, and is only possible with a large-scale strategic effort.

3.5. Nowae

Contributors: FElias Aydi, Catherine Deibel, Phong Dang, Falk Herwig, Rebekah Hounsell, Jamie A. Kennea, Hendrik
Schatz, John A. Tomsick
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Accretion onto a white dwarf in a binary system leads to various time-domain nuclear astrophysics outcomes
depending on the accretion rate. When the accretion is high enough to allow for stable hydrogen-burning white dwarfs
could accumulate enough mass to reach the Chandrasekhar mass. This is the classical single-degenerate path to
thermonuclear explosion. However, recent advances in stellar evolution simulations have demonstrated that the mass
accumulation rate may be limited or even negative in this scenario due to the repeated occurrence of He-shell flash
on the white dwarf surface triggering mass ejections as part of a reverse common envelope due to the accumulation
of He as H-burning ashes (Denissenkov et al. 2017). Interestingly, while exposing new challenges to this supernova
type la progenitor scenario the simulations predict an entirely new convective-reactive nuclear astrophysics site for the
intermediate neutron-capture process. The understanding of this novel nucleosynthesis is still rapidly evolving. For
example, intriguingly, it has been suggested to be along with the r process revealed through the well-known 2.6MeV
~ ray emission from thallium-208 that could be detected by future MeV telescope missions (Vassh et al. 2024).

At lower accretion rates, novae errupt on much shorter time scales when hydrogen from a donor star accretes to
a threshold value on the surface of the companion white dwarf (WD). Upon reaching this threshold a thermonuclear
runaway reaction ensues resulting to the ejection of the accreted material from the WD in an explosive outburst. Nova
are recurrent transient events, with the rate of recurrence dependent on the system and ranging from years to decades
to centuries. Novae are bright, energetic events that occur more frequently than other transients. The paths forward
to understanding many astronomical phenomena start with understanding novae:

e Shocks: For example - the unexpected discovery by the Fermi Large Area Telescope (LAT) of powerful gamma-
ray emissions from novae (V407 Cyg, V1324 Sco, V959 Mon, V339 Del), indicating that shocks to play a bigger
role in nova explosions than previously believed. We still do not fully understand the nature of the shocks and
how they relate to the mass-ejection mechanisms of the envelope.

Observations and better understanding of these nearby common transients may help test the hypothesis that
SLSNe and other stellar explosions are also shock-powered. In stellar explosions, the breakout of shock radiation is
the very first EM signal that reaches the observer, and it carries a wealth of information about the exploding star.
What can we learn about the largely unconstrained population of SN progenitors from systematic observations
of shock breakouts across the EM spectrum?

To continue the progress in this field will require: (1) GeV-TeV gamma-ray monitoring capabilities with high
sensitivity to enable time-resolved light curves and spectra; (2) high-cadence photometry and spectroscopy of
Galactic novae to correlate with the shock-powered emission and better measure the mass-ejection history of the
white dwarf; (3) sensitivity to lower energy ~GeV-—TeV neutrinos to confirm a hadronic origin for the gamma-
ray emission; (4) coordinated near-simultaneous multi-wavelength observations to understand the role of shocks,
particularly at hard X-rays which are less attenuated than softer X-rays; (5) infrared spectroscopy to understand
the role of dust production in novae and its connection (if any) to shocks.

Such investigations will require significant coordination and development of infrastructure.

e Accretion: Accretion disks play an important role in the liberation of accretion energy and are poorly under-
stood in terms of viscosity and geometry. Disk instabilities, likely caused by temperature and ionisation changes
that cause viscosity changes, show up as transient outbursts. In addition, smaller scale variability at many differ-
ent time scales probes the physics of the accretion discs. Finally, accretion onto white dwarfs can lead to ejection
of material in jets (as is the case for neutron stars and black holes) and even behavior as ”pulsar” as in the system
AR Sco. Again, different binary systems can lead to accretion of different composition, allowing better constrain-
ing of the accretion physics that should depend on composition. Future progress on understanding accretion discs
requires (1) wide field surveys (in optical/IR and UV) to find the outbursts and coordinated including (2) real
time detection of transients and (3) fast multi-wavelength and multi-messenger follow-up including UV (which
is not/hardly available); (4) long cadence and high-precision photometry to unravel the complex variability. The
option for polarimetry on (new) instruments should be considered.

e Nucleosynthesis: The thermonuclear burning powering a nova explosion produces a range of isotopes and
elements that are ejected into space. In so called Ne novae, where neon is dredged up from the white dwarf and
mixed into the nuclear burning layers, elements up to Ca or beyond can be produced. The exact element range
and nucleosynthesis endpoint remains to be determined. The contribution of Novae to galactic nucleosynthesis
remains an open question. Novae are likely significant sources of lithium (see below) and the neutron-rich stable
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isotopes *C and '°N. They may also contribute to the Galactic inventory of fluorine or phosphorous, and the
Galactic abundance of long-lived radioactive 26Al that is observed by 4-ray observatories. Novae may also
produce shorter lived radioactive isotopes such as '8F and 22Na that could be observable in Nova ejecta and are
a prime target for the upcoming COSI mission. Unlike the abundances of stable elements, the abundance of
radioactive isotopes can be directly inferred from the observed «-ray flux, and is much less affected by the complex
inhomogenous structure of the ejecta and its varying stages of ionization. As such they would provide a direct
data point to validate models of thermonuclear burning. Novae may also be sources of pre-solar grains found in
meteorites. In particular rare classes of SiC grains with isotopic enrichment of neutron rich stable isotopes of
carbon, nitrogen, silicon, which are produced by the decay of radioactive proton rich isotopes produced in the
explosion, have been associated with a nova origin.

Because novae are nearby, can recur, and have a wealth of diagnostics, they are mini-laboratories for understanding
many key processes in our universe, including those of direct interest for other transients. These objects are progenitors
of thermonuclear supernovae, and the physics involved in their burning is similar. Indeed, modelers which work on
one often work on the other. The accretion onto a white dwarf allows for a separate situation of accretion onto denser
objects, giving a separate regime to study accretion codes. This is also one of the few scenarios where nuclear burning
can occur without being obscured, which is a unique opportunity to study these processes.

Forthcoming opportunity: Nuclear experimentalists will measure the necessary information on all relevant
reactions for nucleosynthesis in novae in the next few years (Long Range Plan for Nuclear Science). NASA will launch
COSI in 2027, which will directly detect the nuclear lines from these events. Together these allow determination of
the full isotopic yield distribution, and understanding novae becomes a plasma problem. As high-energy lasers can
now emulate conditions on the surface of a white dwarf (though not during accretion nor burning), a confluence of
several fields results in a unique opportunity to study multiphysics in the cosmos.

Finding: The nearby and recurrent nature of novae combined with a multitude of signatures
allows astrophysics to provide multiple diagnostics to understand these events. When combined
with the eminent understanding of relevant nuclear physics after decades of investment and new
capabilities of high-energy laser facilities, strategic and end-to-end study of these events will
bring a revolution in understanding these objects.

- Problems in the field: As it stands the field is stagnant, relying on outdated models which need improvement.
We need better abundance measurements. Optical spectra are difficult to model and nebular lines are not sufficient.
Early modeling of spectra is essentially hard.

3.6. Thermonuclear Supernovae

Contributors: Jennifer Andrews, Eddie Baron, Ryan J. Foley, Christopher L. Fryer, Aimee Hungerford, Bronson
Messer, Michael Zingale

Whereas core-collapse supernovae are powered by the gravitational potential energy released in the collapse of
a massive star, thermonuclear supernovae are powered by runaway nuclear fusion in a CO (Carbon-Oxygen) white
dwarf. The physics and explosive mechanism for such explosions is similar to that of novae and X-ray bursts where the
dominant uncertainties are the behavior of reactive flows in the deflagration or detonation regimes. These explosions
are believed to produce Type Ia supernovae. They match the spectra (early time line features O, Mg, Si, S, Ca with
growing features in Fe and Co). In these explosions roughly half of the C and O in the white dwarf is fused into Fe,
releasing an energy of roughly 10°! erg. Incomplete burning explains the strong Si, S and Ca features in the ejecta.

Thermonuclear supernovae play an important role in astronomy. They are one of the most luminous transients in
the universe (the most powerful explosions driven by nuclear fusion) and are important contributors to the chemical
evolution in the galaxy (they are the dominant source of iron peak elements). But they also play an important role in
physics. To 1st order, their peak emission can be empirically estimated, allowing astronomers to use them as standard
candles to probe the expansion of the universe (Riess et al. 1998; Perlmutter et al. 1999). Supernova observers Brian
Schmidt, Adam Riess and Saul Perlmutter received the Nobel prize for their work using thermonuclear supernovae to
discover dark energy via expansion of the Hubble diagram to great distances. However, astronomers now have a wide
range of tools to measure the Hubble constant and the different results suggest some tension in the measured Hubble
constant between different results (Di Valentino et al. 2021). This tension is likely due to an underestimate in the,
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Figure 15. A representation of the simulation and modeling required to understand thermonuclear supernovae. The integrated
loop contains the various stages of these events. In between each step are shown the relevant measurements, observables, and
knowledge required to integrate the adjacent stages.

often empirical, methods used to measure the expansion of the universe. An improved understanding of thermonuclear
supernovae would reduce the errors from supernovae measurements.

Finding: The most precise use of thermonuclear supernovae for cosmology are limited by sys-
tematics. This ties to the outstanding problem of understanding reactive flows. The importance
of these objects in astrophysics necessitates the investment to understand how they explode.

But thermonuclear supernovae are also important as tests in our understanding of reactive flows. Reactive flow
physics, turbulent or fluid flows where reactions (chemical or nuclear) occur, is critical in a wide range of applications
from the combustion engine and explosives to astrophysical transients (novae, X-ray bursts, thermonuclear supernovae).
The surface area of the burning front can play a key role in the rate of these reactions, a process that is often
extremely complex when the burning front is subsonic, a.k.a. in the deflagration regime. For plasmas and gases, the
deflagration regime drives turbulence and resolving this turbulence is critical in understanding the explosion. Studying
thermonuclear supernovae, which span between both deflagration and detonation regimes, provides an ideal test bed
of this physics.

What limits our ability to apply thermonuclear to astronomy and physics applications alike is the lack of under-
standing of the progenitors of these explosions, the nature of the ignition, and the reactive flow physics. For example,
although observations have shown that type Ia supernovae are produced by the thermonuclear explosion of a CO
white dwarf, it is unclear whether single-degenerate (CO white dwarf accreting from a main sequence star companion)
or double-degenerate (merger of two white dwarfs) progenitors dominate the observed explosions. It is also unclear
whether the implosion is driven as the white dwarf exceeds its maximum mass (Chandrasekhar limit for electron de-
generacy support) or if an explosive helium shell on top of the white dwarf drives the implosion. The entire evolution
of the thermonuclear explosion depends on this ignition.

If we would like to probe reactive flow physics with thermonuclear supernovae, we must first constrain the errors in
the uncertainties in the progenitor and the ignition process. With all of these uncertainties, current theoretical models
do not predict the tight correlation between rise/fall time of the light curve and peak luminosity that is assumed in
the use of type Ia supernovae as standard candles. Is this because our theory/progenitor understanding is incorrect,
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or is it because the uncertainties in the type Ia standard candle studies are being underestimated? As astrophysical
data improves, we can be much more precise with these physics studies.

Thermonuclear supernovae can benefit greatly from connections to the combustion and explosive community. A
number of numerical methods and analytic/experimental tests have been developed by these communities that may
lead to improved models and reduced uncertainties in calculations of the reactive flows in thermonuclear supernovae.
By building the connection between these fields, we can then use constraints from supernova observations to feed back
into the models used for combustion and explosives.

There are many observations of type Ia supernovae in the infra-red and optical. These observations are what
identified the CO white dwarf nature of type Ia supernovae. Improved observations, or the use of gamma-rays,
should allow determination of single or double degenerate progenitors for individual supernovae. But understanding
the nature of the ignition and evolution of the engine is more difficult to probe. UV and X-ray can probe the
nature of the progenitor through shock interactions with the circumstellar medium (mass loss, companion). But the
ignition mechanism and reactive flows are better probed through the **Ni production. If the implosion is driven by a
helium-shell ignition, some ®Ni will be produced on the outside. Although difficult to observe with UVOIR emission,
gamma-ray observations (e.g. the COSI instrument) will provide a direct probe of the distribution of °Ni, constraining
the nature of the explosion. As the observations of °*Ni become more precise, we can begin to probe the nature of the
reactive-flow physics in these models.

3.7. Tidal Disruption Events
Contributors: Tarraneh Eftekhari, Dheeraj R Pasham

The tidal disruption of a star outside a black hole’s event horizon, represented in Figure 16, (Rees 1988) offers
a unique opportunity to 1) probe the mechanisms governing jet launching and accretion disk formation for black
hole central engines, 2) constrain the demographics of supermassive black holes (SMBHs), and 3) measure black hole
spins. As multi-wavelength (and potentially multi-messenger) phenomena, tidal disruption events (TDEs) therefore
offer valuable insights into black hole physics.

The mechanisms driving the formation and evolution of relativistic jets is a long-standing problem in astrophysics.
And in few of these situations, being any combination of source, engine object, or jet-powering mechanism(s), do
numerical simulations converge. The formation of large, relativistic jets on human-observable timescales in a small
fraction of TDEs (Bloom et al. 2011; Burrows et al. 2011; Levan et al. 2011; Zauderer et al. 2011; Cenko et al. 2012;
Brown et al. 2015; Andreoni et al. 2022; Pasham et al. 2023) — in contrast to characteristic timescales of ~ 10° years
for AGN — offer a unique test of the Blandford-Znajek jet launching mechanism (Section 1.1.4). At early times, studies
of the accretion mechanism are afforded through X-ray observations which trace emission at the base of the jet, while
late-time observations of synchrotron emission from the forward shock provide valuable insight into the jet physics.
Moreover, X-ray observations of jetted TDEs on timescales of several hundred days post-explosion have revealed a
sudden cessation of jet activity, marking a transition to sub-Eddington accretion (Zauderer et al. 2013; Pasham et al.
2015; Eftekhari et al. 2024a). The recent discovery that a subset of TDEs exhibit a rebrightening in both the soft
X-rays and radio on timescales of ~ 1 year post-disruption may further implicate accretion state changes, in analogy
with X-ray binaries (e.g., Holoien et al. 2018; Cendes et al. 2024).

Comment: Tidal disruption events are large jets which turn on and off in an observable lifetime.
They provide a bridge between small and large jets, and are key events to probe jet and accretion
physics across different sources.

The dependence of the rate of TDESs on properties such as the black hole mass and spin, as well as the black hole
occupation fraction, further demonstrates the powerful probe of SMBH demographics afforded by TDEs. A better
understanding of how TDEs inform SMBH demographics requires knowledge of the underlying emission mechanism;
however, which remains poorly understood. Advancements in this area can be achieved by combining hydrodynamic
simulations with detailed modeling of the electromagnetic radiation. Mid-range GW observatories will detect tens of
thousands of events, many of which will be observed by EM surveys such as LSST, providing valuable constraints on
the black hole mass function (Pfister et al. 2021). Black hole spins can similarly be probed through quasi-periodic
oscillations in the observed X-ray flux from TDEs which enable a measurement of the inner radius of the accretion
disk and hence black hole spin measurements (e.g., Pasham et al. 2019). This requires high-cadence monitoring with
sensitive X-ray facilities.
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Figure 16. A summary of the processes and stages involve in a tidal disruption event Komossa (2015)

Finally, TDEs may serve as natural sites for neutrino production via charged pion decay of ultrahigh-energy cosmic
rays (UHECRs; Dai & Fang 2017; Hayasaki & Yamazaki 2019). Jetted TDEs, which can accelerate protons to 102°
eV, may constitute a significant source of UHECRs in the universe (Farrar & Piran 2014). The interaction between
non-thermal X-ray photons from the jet and UHECRs should lead to the production of high-energy neutrinos (Wang
& Liu 2016). However, the birth rate of jetted TDEs, coupled with fiducial estimates for non-thermal emission from
relativistic jets, cannot account for the observed IceCube neutrino flux (Dai et al. 2017). On the other hand, targeted
searches for TDEs that are spatially and temporally associated with IceCube events may yield more promising results
(Fang et al. 2016). To date, several candidate TDE-neutrino associations have been proposed (e.g., Stein et al. 2021;
Yuan et al. 2024), suggesting that mildly relativistic outflows may also serve as sites for neutrino production. Perhaps
most strikingly, these TDEs all exhibit dust IR echoes, indicating that the presence of dust may play a key role in
high-energy neutrino production (Jiang et al. 2023). The promise of upcoming optical surveys like LSST will enable
a much larger sample of TDEs with IR dust echoes, facilitating targeted searches for contemporaneous and spatially
coincident neutrinos, and potentially revealing the origin of high-energy neutrinos.

A new class of repeating extragalactic nuclear transients (RENTs) associated with TDEs have also been uncovered
in the past 5 years. These manifest primarily in soft X-ray band (0.2-10.0 keV) and have recurrence timescales of
minutes to years. These are known in the literature as (soft) X-ray quasi-periodic eruptions (QPEs; (e.g., Arcodia
et al. 2024b)), quasi-periodic outflows (QPOuts; Pasham et al. (2024b)), quasi-periodic oscillations (QPOs; (e.g.,
Pasham et al. 2019; Masterson et al. 2025)), and repeating TDEs (e.g., Liu et al. 2023; Pasham et al. 2024a). One of
the prevailing ideas for RENTs is that they are triggered by interactions of a gravitationally bound (smaller) object
with the accretion disk of a supermassive black hole (SMBH) presumably formed after a star (third object) is tidally
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disrupted. If that is indeed the case, then some of these extreme mass ratio binaries could also be detectable with future
space-based gravitational wave detectors like LISA and Taiji, and have the potential to transform our understanding
of supermassive black hole growth, probe dark energy, and put fundamental constraints on gravity.

Currently, there are about two dozen RENTs known and the recent association of RENTs with TDEs unveiled
via high-cadence soft X-ray observations with NICER (e.g., Liu et al. 2023; Pasham et al. 2024b,a; Nicholl et al.
2024) presents a unique opportunity to discover more by following-up optically-selected TDEs in soft X-rays. While
the fraction of TDEs that end up as a RENT is currently unknown, current estimates put that number around 10%
(Arcodia et al. 2024b; Linial & Sari 2023). To successfully detect RENTs via TDE follow-up an X-ray telescope should
have good response in the soft X-ray (0.2-10 keV) band and must be able to monitor sources over a wide range of
timescale to identify the periods of RENTs. The current intrinsic rate of QPEs (one of the 4 known RENTS) based
on 4 sources from eROSITA is 0.6*7 ,x107% Mpc= (Arcodia et al. 2024b)-roughly 10% of the TDE rate (Yao et al.
2023). Thus, Rubin follow-up of hundreds of TDEs in the coming years with a soft X-ray telescope would usher in a
era of discovery and characterization of dozens of RENTs.

3.8. X-ray Binaries

Contributors: Eric Borowski, Ed Brown, Alejandro Cdrdenas-Avendarno, Robert I. Hynes, Thomas Maccarone, Cole
Miller, John A. Tomsick

In this section we discuss accretion onto neutron stars and stellar-mass black holes, and the implications that
time-domain and multimessenger observations of these systems have for strong gravity, dense matter, and populations
of compact objects. We then discuss some of the advances possible with future TDAMM observations.

Comment: Neutron stars and black holes represent physical extremes in gravity, density,
and magnetic fields. X-ray binaries, due to proximity (and hence, brightness) and accessible
timescales, permit high fidelity studies of these topics in a variety of states. As a result, studying
compact objects in X-ray binaries gives us unique insight into fundamental physics as well as
astrophysics.

Compact object accretion is traditionally understood to occur due to a mutual orbit with a stellar companion. If
the companion has low mass (usually considered to be ~ 0.5 Mg or less), then stellar winds are weak (except when
the companion is in the giant phase) and thus accretion occurs via Roche lobe overflow, in which matter flows to the
compact object through the inner Lagrange point. This accretion can be active for a few hundred million years, and
transfer up to a few tenths of a solar mass. If instead the companion has high mass (several solar masses or more),
then Roche lobe overflow would be unstable if the compact object’s mass is less than or comparable to the mass of the
companion. Such systems are expected to exist, but they would be visible only for a short time. Thus mass transfer
for longer-lasting high-mass systems is instead expected to proceed by capture of a wind from the companion. Because
the companion has a large mass in this scenario, it has a short lifetime and thus active accretion is thought to last for
a few million years or less, and the total mass transferred is thought to typically be ~ 0.01 Mg or less. In addition
to these two traditional accretion channels, there is now interest in compact objects which have no nearby stellar
companion but are embedded in the accretion disks of active galactic nuclei. Observational and theoretical studies of
accreting compact objects show that, depending on the nature and rate of mass donation, there can be substantial
instabilities in accretion. One example is the so-called dwarf nova instability, which can occur in Roche lobe overflow
systems. The idea is that because the accreting gas inherits the high angular momentum of the companion’s orbit,
angular momentum transport is essential to bring the gas to the compact object, and the understanding over the last
three decades is that efficient angular momentum transport usually proceeds via the action of magnetic fields, which
in turn requires a high enough ionization fraction to couple to the fields. The dwarf nova instability then operates
in a system where (1) initially the disk temperature is too low for significant ionization and thus matter piles up
without spiraling to the compact object, thus (2) matter accumulates in the outer disk, and (3) eventually the higher
matter density leads to higher temperatures and higher ionization, so that (4) angular momentum transport is efficient
and the accumulated gas in the disk accretes rapidly onto the compact object. This process has been inferred from
numerous compact object binaries, over human timescales, which means that accreting stellar-mass compact objects
can be studied over a wide range of accretion rates.

We now discuss some of the fundamental physics that can be addressed using accreting compact objects, beginning
with strong gravity. Our current theory of gravity, general relativity, has passed all the tests that we have been able
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Figure 17. An artist’s annotated depiction of a low-mass X-ray binary (Image credit: Robert Hynes).

to perform. Nonetheless, the prediction of infinities in the theory, and its lack of formulation with quantum principles,
convinces most physicists that general relativity is only an approximation to a deeper underlying theory. Among the
questions we can then ask are (1) is general relativity accurate in all astrophysical situations, and (2) how do accretion
disks, and the underlying magnetohydrodynamics and plasma physics that drive them, work in strong gravity?

Time-domain observations can address these questions in several ways. For example, the accretion instabilities
discussed above lead to observed state changes, from accretion that generates radiation efficiently to accretion that
does not, from states with jets to states without, and so on. This gives invaluable information about how disks change
in different circumstances. In addition, the nature of the flow touches on fundamental predictions of gravity, such as
the existence of black hole horizons. Another key observation is the existence of quasi-periodic oscillations in the X-ray
emission from accreting neutron stars and black holes. Model consensus has not yet been achieved, but the sharp,
strong oscillations observed in these systems are representative of characteristic frequencies that could test gravity as
well as providing independent ways of measuring the masses and spins of the compact objects.

Multimessenger observations can also address questions about strong gravity. For instance, the observed shape
of the iron K line (a line produce by fluorescence in the innermost electron shell of iron) near a black hole depends
on details of strong gravity and the possible presence of dark matter, as well as on the nature of the accretion
flow and the angle of observation. Careful characterization of these lines thus provides essential clues to gravity
and the behavior of matter in strong gravitational fields. Key information about strong gravity has already been
obtained from gravitational wave and gamma-ray observations of the merging neutron star event GW170817, which
among other things demonstrated that the speed of light and the speed of gravity differ by no more than a part in
~ 10'. Additional information from gravitational wave events can be expected if we find definitive evidence of an
electromagnetic counterpart to a binary black hole merger, which requires the presence of matter such as in the disk
around an active galactic nucleus.

Turning our attention to dense matter, by which we mean matter near or beyond nuclear density, some key
questions include: (1) what are the properties of cold matter beyond nuclear saturation density, and (2) what are the
condensed matter properties of neutron star crusts? These questions require careful observations of neutron stars.
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In the time domain, the last fifteen years have seen major advances in our understanding of the properties of matter
beyond nuclear density (and in particular the equation of state [EOS], which is the pressure as a function of density)
from observations of massive pulsars, from the gravitational wave event GW170817, and from X-ray observations of
non-accreting neutron stars using NASA’s Neutron star Interior Composition Explorer (NICER), which have been
essential in measurements of neutron star radii, which is critical in constraining the EOS. One limitation of NICER
observations is that they focus on non-accreting and thus relatively X-ray dim pulsars. If X-ray bursters and rapidly
accreting neutron stars could be studied in the same way (and thus if current concerns about systematic model errors
can be overcome), the number of photons analyzed would increase by one to two orders of magnitude, which would
dramatically increase the precision of measurement. For crustal physics, important hints have been obtained by
watching neutron stars go through accretion instability cycles as discussed above, because the crust is heated and then
cools off in ways that present clues about the transport properties of matter under extreme pressure.

Multimessenger information about neutron star crusts could appear in various ways in the future. If continuous-
wave gravitational waves are detected from rotating neutron stars and these can be compared with the rotation
frequency determined using electromagnetic observations, then there will be two general possibilities. One is “moun-
tains” on neutron stars (no more than a millimeter high), which could be produced by pooling of accreted matter in
local maxima of magnetic fields, or crustal asymmetries. The other is the so-called “r-modes” (related to Rossby waves
on Earth), which are fluid modes in the star. Mountains would produce gravitational waves at twice the rotational fre-
quency, whereas gravitational waves from r-modes would have approximately 4/3 times the rotational frequency (and
the deviation from 4/3 would itself encode important information about neutron star structure and strong gravity).
Thus a comparison between the frequencies will give us a new window into neutron stars and dense matter.

The final topic that we feature in this section is the characteristics of compact object populations. Our census
is necessarily incomplete; for example, based on stellar evolution we expect that there are roughly a few hundred
million black holes in the Galaxy, and a few hundred million neutron stars, but of these we have only observed tens of
black holes and thousands of neutron stars. Even within this sample, there are puzzles emerging. For instance, black
hole masses inferred from accreting Galactic systems have lower masses and a broader range of spin parameters than
those observed via gravitational waves. The lower masses are understood in terms of selection effects, but the spin
distributions are less easy to explain. X-ray binaries also offer the only opportunity to study the combination of the
black hole mass, the black hole spin, the black hole natal kick, and the properties of a companion star. All of these
provide vital clues about the nature of the supernova explosions that produced the black holes.

To make further progress requires: larger samples of objects; better methodology/validation of methodology for
estimating black hole spins from electromagnetic data; better mass estimates; and better astrometric measurements.
The first requires continued wide-field monitoring. The second requires a combination of theory work and better
measurements via reverberation mapping of accretion disks to understand reflection-based measurements’ systematics,
along with precise parallax measurements and mass estimates to better constrain continuum measurements; and the
last two require a combination of more optical and radio data to obtain distances, radial velocity curves and ellipsoidal
modulation measurements, and ideally, astrometric wobble measurements for the best studied objects.

From the time-domain standpoint, one of the many population-based phenomena that can be explored is the
production of jets from accreting black holes and neutron stars. A growing body of theory work suggests that jets
require a large net vertical magnetic field, and with a few isolated exceptions among the neutron star systems, it is
largely born out that strong hard X-ray emission, indicative of a large scale height accretion flow and hence a large
scale height magnetic field occurs in conjunction with bright radio emission. The neutron star systems are less well-
understood, as the systems are both fainter and more rapidly variable. As new radio telescopes come on line, it should
be possible to grow our knowledge of the neutron star X-ray binaries’ jet properties.

The kinetic powers of jets and their compositions are something that is likely better studied in X-ray binaries
than in AGN, as is the question of the extent to which spin powers the jet production process. In X-ray binaries,
seeing outbursts which enter radiatively efficient states with little to no jet emission allows for constraints on the mass
accretion rates that are not possible in the same way in AGN, where the radiative efficiency is largely unconstrained
observationally. As a result, in the best cases, the instantaneous energy budget available to jets can be determined.
The observed kinetic power can then be constrained by multi-wavelength rapid variability measurements that show
the propagation of power up the jet and give size scale and opening angle information. Additionally, with multiple
methods possible for estimating black hole spins, and with direct information sometimes available about neutron star
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directions. These outflows release the prompt gamma-ray signature. This is followed by an external shock generated as the
jet propagates through the surrounding material, releasing synchrotron radiation across the electromagnetic spectrum. Credit:
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spins, it is possible in the X-ray binaries to make cleaner tests of the effects of spin on jet production, something which
is theoretically predicted, but for which the observational evidence remains ambiguous.

Multimessenger observations can help elucidate differences in black hole mass and spin distributions between
different samples. Are there, for example, truly different subpopulations represented in gravitational-wave samples
compared with black holes seen using electromagnetic ways? Is there a mass gap between neutron stars and black holes
at the birth of these objects (which would have implications for core-collapse supernova mechanisms)? And finally,
the origin of the highest-energy neutrinos yet observed (> 100 TeV) has provided hints that at least some might be
associated with blazars. Microblazars (powered by stellar-mass rather than supermassive black holes) exist in the
Galaxy, so state changes could provide indications about the way that such energetic neutrinos are produced; there
are tentative indications of neutrino emission from Cygnus X-3 already. Understanding whether jets are routinely
hadronic or leptonic in X-ray binaries may also have implications for the production of energetic neutrinos in AGN.

Overall, accreting neutron stars and black holes provide glimpses of fundamental physics and astrophysics. Major
progress has been made in recent years. However, the relevant communities are often separated from each other;
gravitational physicists and nuclear physicists, specialists in active galactic nuclei and stellar-mass black holes, are
often in different funding streams and thus do not interact as much as they could. Programmatic support for such
cross-disciplinary studies would dramatically improve our understanding of the universe at its most fundamental.

3.9. Gamma-Ray Bursts

Contributors: Eric Burns, J. Patrick Harding, Jamie A. Kennea, Gavin P. Lamb, Matthew R. Mumpower, Eliza
Neights, Peter Shawhan

The unexpected discovery of GRBs has been a boon for the study of the physics of the cosmos. The half-century
quest to understand their origin has had magnificent successes, including identification of a new way to explode
massive stars and one of only two confident multimessenger transients. Cosmological GRBs arise from collimated,
ultrarelativistic outflows, represented in Figure 18.
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Gamma-Ray Bursts are typically classified as short or long, based on whether the duration is below or above
a ~2s threshold. While the emission mechanism for the prompt GRB signature is not understood, most models
expect the prompt duration to be similar to the timescale of the accretion onto the central engine. Long GRBs arise
predominantly from collapsars, being a rare subset of core-collapse supernova, whose accretion timescale is at least
the freefall time of the core of the progenitor. Short GRBs arise predominantly from neutron star mergers, being
followed by kilonova. The accretion timescale of a neutron star is less than a tenth of a second. This was dramatically
confirmed with the joint detection of a neutron star merger through gravitational waves and a short GRB.

GRBs are of interest for several science questions in TDAMM. The jets produced in these events are the fastest
matter in the universe. These jets can be powered by rapidly rotating black holes, with the rotation imparted by
the cataclysmic end of the progenitor objects. The extreme rotation may allow for Blandford-Znajek, i.e., extraction
of the rotational energy of the black hole, in addition to the other jet powering mechanisms. Additionally, GRB
jets are similar to tidal disruption events, where a finite time the engine turns on and off. They are easier to study
than tidal disruption events because we have detected orders of magnitude more, and the differential spatial scales
allows for probing how jet and accretion physics may vary across black hole mass scales. Jets launched from neutron
star mergers propagate through clean environments, allowing for isolation of intrinsic effects as opposed to those
imparted by propagation. when combined with gravitational wave detection we get direct insight into properties of
the progenitor system and the central remnant. This, for example, can give us measurement of the black hole spin,
necessary to determine contributions from Blandford-Znajek. Further, such observations will allow us to probe whether
magnetars can form rapidly (as opposed to having their magnetic fields buried for decades), and whether magnetars or
neutron stars can power GRBs. These jets also release the prompt gamma-ray signature which are the most luminous
events since the big bang. Understanding this dissipation mechanism is a key question in this area of study,

Given the historic separation, it was then quite surprising to identify a kilonova signature following the long
GRB 211211A (Rastinejad et al. 2022), which was then followed by a similar situation for GRB 230307A (Levan et al.
2024). These events are something of a mystery. The host galaxy type and offset from the host galaxy require a merger
origin. The quasithermal signature in both cases are strikingly similar to the one following GW170817 which may
suggest a binary neutron star or neutron star-black hole merger. However, such events were not expected to be able
to produce ~100 s event durations. Past GRBs with a short spike and extended emission have been observed, which
may point to a magnetar origin. Some have adapted these models to explain these new events. Other approaches
include invoking fallback from a disrupted neutron star, or magnetically arrested disk models. Alternatively, these
events may instead arise from neutron star-white dwarf or black hole-white dwarf mergers. Discrimination between
these scenarios likely requires observations of one with GWs, pointing either to new knowledge of ultrarelativistic jet
physics or to a new GRB progenitor class which can be exploited as a new tool to study the cosmos.

The James Webb Space Telescope looked at late-time infrared spectrum of the kilonova following GRB 230307A.
Such a measurement has been long sought as the velocities of the ejecta at these times are sufficiently low to allow
for line identification, giving insight into specific elemental yields and inferences on the temperature and ionization
of the plasma. Indeed a line complex was seen, similar to one found following GW170817 (Levan et al. 2024). This
was interpreted as a Tellurium line, which would prove the event as an r-process event and preclude a neutron star-
white dwarf origin. However, while Tellurium is certainly the likeliest explanation, this interpretation is not fully
self-consistent with the physical parameters inferred from the lightcurve evolution, and our knowledge of atomic
spectroscopy is sufficiently limited that it is not a certain line identification. Thus, our current atomic knowledge is
limiting the scientific return of NASA’s flagship observatory.

3.10. Fast Radio Bursts

Contributors: Tarraneh Eftekhari, Jamie A. Kennea, Zorawar Wadiasingh

Fast radio bursts (FRBs) are millisecond-duration flares of coherent radio emission (Linscott & Erkes 1980; Lorimer
et al. 2007; Thornton et al. 2013), with an observation shown in Figure 19. Their large dispersion measures (DMs), or
frequency-dependent arrival times, indicative of electron column densities well in excess of Galactic values, point to a
primarily extragalactic origin. Despite several thousand detections to date (e.g., Macquart et al. 2020; CHIME/FRB
Collaboration et al. 2021; Law et al. 2024; Shannon et al. 2024), their origins (and emission mechanisms) remain
unknown, with progress in this direction largely inhibited by the dearth of well-localized events (which provide the
necessary astrophysical context and energetics; Eftekhari & Berger 2017) as well as the fact that a small fraction of
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events exhibit repeat bursts (so-called ‘repeaters’) while others appear as one-off events (Shannon et al. 2018; Andersen

et al. 2023).
1.5 W[F ! J'TW
i

i
|
{

A
il

ST
'ﬂ-w ..' !:. -.‘ | .nﬂ
{w‘&:“ g
it

g b '“|"‘||J g
; i1i'll'fl:1:\;ﬁ\f.ﬁh.|‘3 bt i N
) 44}m

Time after UT 19:50:01.63 (ms)

Figure 19. A fast radio burst, borrowed from Lorimer et al. (2007). The main image shows the direct frequency evolution,
with the decay due to dispersion by astrophysical plasmas. The inset shows the de-dispersed signature.

Prevailing theories for FRB sources implicate magnetars formed through core-collapse supernovae, driven primar-
ily by their preferential association with star-forming galaxies (Bochenek et al. 2021; Gordon et al. 2023; Sharma
et al. 2024), as well as their observational characteristics (e.g., high brightness temperatures, energetics, burst rates)
indicative of a compact object origin (Michilli et al. 2018; Dai et al. 2021; Pleunis et al. 2021; Nimmo et al. 2022;
Sherman et al. 2023; Bera et al. 2024). The discovery of an FRB-like event, and associated soft gamma-ray burst, from
a known Galactic magnetar SGR 193542154 on April 28th, 2020 established a definitive connection between magnetars
formed through core-collapse supernovae and at least some subset of FRBs (CHIME/FRB Collaboration et al. 2020;
Bochenek et al. 2020; Mereghetti et al. 2020; Ridnaia et al. 2021; Tavani et al. 2021; Li et al. 2021). On the other
hand, the association of one FRB with a globular cluster (Kirsten et al. 2022) and another offset from an early-type
elliptical galaxy (Eftekhari et al. 2024b) suggest that some events may form from magnetars produced through delayed
channels such as binary neutron star mergers or the accretion-induced collapse of a white dwarf (Margalit et al. 2019),
or alternatively delayed magnetar activity, e.g. associated with internal fields modified by superconductivity in an
aging neutron star (Lander et al. 2024). Technical upgrades to several FRB discovery experiments in the coming years
will facilitate a growing sample of precisely localized events with robust host galaxy associations offering key insight
into the sources responsible for producing FRBs and their putative connection to known classes of transients.

Separate from the progenitor question, the mechanism responsible for generating coherent radio waves remains
unknown, much like the case with pulsars despite decades of research. Broadly speaking, coherent radiation mechanisms
encompass emission by coherent oscillations of charges and fields, and kinetic instabilities (Melrose 1978), the properties
of which are governed by fundamental plasma physics in an extreme regime. The emission mechanisms for FRBs are
generally categorized into near-field and far-field models based on their radial proximity from the surface of the
neutron star or central engine. While near-field models typically invoke magnetic reconnection processes, electron-
positron pair cascades or coherent curvature radiation associated with the neutron star magnetosphere (e.g., Kumar
et al. 2017; Yang & Zhang 2018; Wadiasingh & Timokhin 2019; Lyutikov 2021), at large radial distances, proposed
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models suggest synchrotron maser emission produced via relativistic shocks (Metzger et al. 2019; Beloborodov 2020).
A key distinguishing feature between models is the size of the emitting region, with emission mechanisms originating
from close proximity to the central engine involving smaller emission sizes. Recent work probing coherent scintillation
scales from the non-repeating FRB 20221022A places constraints on the size of the emitting region of R < 3 x 10* km
(Nimmo et al. 2024). Coupled with the discovery of a swing in the polarization position angle of the FRB (Mckinven
et al. 2024), this event offers compelling support for magnetospheric models. Nevertheless, both models present
several challenges to our theoretical understanding of coherent radiation, challenges that may be addressed with the
anticipated large samples of FRBs in the near future.

Another challenge in understanding the physics of FRBs is the scarcity of multi-wavelength counterparts, despite
concerted efforts to detect them. Searches for long-lived counterparts have thus far led only to the discovery of compact
persistent radio sources (PRSs) associated with a handful of repeating FRBs (e.g., Chatterjee et al. 2017; Niu et al.
2022). Interestingly, in all cases, the FRBs have been localized to dwarf galaxies and exhibit large rotation measures,
indicative of highly magnetized surrounding media (Michilli et al. 2018). The PRSs have been largely interpreted as
synchrotron nebulae powered by a young magnetar central engine (Margalit & Metzger 2018). No other long-lived
counterparts have been identified to date.

On shorter timescales, there have been a small number of contemporaneous searches for prompt counterparts in
the optical, X-ray, and ~-ray bands (Cunningham et al. 2019; Piro et al. 2021; Hiramatsu et al. 2023; Cook et al.
2024; Kilpatrick et al. 2024; Pearlman et al. 2024). The only known prompt counterpart was the hard X-ray burst
detected from the Galactic magnetar SGR 193542154 with a radio-to-X-ray fluence ratio of ~ 107, suggesting that
such X-ray bursts are unlikely to be detected at the typical cosmological distances of FRBs with present-day X-ray
facilities. Archival searches for near-simultaneous radio emission from short GRBs have thus far led to non-detections
(Curtin et al. 2024), while a putative association was proposed for the binary neutron star merger GW190425 and
FRB 20190425A with a delay of < 2.5 hours (Moroianu et al. 2023). More recently, NASA’s NICER observed double
‘glitches’ in X-ray timing of the magnetar SGR, 1935+2154 bracketing a FRB-like event (Hu et al. 2024a) and spin
down enhancements (Younes et al. 2023), that is contemporaneous with X-ray and soft gamma-ray activity. Glitches
are rapid transfers of angular momentum of superfluid components of the neutron star, and are a poorly understood
phenomenon now clearly connected to some FRBs. Thus the interior dynamics of magnetized neutron stars, as well
as how they are coupled to radiative signals is a future avenue of study. This requires investment in theory and
observations, in particular continuous monitoring of Galactic sources in radio and high energy photons.

3.11. Fast Blue Optical Transients
Contributors: Anna Y. Q. Ho

Fast blue optical transients (FBOTs) were initially identified in archival optical survey data on the basis of their
unusually fast-timescale and luminous optical emission, as well as their blue colors at maximum light (Drout et al.
2014; Pursiainen et al. 2018). Since then, it has become clear that FBOTSs represent a wide range of stellar progenitors,
and that circumstellar interaction from enhanced end-of-life stellar mass loss likely plays a significant role in powering
the optical emission (Fox & Smith 2019; Leung et al. 2021; Pellegrino et al. 2022; Ho et al. 2023a; Khatami & Kasen
2024).

Although many FBOTSs have been spectroscopically classified as core-collapse supernovae (Ho et al. 2023a), a
particularly rapid and luminous subset appear to be a genuinely new phenomenon. The prototype was the transient
AT2018cow (Prentice et al. 2018), which—unlike typical supernovae—had extremely luminous emission across the
electromagnetic spectrum, from X-rays (Rivera Sandoval et al. 2018; Margutti et al. 2019; Ho et al. 2019) to radio
waves (Margutti et al. 2019; Ho et al. 2019). Since then, a dozen “AT2018cow-like” FBOTSs have been identified by
wide-field optical surveys. These events have an unusual combination of extreme physical properties: an enormous
explosion energy (Coppejans et al. 2020) due to a powerful “central engine” (likely an accreting black hole; Inkenhaag
et al. 2023); a tiny mass of ejected matter (Perley et al. 2019) and strong asymmetry (Maund et al. 2023) providing
visibility onto that long-lived central engine (Margutti et al. 2019; Ho et al. 2023b); and an asymmetric ambient
medium that is denser than a standard stellar wind by orders of magnitude (Ho et al. 2019; Nayana & Chandra
2021). The combination of central engine and high mass-loss rate has been suggested to imply a merger-triggered
explosion following a common-envelope phase (Metzger 2022), which would make them important test beds for poorly
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understood aspects of stellar evolution as well as the origins of gravitational-wave sources (as “failed” versions of the
black-hole binaries discovered by LIGO).

In addition, the visibility of the central engine from weeks (Margutti et al. 2019; Ho et al. 2023b) to years (Inkenhaag
et al. 2023; Yao et al. 2022) post-explosion provides an opportunity to study the formation of compact objects and
evolution of super-Eddington accretion disks (Chen et al. 2023): in other “engine-driven” transients (gamma-ray
bursts, superluminous supernovae) the engine remains shrouded from the observer by a high ejecta mass.

The combination of high energy and high ambient density forms a strong shock, probing an unexplored regime
of relativistic particle acceleration (Margalit & Quataert 2021), and providing an ideal environment for high-energy
neutrino production (Guarini et al. 2022). And finally, FBOTs produce near-relativistic jets (Coppejans et al. 2020;
Ho et al. 2023b): they are only the second such class known after GRBs, and they have different progenitors, lifetimes
(hundreds of days), and jet compositions.
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4. ACRONYMS AND DEFINITIONS

AAS - American Astronomical Society: The professional society for astronomers and astrophysicists in the
United States.

AGN - Active Galactic Nuclei: A bright and compact region at the center of some galaxies, powered by accretion
onto the supermassive black hole.

AMO - Atomic, Molecular, and Optical Science: The discipline of science focused on studying matter-matter
and light-matter interactions on the scale smal numbers of atoms. The field is responsible for many broadly used
technologies including atomic clocks and the laser technologies used in high energy density physics and in the
Laser Interferometer Gravitational-wave Observatory.

APAC - Astrophysics Advisory Committee: A FACA committee which advisors NASA on astrophysics

ASC - Advanced Simulation and Computing (DOE): The program responsible for the computational aspect
of nuclear stockpile stewardship for the National Nuclear Security Administration. At its onset, the initiative
was termed the Advanced Simulation and Computing Initiative (ASCI). The Office of Science version of this
program is called Advanced Simulation and Computing Research (ASCR).

APS - American Physical Society: The professional soceity for physicists in the United States.

AST - The Division of Astronomical Sciences (NSF): The National Science Foundation division responsible
for astronomy and astrophysics.

BAO - Baryon Acoustic Oscillations (astrophysics): A standard ruler useful for cosmological distance measure-
ments. They are now large fluctuations in the large scale structure of the universe, caused by acoustic waves in
the universe before the cosmic microwave background.

BLL - BL Lacertae or BL Lac (astrophysics): A type of active galactic nuclei.

CeNAM (DOE interdisciplinary): Center for Nuclear Astrophysics across Messengers is a large scale multi-
institutional and interdisciplinary center that connects the nuclear science community with the broad range
of disciplines required to advance TDAMM science.

Central engine (astrophysics): The engine which converts energy in order to power an explosion; e.g., the convec-
tive engine for core-collapse supernovae.

Corona (astrophysics): The diffuse outer layer of stars.

CMB - Cosmic Microwave Background: The relic radiation from the Big Bang, which now emits in microwave
(radio) wavelengths.

COSI - Compton Spectrometer and Imager (NASA Astrophysics): A nuclear spectrometer telescope slated
to launch in 2027

DESI - Dark Energy Spectroscopic Instrument (DOE OST): A telescope designed to measure spectra for
tens of millions of galaxies to precisely study aspects of cosmology including baryon acoustic oscillations. The
full five year survey is anticipated to be complete in 2026.

DOE - Department of Energy: The US Federal agency responsible for national energy policy and energy produc-
tion. Key components of the DOE to this white paper are the Office of Science and the National Nuclear Security
Administration.

FACA - Federal Advisory Committee Act: A federal law which governs advisory committees, referred to as
FACA committees.

FBOT - Fast Blue Optical Transients (astrophysics): Explosive transients somewhat similar to supernovae,
with high luminosities, fast temporal evolution, and blue emission (corresponding to a higher temperature).
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FRIB - Facility for Rare Isotope Beams (DOE NP): A new rare isotope accelerator user facility at Michigan
State University. First FRIB experiments have begun in Spring 2022. Once ramped up to full power, FRIB will
be the highest power rare isotope beam production facility in the world.

FSRQ - Flat-Spectrum Radio Quasars (astrophysics): A type of active galactic nuclei

GOF - Guest Observer Facility: An entity which helps manage observations and funding for the use of user facility
telescopes

GW - Gravitational Waves: Ripples in spacetime detected by LIGO and other interferometers. Gravitational
wave detections of astrophysical transients provides measurements on the cause of the explosion, which is often
obfuscated to electromagnetic observations due to the opaque plasma in the event.

GRB - Gamma-ray Burst (astrophysics): High-energy astrophysical transients produced by collimated, ultrarel-
ativistic outflows referred to as jets. These are the most luminous events since the Big Bang.

Hadronic (astrophysics): A source containing (or process involving) hadrons, most commonly protons (in addition
to electrons). Typically treat as antithetical to leptonic

HEDP - High Energy Density Physics: A relatively new multidisciplinary field which studies physics beyond
pressures of 1 Mbar.

Host galaxy (astrophysics): The galaxy which produced the associated transient / source. For example, NGC 4993
is the host galaxy of GW170817

ICF - Inertial Confinement Fusion: One of two approaches towards nuclear fusion, focusing on the use of high
intensity lasers to compress a fusion capsule to ignition.

Jets (astrophysics): Collimated, bipolar, relativistic outflows

JLF - Jupiter Laser Facility: An institutional laser facility run by Lawrence Livermore National Lab (LLNL).
Designed for high flexibility and direct user involvement (hands on). The JLF hosts the COMET, Janus, and
Titan laser systems.

Leptonic (astrophysics): a source containing (or process involving) only leptons, i.e. a pair plasma of electrons or
positrons. The absence of hadrons implies that we don’t expect a neutrino signal from this source, but we DO
expect a 511 keV annihilation line in gamma rays.

LIGO - Laser Interferometer Gravitational-wave Observatory: the US gravitational wave interferometers,
which have detected signals from compact binary mergers.

LLE - The Laboratory for Laser Energetics: In Rochester, NY, run by the University of Rochester. Hosts two
National Laser User Facility laser facilities called OMEGA-60 and OMEGA-EP. Founded and continuously
operated since 1970.

LMJ-PETAL - Laser Mega-Joule (France): The LMJ/PETAL laser facility contains the LMJ laser and the
PETAL laser which share the same target chamber. When used together they will reach 1 Mbar-1 Gbar and
100 eV-100 keV.

LTE - Local Thermodynamic Equilibrium: A condition in which temperature equilibrium exists between plasma
components (ions, electrons, radiation) that is confined to a region and time of the evolution of the plasma, rather
than existing everywhere. Implicit in this idea is that all electrons, all photons, and all ions can each be described
as unified populations at equilibrium.

LRP - Long Range Plan: The strategic planning document for nuclear science, operated under the NSAC

MPS - Directorate for Mathematical and Physical Sciences: The National Science Foundation directorate re-
sponsible for the fields of science of relevance here. Under MPS are the PHY and APS divisions.
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NASA - National Aeronautics and Space Administration: The US agency responsible for space-based assets

ngVLA - next-generation Very Large Array: A flagship radio facility prioritized in the astro 2020 decadal, under
the purview of the NSF

NIF National Ignition Facility: A 192 beam laser experimental facility delivering 2 million joules and 500 trillion
watts of power in a few ns to targets smaller than a pencil eraser, run by Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory.
The most energetic laser in the world, and the size of a sports stadium (> 3 football fields).

NLTE - Non-Local Thermodynamic Equilibrium: Very simply not in local thermodynamic equilibrium (LTE).
With more complexity, describes systems with multiple temperatures, or where ‘temperature’ does not have
meaning because there is no useful ‘average’ behavior. Can include multiple, widely varying populations of
electrons, or ions. A plasma system in which energy is entering / leaving or material is entering / leaving with
time (and within the ‘memory’ of neighboring material) is generally NLTE.

NLUF - National Laser User Facility: A variety of laser-systems across the country used for High-Energy Den-
sity experimental science and Inertial Confinement Fusion. Includes proposals from national laboratories and
universities which are competitively considered each year.

NNSA - National Nuclear Security Administration: The Department of Energy (DOE) agency responsible for
application of nuclear science to national security

NOIRLab - National Optical-Infrared Astronomy Research Laboratory: An NSF facility for optical and in-
frared astrophysics

Nuclear Region (astrophysics): The center of a galaxy (unrelated to nuclear physics), typically where the central
supermassive black hole is expected to be.

NSAC - Nuclear Science Advisory Committee (NSAC): An advisory committee that advises the DOE and
NSF on nuclear science

NSF - National Science Foundation: The US agency responsible for fundamental research and education (outside
of medical research)

ORION Laser Facility: A laser facility frequently used for non-local thermodynamic equilibrium high-energy density
experiments in Reading, UK.

OST - Office of Science: The Department of Energy (DOE) office responsible for general science research.

P5 - Particle Physics Project Prioritization Panel: The scientific advisory panel tasked with prioritizing future
investment in particle physics in the US.

PHY - The Division of Physics (NSF): The NSF division which covers most fields of science of relevance for this
workshop except non-electromagnetic astronomy and astrophysics.

Roman - Nancy Grace Roman Space Telescope (astrophysics): Formerly the Wide-Field Infrared Survey
Telescope or WFIRST, is going to be a NASA infrared space telescope with a 2.4m primary mirror with a
300 megapixel camera over a 0.28 square degree field of view and a spectrograph.

Rubin - Vera C. Rubin Observatory (astrophysics): Formerly known as the Large Synoptic Survey Telescope
(LSST), the Rubin Observatory will survey the night sky at unprecedented depth and will disseminate ten million
transient alerts per night.

Sub-Chandrasekhar (astrophysics): White dwarfs below the Chandrasekhar limit of about 1.4 solar masses, which
can produce different types of explosion properties, compared with Chandrasekhar mass white dwarfs.

Scale bridging (1): Using Ryutov or other methods to connect the mega-scales of astrophysical objects to the micro-
scales of the laboratory. Such that the microscopic object will reach similar radiation and material conditions as
the astrophysical object. Scale bridging (2): Also used to describe simulation methods that can predict properties
of objects at large, macroscopic scales while still modeling relevant processes at microscopic scales.
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UHECR - Ultra-High Energy Cosmic Rays (astrophysics): Cosmic rays (electrons, protons, nuclei) from the
cosmos with energies in excess of 1 EeV.

Ultrasat - Ultraviolet Transient Astronomy Satellite astrophysics): An ultraviolet satellite led by Israel,
with NASA participation

UVEX - The Ultraviolet Explorer (astrophysics): UVEX is a NASA MIDEX selected in 2021 for launch in
2030. It will cover a >10deg? field of view with two 150 Mpix cameras covering the FUV and NUV bands.
UVEX also includes a slit spectrograph that covers the FUV-NUV band with moderate spectral resolution.

WDM - Warm Dense Matter (HEDP): Cooler plasmas (<100 eV, 10,000 K; commonly <50eV) exceeding solid
density. Frequently related to planetary interiors.
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