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The production of heavy-mass elements due to the rapid neutron-capture mechanism (rprocess) is associated with astrophysical scenarios, such as supernovae and neutron-star
mergers. In the r-process the capture of neutrons is followed by β-decays until nuclear
stability is reached. A key element in the chain of nuclear weak-decays leading to the
production of isotopes may be the change of the parameters controlling the neutrino
sector, due to the mixing of active and sterile species. In this work we have addressed
this question and calculated β-decay rates for the nuclei involved in the r-process chains
as a function of the neutrino mixing parameters. These rates were then used in the
calculation of the abundance of the heavy elements produced in core-collapse supernova
and in neutron-star mergers, starting from different initial mass-fraction distributions.
The analysis shows that the core-collapse supernova environment contributes with approximately 30% of the total heavy nuclei abundance while the neutron-star merger
contributes with about 70% of it. Using available experimental data we have performed
a statistical analysis to set limits on the active-sterile neutrino mixing angle and found
a best-fit value sin2 2θ14 = 0.22, a value comparable with those found in other studies
reported in the literature.
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PACS numbers:
1. Introduction
The production of nuclei in the Universe is directly related to weak interactions between
neutrinos and matter. Neutrino interactions can exchange protons and neutrons, therefore they affect the neutron richness of baryonic matter and the production of light and
heavy nuclei.
Experiments with solar, atmospheric and reactor neutrinos have provided evidence
on the oscillations between three neutrino flavors caused by non-zero neutrino masses.1–7
Different collaborations as the short-baseline neutrinos oscillation experiments
LSND (Liquid Scintillator Neutrino Detector)8 and MiniBoone (Mini Booster Neutrino Experiment),9 reactor experiments10 and Gallium detectors11, 12 have published
results presenting anomalies in its collected data which suggest the possible existence
of at least one extra neutrino species the so-called sterile neutrino (νs ),8, 9, 11, 13–16
which is invisible to Z-boson decay and interacts exclusively in a gravitational way.
Data suggest a mass-square difference ∆m214 ∼ 1.3 eV2 and a mixing amplitude
0.1 ≤ |Ue4 | ≤ 0.22.10, 11, 13, 16–18 More recently, the KATRIN collaboration has reported
on the design of the TRISTAN module aimed at the detection of keV sterile neutrinos.19
Motivated by these experimental results, the consequences of the inclusion of sterile
neutrinos in different astrophysical scenarios are being examined. We are interested in
the effects due to neutrino oscillations upon rapid neutron capture processes (r-process)
that produce unstable nuclei which rapidly decay (mostly by β-decays) to reach stable
isotopes.
Astrophysical data suggest that the formation of nuclei should be related to processes
which took place at earlier stages of the evolution of the Universe and that continue to
occur at present.20 Complementary astrophysical environments for the production of
heavy mass nuclei include neutron-star mergers (NSm) and core-collapse supernovae
(SN),21–24 among other processes25, 26 . The ejecta from NSm have attracted attention
after the recent detection from LIGO collaboration.27–29
This work is organized as follows. In Section 2 we present the formalism needed
to compute the heavy nuclear abundances with the inclusion of the mixing between
neutrino mass eigenstates entering the neutrino flavor active sector and an extra sterile
neutrino, in two scenarios: core-collapse supernova and neutron-star merger. In Section
3 we present our results and in Section 4 the conclusions are drawn.
2. Formalism
The evolution of nuclear abundances is obtained by solving a set of coupled equations
that include different processes; such as, neutron capture, β-decay, fission, α-decay, αcapture, β-delayed, neutron emission, photo-dissociation, among others. In this Section
we describe the formalism of β-decay rates with the inclusion of one νs , and then present
the details related to the calculation of the nuclear abundances.
2.1. β-decay rates including neutrino oscillations
We start by writing the Hamiltonian density as mentioned in30 and,31 that is


µ
GF
Hβ = √ Vud Jµ L† + hc ,
2

(1)

where GF is the Fermi coupling constant, Vud = cos θCabibbo = 0.9738 ± 0.0005.32 Jµ
and Lµ are the hadronic and leptonic currents, respectively. The transition amplitude
is written as
Z
Aβ (n → p + e− + ν¯e ) = hp e− ν¯e | d4 xHβ |ni .
(2)
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In order to obtain
P the rate we need to compute Aβ . The electron-neutrino can be written as |νe i = j Uej |νj i, where Uij is the Pontecorvo-Maki-Nakagawa-Sakata (PMNS)
mixing matrix33, 34 and |νj i is the j-mass eigenstates. In order to reduce the number
of parameters entering the calculations, we have set Dirac’s and Majorana CP-violating
phases at zero.35, 36 Furthermore, and in order to perform the calculations, we follow37
and consider a Gaussian package with a radial spreading δ, that is
s
Z 3
d q~νe −(~qνe −~qνj )2 δ22 −ı~qνe ·~r+ıqν0j t
1
hν¯j | ψνj (x, t) = h0|
e
e
0
2qνj
(2π)3
(3)
×Vνj (qνj , sj ) ,

q νe ~
qνj is the spatial component of the
where ψνj is the field operator of the j particle, ~
tetra-momentum of the electron-neutrino (j-mass-eigenstate),38 Vνj is the anti-neutrino
q
Dirac spinor and qν0j =
|~
qνe |2 + m2j is the j-neutrino energy, and mj its mass (all
quantities given in natural units ~ = c = 1).
The final expression for the decay-rate is obtained after we write the currents of
Eq.(1) in terms of the particle and antiparticle fields, make all needed summations on
Lorentz and spin-indexes, and integrate on their spatial momentum. If we call Dj to
Dj =

|Uej |2 G2f |Vud |2
(2πmn )3

,

neglect non-diagonal contributions and take the limit δ → 0, we obtain a
s
Z b
X
ξj2 q
µj
O
Γβ =
Dj
+ 2 (M − x)2 − 4m2p m2n
dx 1 − 2
x
x
a
j
!
("
ξj2
µj
1
(M − x)x 1 − 2
+ 2
×
6
x
x


2 M
(M − x)2
+
(M − x) −
− m2p m2n
3
2
4
!#
ξj2
µj
−2 2
(1 + λ2 )
× 1+
x
x
)
−(1 − λ2 )mn mp (x − µj )

.

(4)

In the previous expression a = (me + mνj )2 , b = (mn − mp )2 , M = m2n + m2p , µj =
m2e + m2νj , ξj = m2e − m2νj , x = M − 2qp0 mn , and λ is the weak coupling constant
defined as the ratio of the axial vector and vector coupling constant.32 The calculated
neutron-decay-rate depends strongly on the mixing angle θ14 , and weakly on the masssquare difference ∆m214 (see39 for details). We worked in the 2 + 1 scheme and assumed
normal-mass-hierarchy for the neutrino-mass eigenstates,40 therefore the PMNS mixing
matrix takes the form


c13 c14 s13 c14 s14

−s13
c13
0  ,
U =
(5)
−c13 s14 −s13 s14 c14
where cij = cos θij and sij = sin θij . The oscillation parameters for active-neutrino
mixing were taken from40, 41 and,38 that is sin2 (2θ13 ) = 0.09 and ∆m213 = 2 × 10−3 eV2 .
The parameters for the sterile neutrino sector θ14 (mixing angle) and ∆m214 (difference

a There

is a misprint in the definition of the factor Dj given in ref.39 Therein mn → m3n in the
denominator, and ξj → ξj2 in the expression of Γ0β given in the same reference.
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between the squared mass values of the lightest neutrino mass eigenstate and the sterile
one) are allowed to vary. Comparing with the available neutron lifetime measurements
of,42 we found that the calculated rates remain within the accepted ranges for θ14 ≤ π/9.
Since we are interested in the impact of oscillations upon the r-process abundances,
we have recalculated the β-decay rates for 8055 nuclei involved in the r-process nuclear
network used as input of the differential equations that determine the nuclear abundances. Therefore, we use the expression given
in Eq.

 (4) to compute the nuclear rates
with the inclusion of neutrino oscillations ΓO
β−nuc
ΓO
β−nuc =

ΓO
β

ΓNO
β

as

ΓNO
β−nuc ,

(6)

is the β-decay rate without including neutrino oscillations.
where ΓNO
β
2.2. Calculation of heavy nuclei abundances
As mentioned in the Introduction, neutron-star mergers (NSm) and core-collapse supernovae (SN) are the preferred scenarios for producing heavy elements. In Table 1, a set
of the observational abundances and their sources is given for medium-heavy nuclear
masses in the range 120 < A < 200. The results are taken from.53, 56 There is a clear
concentration of the abundances (Y ) of nuclei around the double magic closure Z = 50,
N = 82, that is around the tin (Sn) region, and around the next double magic closure
Z = 82, N = 126, that is around the lead (Pb) region. However, the fraction of abundances corresponding to deformed nuclei (Eu,Tb,Ho,Tm,Lu,Re) add to approximately
0.40, which is non-negligible.
To perform the calculations we have chosen the r-java2.0 code, developed by the
Calgary University group.43–45 This code solves the nuclear r-process network coupled
to an astrophysical scenario. We have modified the inputs of the code to include the βdecay rates of Eq.(6), and the set of equations was solved for two different astrophysical
environments:
a) a neutrino driven wind in a core-collapse supernova (SN);
To characterize the neutrino wind, we have chosen the initial temperature as T0 = 3 × 109 K,
ρ0
where the initial density is ρ0 = 1011 g/cm3 and the
the density profile ρ = (1+t/(2τ
))2
expansion time-scale is τ = 0.1 s. The wind speed of expansion was set to Vexp = 7500 km/s
and the initial wind radius fixed at R0 = 390 km.41, 43, 44, 46–48
b) a neutron-star merger (NSm);
This environment was characterized by an initial temperature T0 = 3 × 109 K and the polytropic profile P = Kρ(n+1)/n where the polytropic index is fixed at n = 1.5 and K is constant.44 The initial density and the internal pressure were set to ρ0 = 1011 g/cm3 and P0 =
0.005 MeV/fm3 respectively. Finally, the expansion velocity was fixed at Vexp = 1.9×105 km/s
and the initial radius of the ejecta at R0 = 2 km.43, 49
In both environments, we have considered two different initial seed distribution
i) a distribution of mass-fractions corresponding to an entropy of 2.36 (s100 );50
ii) a nuclear statistic equilibrium distribution (NSE).51, 52
For the case ii) we have used, in the core-collapse supernova environment, an initial
electron fraction Ye = 0.3. For the neutron-star mergers we have considered two values
for Ye , namely 0.1 and 0.3, and performed a combination of both computed abundances
to obtain their final values, as done in.44, 51, 52
3. Results and Discussions
In this section, we shall describe details on the calculations, and advance the discussion
for two scenarios:
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Table 1. The observational abundances (Y )
extracted from different sources. The mass
(A), charge (Z), and the name of the element (E), are listed in the first three columns
for each nucleus. The fourth column indicates
the source of the data: average of solar and
meteoritic values (a); meteoritic based on CIchondrites (m); values extracted from theoretical models (t).53, 56 σ denotes the standard deviation of the abundances.
A

Z

E

Source

Y ±σ

127
130
132
153
159
165
169
175
187
192
193
195
197

53
52
54
63
65
67
69
71
75
76
77
78
79

I
Te
Xe
Eu
Tb
Ho
Tm
Lu
Re
Os
Ir
Pt
Au

m
m
t
a
m
m
m
m
m
m
a
m
m

1.10 ± 0.22
4.69 ± 0.33
5.46 ± 1.10
0.0984 ± 0.0106
0.0634 ± 0.0044
0.0910 ± 0.0064
0.0406 ± 0.0028
0.0380 ± 0.0019
0.0554 ± 0.0055
0.680 ± 0.054
0.672 ± 0.092
1.27 ± 0.10
0.195 ± 0.019

• Case I: abundances generated when only β-decay and n-captures are included in the network;
• Case II: the same of Case I with the addition of fission channels.
In Cases I and II, both for SN and NSm, we have studied the abundances for different
decay-times, (tsta ), towards stability. We have observed that, for (tsta = 0 s), a large
abundance of heavy elements with A > 200 is found. If tsta relaxes to a value of the order
of the age of the Universe, the heaviest nuclei (masses (A > 200)), decay to 232 Th, 235 U
and 238 U. We have adopted, for the stability time, the value tsta = 4.354×1017 s.43, 44, 51
Since in the calculations only the production of nuclei through the r-process is considered, we have restricted the observational data53 to the abundances produced primarily
through it.54–57 The observational data are shown in Table 1. The data and the results
given by the numerical code are scaled by a factor F
Yth = F Ycode ,
where Yth is the abundance compatible with the data, and Ycode is the calculated value.
The factor F depends on the initial mass-fraction distribution used and of the environment.43, 51, 58–60 The r-java code43–45 requires a large number of variables as input,
namely: astrophysical and nuclear variables like T0 (the initial temperature), ρ0 (density
profile), Vexp (expansion velocity), R0 (initial radii), among others. Each of the calculations gives different values for the scaling factor F of Eq. (7). Table 2 shows the values
of F which better relate theoretical and observational abundances (see Eq. (7)), for the
adopted initial conditions, like the electron fractions Ye and the entropy s100 .
To start with, in order to figure out about the impact of the SN and NSm scenarios
in the more conventional way, we have computed the abundances without taking into
account neutrino oscillations.
Figures 1 and 2 show the nuclear abundances obtained without including neutrino
oscillations (Y NO ) as a function of the mass number A, for Cases I and II, respectively.

(7)
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Table 2. Scaling factor F of Eq. (7). The
environment and initial conditions corresponding to the calculations are indicated in the first and second column, respectively. s100 and Ye stand for the entropy and the initial electron fraction.
Environment

Initial condition

F

SN
SN
NSm
NSm
NSm

s100
NSE (Ye = 0.3)
s100
NSE (Ye = 0.1)
NSE (Ye = 0.3)

1564
2790
3097
3196
5709

These abundances were corrected by the scaling factor F and insets (a) and (b) of each
figure correspond to the SN (inset (a)) and NSm (inset (b)) environments.
As we can see in Figure 1 (Case I), the abundances calculated with the initial
condition set as NSE have two maxima, one at A ∼ 80 and the other at A ∼ 130, being
the result in the region 120 < A < 140 close to the data. For the NSm scenario, there
appears a third peak located at A ∼ 195. For the s100 initial condition, the position of
the peak depends on the environment, that is A ∼ 190 for core-collapse supernova (inset
(a)) and A ∼ 150 for neutron-star merger (inset (b)). From the results shown in Figure
1, we may conclude that the agreement with data is rather poor for the SN environment
for both initial conditions (NSE and s100 ) except for few points in region A > 120. NSm
environment gives much better results. Although the production of light-mass elements
is grossly underestimated in both scenarios, something which is expected because the
production of these elements can not be attributed only to r-process.
The results obtained with the inclusion of fission, see Figure 2, are similar to those
of Figure 1.
Since we are considering only SN and NSm environments b , to have an idea about
their relative effect upon the observed abundances, we summed up the contribution to
the abundances of each environment, by expressing them as the linear combination
Yω = ωYth SN + (1 − ω) Yth NSm .
The factor ω varies in the interval 0 ≤ ω ≤ 1, Yth SN and Yth NSm are the calculated
abundances given by the SN and NSm environments, respectively. To extract the actual
value of ω, we have taken the observed abundances of Table 1 and compared them with
the theoretical results obtained with the set of parameter given in Section 2.2. This
procedure yields w = 0.32 with a standard deviation of ±0.04, a result which suggests
that the NSm mechanism dominates over the SN, at least for this picture where only
this two environments are considered. The results obtained so far in this Section, do not
take the neutrino oscillations into account.

3.1. Impact of neutrino oscillations upon the heavy nuclei abundances
Hereon we shall include neutrino oscillations in the calculation of the abundances. The
mixing with sterile neutrinos is accounted by the matrix U of Eq. (5).
Figures 3 and 4 illustrate the effects of the neutrino oscillations, for Cases I and
II, respectively. The inclusion of neutrino oscillations changes the relative β-decay rates
along the r-process path and it affects the heavy-nuclei abundances. The results have
b See

ref.25, 26 for processes other than SN and NSm.

(8)
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YNO

1
10-2
10-4
10-6
10-8
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240

Fig. 1. Calculated nuclear abundances without the inclusion of neutrino oscillations (Y NO ) as a
function of the mass number (A) for Case I (without fission). The s100 mass fraction distribution
is denoted by a dashed-line; dotted-line represents the NSE initial mass fraction distribution and
the dots with error bars are the observational data.53 Insets (a) and (b) show the results with SN
and NSm environments, respectively.

been obtained by varying the values of the mixing-angle θ14 and of the square-mass
difference ∆m214 , and taken sin2 (2θ13 ) = 0.09 and ∆m213 = 2 × 10−3 eV2 .38, 40, 41, 61
For the sterile neutrino sector in both figures we have taken the values ∆m214 = 1 eV2
and sin2 (2θ14 ) = 0.15 (dashed-line) and sin2 (2θ14 ) = 0.40 (dotted-line). Also, we have
performed additional calculations in a wider parameter space (0 ≤ sin2 2θ14 ≤ 1 and
0.5 eV 2 ≤ ∆m214 ≤ 2.5 eV 2 ) to account for other values for the anomaly fitting statistics.62–65 The results are not sensitive to changes in ∆m214 .
In both Figures 3 and 4 (see Inset (a)), the effects of neutrino oscillations in the SN
environment become unnoticed, while for the NSm environment (Inset (b)), the ratio
Y O /Y NO varies substantially for heavy-mass elements. This behavior may be attributed
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(a)
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Fig. 2. Calculated nuclear abundances without the inclusion of neutrino oscillations (Y NO ) as a
function of the mass number (A) for Case II. The s100 mass fraction distribution is denoted by
a dashed-line; dotted-line represents the NSE initial mass fraction distribution and the dots with
error bars are the observational data.53 Insets (a) and (b) show the results with SN and NSm
environments, respectively.

to the changes in the β-decay rates along the r-process path.
It is seen, Figure 3, that for the SN environment, it exists an underproduction of
77 Se respect to the case without neutrino oscillations. In the same Figure 3, for the case
of NSm, there is also a light overproduction of certain nuclei (A = 94, 95, 102, 118, 144).
The gross mechanism underlying this effect is related to changes induced on the weak
decay rates, which is not the same all along different mass regions. We have noticed
that the inclusion of sterile neutrinos in the calculations particularly affects the third
r-process peak region, lowering the β-decay rate of elements like Dy, Ho, Er, Tm,
 Yb, Ir,
Os, yielding higher abundances around A = 192 and A = 195 192 Os and 195 Pt , as it is
shown in inset (b) of Figure 3. In contrast, there is also an underproduction of elements
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with 156 < A < 190 and 196 < A < 208 if the active-sterile neutrino oscillations are
taken into account.
For Case II, consisting of the inclusion of fission in the network and large activesterile neutrino mixing, we observe an underproduction of elements with 76 < A < 118
in the core-collapse supernova environment (inset (a) of Figure 4). For the neutron-star
merger scenario (inset (b) of Figure 4), the inclusion of massive sterile neutrinos in the
formalism give similar results as for Case I. The effects produced by the mixing with νs
seem to be larger in the NSm environment. Further comments on the significance of the
values of the mixing angle θ14 are given in the next subsection.

sin2(2 θ14)=0.15

YO/YNO

2
(a)

1.5

sin2(2 θ14)=0.40

1
0.5
0

YO/YNO

2
(b)

1.5
1
0.5
0
80

100

120

140

160

180

200

220

A

Fig. 3. Ratio between calculated abundances with (Y O ) and without (Y NO ) neutrino oscillations,
as a function of the mass number A for Case I. The neutrino oscillation parameters are the ones
listed in the text, with ∆m214 = 1 eV2 . Dashed-line: sin2 (2θ14 ) = 0.15, dotted-line: sin2 (2θ14 ) =
0.40. Inset (a): SN environment; inset (b): NSm environment.

3.2. Constraints on the mixing parameters of the neutrino sector
As mentioned in the Introduction there is a growing piece of evidence about the existence
of sterile neutrino. The values for the mixing angle θ14 and the square-mass difference
∆m214 which we have considered so far have been taken from.10, 11, 13, 16–18 By other
hand we can reverse the argument and from the comparison between observed and
calculated nuclear abundances we may extract values on the same quantities.
By performing an statistical analysis c using the observed abundances, values of Y
given in Table 1, and the calculated ones for different values of the mixing angles and
for a fixed square mass difference ∆m214 = 1eV2 we arrive at the value
c Consisting

of extracting the average value that best reconciles the calculated abundances with
the data over the 520 runs.
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sin2(2 θ14)=0.15

YO/YNO

2
(a)

1.5

sin2(2 θ14)=0.40

1
0.5
0

YO/YNO

2
(b)

1.5
1
0.5
0
80

100

120

140

160

180

200

220

A

Fig. 4. Ratio between abundances with and without neutrino oscillations, Y O /Y NO , as a function
of the mass number A for Case II. The oscillation parameters are those given in the caption of
Figure 3. Dashed-line: sin2 (2θ14 ) = 0.15, dotted-line: sin2 (2θ14 ) = 0.40. Inset (a): SN environment;
inset (b): NSm environment.

sin2 (2θ14 ) = 0.22+0.13
−0.15
A value which is not in tension with the one extracted by other means.8, 9, 11, 13–16
The inset (a) of Figure 5 shows the nuclear abundances as a function of the mass
number (A) for the Case II calculated with the value of sin2 (2θ14 ) given in Eq. (9).
The ratio between the abundances of Eq. (8), calculated with and without neutrino
mixing with sin2 (2θ14 ) = 0.22 and ω = 0.32 is shown in the inset (b) of Figure 5. The
agreement between calculations and data (Figure 5 (a)) is rather good. It is noted that
the trend of the theoretical results around 195 Pt follows the trend of the data. As a matter
of fact the calculated values go up for 190 ≤ A ≤ 195 and down for A > 195, a feature
which agrees with the data. Concerning the ratio Yωbest−f it /YωNO (Figure 5 inset (b))
the larger effects are shown for masses between 180 ≤ A ≤ 220 but the overall departure
between both predictions amount to 20%, except for the just mention fluctuation. The
abundances of elements like Te, Eu, Tb, Tm, Lu, and Au are reasonable reproduced
while the abundances of Ho, Xe, Re, Os, and Ir are underpredicted, although the overall
tendency of the calculation follows the data as mentioned before. It is expected that the
agreement between data and predictions could improve if: i) a better acknowledgment
of the r-process is supply by the experiments; ii) by improving the nuclear network code;
iii) by collecting more information about the SN and NSm scenarios; iv) by taking other
initial conditions and/or scenarios.
4. Conclusions
As a first step we have analyzed the contribution to the heavy mass abundances for each
of the NSm and SN environments without including neutrino oscillations.

(9)
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Fig. 5. Inset (a): nuclear abundances calculated with the pair of central values (sin2 2θ14 =
0.22, ω = 0.32) as a function of the mass number (A) for Case II (solid-line), compared with
data53 (dots with error bars). Inset (b): ratio between the abundances with and without neutrino
oscillations Yωbest−f it /YωNO , calculated with the pair of central values for the same Case II.

Then, we have included neutrino oscillations in the calculation of the decay rates
and found that they affect the heavy nuclear abundances as well. The effect on the
calculated neutron-decay-rate is larger for larger values of the mixing angle θ14 . For the
SN environment the major effects due to active-sterile neutrino mixing reflect upon the
domain 76 < A < 118. For the NSm environment, the effects are larger for Zr, Mo, Ru,
Sn, Nd, and Os (A = 94, 95, 102, 118, 144, 192).
We have performed a statistical test to set limits on the mixing angle between
active and sterile neutrinos using observational data53 and found the central values
sin2 2θ14 = 0.22. Since the result corresponding to the mixing with sterile neutrinos
seem to be better than those obtained in the absence of oscillations, at least for the
two considered environments, a systematic study of the abundances of nuclear species
produced in astrophysical environments may be a source of information about sterile
neutrinos other than direct experiments. Concerning the dominance of NSm respect to
SN environment found in the calculations, represented by the factor ω, we would like
to emphasize that it can be taken as indicative since only this two scenarios have been
considered. We hope that future and complementary studies will help to reconcile the
observations with the predictions, as well as to provide a definite conclusion about the
existence of eV-scale sterile neutrinos.
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