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ABSTRACT
Since neutrinos can escape from dense regions without being deflected, they are promising
candidates to study the new physics at the sources that produce them. With the increasing
development of more sensitive detectors in the coming years, we will infer several intrinsic
properties from incident neutrinos. In particular, we centralise our study in those produced by
thermal processes in short gamma-ray bursts (sGRBs) and their interactions within the central
engine’s anisotropic medium. On the one hand, we consider baryonic winds produced with a
strongmagnetic contribution, and on the other hand, we treat only neutrino-driven winds. First,
we obtain the effective neutrino potential considering both baryonic density profiles around
the central engine. Then, we get the three-flavour oscillation probabilities in this medium
to finally calculate the expected neutrino ratios. We find a stronger angular dependence on
the expected neutrino ratios, which, incidentally, contrast from the expected theoretical ratios
without considering the winds’ additional contribution. The joint analysis of this observable,
together with the sGRB ejected jet angle, might lead to an effective mechanism to discriminate
between the involved merger progenitors (black hole-neutron star or neutron star-neutron star),
acting as an additional detection channel to gravitational waves.

Key words: Gamma-ray burst: progenitors – winds; Neutrinos: propagation – oscillations in
matter

1 INTRODUCTION

The origin of gamma-ray bursts (GRBs) remained hidden for
many years since their discovery in 1967 (Klebesadel et al. 1973),
even when several progenitor models were developed, pretending
to explain the involved physical processes (see e.g., Higdon &
Lingenfelter 1990; Narayan & Wallington 1992). After collecting
a large sample of GRB, first shown by the BATSE experiment
(Meegan et al. 1992), and pursued themissions that followed after, it
was clear that a bimodal distribution corresponding to their prompt
emission duration in the 𝛾-ray band arose. On one side, there were a
set of events whose statistical distribution was concentrated over the
hundreds-of-milliseconds scale. On the other hand, there were an-
other group of events prevailing located around the tens-of-seconds
timescale (e.g., see Fig. 1 in Ghirlanda et al. 2015; Shahmoradi &
Nemiroff 2015). This bimodal behavior led to a widely accepted
population classification with a chosen separation at ∼ 2 s line
(Kouveliotou et al. 1993), short GRB (sGRB), those whose
timescale lasts less than two seconds while long GRB (lGRB)
correspond to those events with a duration greater than two seconds.

Whereas lGRBs are associated with the collapse of a very
massive star at the end of their lives (collapsar model) (see Woosley
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1993; MacFadyen & Woosley 1999; Hjorth & et al. 2003; Woosley
& Bloom 2006; Hjorth & Bloom 2012, and references therein),
it was not until discovering the multi-wavelength behaviour of
the GW170817/GRB 170817A event that a collision of binary
compact-object type was established as the responsible for creating
sGRBs (Eichler et al. 1989; Ruffert & Janka 2001; Lee et al. 2004,
2005; Lee & Ramirez-Ruiz 2007; Nakar 2007; Abbott et al. 2017;
Fraĳa et al. 2019a,b, 2020). However, the study of sGRBs is far
from over, leaving many unknowns to solve. In that sense, neutrinos
represent a worthwhile opportunity to characterise the remaining
(and sometimes hidden) GRB sources, since many of them are
produced in the newly born post-merger disc. and becomes
relevant considering the fact that recent works has discussed the
possible detectability of thermal neutrinos from this sources on
future Megaton detectors (Liu et al. 2016; Kyutoku & Kashiyama
2018). It is worth noting that although neutrinos correspond
to the least sensitive channel compared to electromagnetic and
gravitational ones, these could provide additional information
to constrain the progenitor’s position where medium to photons
is opaque. Likewise, gravitational waves detection present some
disadvantages in terms of the accurate location, since they are only
able to determine a large region of source location probability. So
to detect point targets they need the help of other multi-wavelength
telescopes to correlate the potential sources. In the past, neutrinos
from astrophysical sources have already been detected, being the
multiple MeV-neutrinos from the SN1987A, the first detected par-
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ticles correlated with a particular point source (Hirata et al. 1987).
It represented the beginning of a new era in the multi-messenger
(photons and neutrinos) scenario. Even more recently, the jointly
gravitational wave detection with their electromagnetic counterpart
in 2017 by the Advanced LIGO Collaboration (aLIGO; Abbott
et al. 2017) strengthened the idea that in the coming years, a new
branch in astronomy will change the way we observe our Universe.

Although many studies have discussed the neutrino detectabil-
ity involved neutrino physics within the plasma-photon fireball
during a GRB formation (Bahcall & Meszaros 2000; Volkas &
Wong 2000; Koers & Wĳers 2005; Sahu et al. 2009; Sahu &
Zhang 2010; Carpio & Murase 2020), even including the magnetic
field amplification contribution (Fraĳa 2014b, 2016), none has
considered the supplementary effect of the wind produced during
the central remnant formation, in part because the density profiles
were not got until recently. Therefore, in this paper, we use the
multi-wavelength nature of sGRBs to explore some of these
unknowns through the study of thermal neutrino properties on this
medium. Particularly, we focus on neutrinos propagating within the
circumburst baryon-loaded winds arising after the compact-object
system took place.

In Section 2, we discuss the primary mechanisms of energy
extraction to explain the two different approaches by which bary-
onic winds are driven out during the post-merger object forma-
tion. The adiabaticity condition and flip probability of stellar-like
density profiles are also shown. Following that guideline, we es-
sentially present in Section 3, a brief introduction to the neutrino
formalismwithin a particle oscillation perspective.We also indicate
neutrino production’s main processes and their neutrino flavour ra-
tios. Likewise, In Section 4, we present how these winds lead to
non-negligible consequences, such as deviations in the predicted
oscillation probabilities, shifts in resonance energies, and most im-
portantly, a different neutrino expected ratio, and that otherwise, it
would not expect to observe. Finally, our conclusions are presented
in Section 5. It is worth mentioning that we adopt the natural unit
convention (𝑘𝐵 = 𝑐 = ℏ = 1).

2 SHORT GAMMA-RAY BURSTS AND WIND
FORMATION

The stars participating in sGRB production are the remaining
compact objects frommassive stars’ death in a binary configuration,
black hole-neutron star or neutron-neutron star (hereafter, BH-NS
and NS-NS, respectively). Because of angular momentum and
radiation losses in gravitational waves, these star-type objects
collide with each other on a temporal scale of milliseconds
(Rosswog & Liebendörfer 2003), generating a coalescence with
exotic physical properties. When the compact objects are two NSs,
Kelvin-Helmholtz instabilities arise at the precise moment when
both stars are close enough, promoting the amplification of the
magnetic field by up to five orders of magnitude on the contact
surface (Duncan & Thompson 1992; Price & Rosswog 2006; Zrake
& MacFadyen 2013; Kiuchi et al. 2014; Kiuchi et al. 2015). The
result is a hyper massive neutron star (HMNS) surrounded by an
accretion disc composed from the debris of both stars that can
stand stable during a relatively long time or collapse into a black
hole (Shibata & Taniguchi 2006; Baiotti et al. 2008). During this
process, baryonic winds are expelled outwards in a preferential
direction towards the equatorial plane, forming a cloud density

that initially can be opaque (see Figure 1). Moreover, for BH-NS
mergers, the BH destroys the neutron star by tidal forces generating
a tail from the stellar debris. Although the result will regularly
be a black hole, several simulations have proved the existence of
a hot, temporary, and deferentially rotating disc preceding the
black hole formation, where these winds are also produced (Lee
& Ramirez-Ruiz 2007). In both cases, an accretion disc is formed
around the progenitor with a vertical scale proportional to its radial
size, temperatures of 𝑇 = 4 MeV, and a period of rotation of ∼ 1
ms.

2.1 Energy extraction mechanisms

Several extraction mechanisms have been developed in recent years
to explain the more feasible cooling mechanisms for the post-burst
debris. In that context, some authors have considered neutrino dom-
inated accretion flows (NDAF) as responsible for releasing a large
amount of energy through neutrino emission via aā → 𝑒+𝑒− pro-
cesses in low-density regions (Popham et al. 1999; Narayan et al.
2001; Di Matteo et al. 2002). In contrast, many others rely on MHD
processes regarding the short timescales (Cheng & Lu 2001; Koide
&Arai 2008). These mechanisms can be summarised into these two
main groups, and we present them below.

2.1.1 aā− annihilation

In this scenario, neutrinos with energies ∼ 50 MeV are produced
by pairs annihilation (cf. Section 3.3) within the accretion disc (or
around it). Initially, the disc is optically thick (reaching 𝜏 ∼ 104),
and neutrinos look for a low-density region usually located in the
funnel formed along the rotation axis; once there, the neutrino den-
sity gradient increases. Consequently, the annihilation rate grows
to produce a fireball composed essentially of (𝛾, 𝑒±). The fireball
expands relativistically due to the low amount of baryonic material
it has. In turn, the outflow of these neutrinos constitutes an effective
mechanism for cooling the system, which drags and heats the sur-
rounding baryonic medium into the so-called neutrino-driven winds
(hereafter, NDW), which in principle is responsible for collimating
the jet (Rosswog&Ramirez-Ruiz 2002). It is worth mentioning that
part of the created energy by neutrinos is re-deposited into the disc in
a colder flow (𝑇 = 1MeV), continuing to feed the winds around the
progenitor. Again, from the interactions with the baryonic material
and the fireball’s electrons, lower energy neutrinos are created. In
fact, (Rosswog & Liebendörfer 2003) found that neutrinos have an
average energies of the order of (𝐸a ' 8, 15, 20-25) MeV for elec-
tronic, muonic and tauonic neutrinos, respectively. Unfortunately,
the exact calculations of the wind density profiles are difficult to
calculate and only recently were performed (e.g., see Dessart et al.
2008; Siegel et al. 2014; Perego et al. 2014).

2.1.2 MHD processes

The disadvantage of the previous mechanism is that it results in an
extremely inefficient process because it requires a large neutrino lu-
minosity or very short timescales (Ruffert et al. 1997); thus, other en-
ergy extractionmechanisms throughMHDprocesses have also been
proposed. That can be done either from the accretion disc during the
HMNS stable phase or by rotational energy during the postmerger
object collapse to a BH using the so-called Blandford-Znajek mech-
anism (Blandford & Znajek 1977; Daigne &Mochkovitch 2002). In
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the first case, a toroidal magnetic field in the disc plane is formed,
whose field lines are forced to reconnect quickly and then twisted
due to the differential rotation of the disc and the magnetic field
amplification. This process heats the surrounding medium, ejecting
a wind outflow (Rosswog et al. 2003). In the second case, the energy
extracted by the Blandford-Znajek mechanism is injected into the
newly created winds from the disc debris through the Poynting flux
before being converted into gamma rays. These winds tend to follow
the magnetic field lines (Blandford & Payne 1982). In all the con-
ditions mentioned above, a very intense magnetic field (𝐵 > 1015
G) is needed. Therefore, we will refer to magnetically-driven winds
(hereafter, MDW) as those produced during a BNS merger because
this is the only known configuration where the magnetic field in-
creases up to this intensity (Price & Rosswog 2006; Giacomazzo
et al. 2009; Kiuchi et al. 2014; Kiuchi et al. 2015).

2.2 Adiabaticity condition and flip probability

In a medium with a variable density, the neutrino properties are
modified and governed primarily by an adiabaticity condition. The
concept of adiabaticity is related to how quickly the system adapts to
changing external conditions. In the ideal case, we demand a smooth
change in the external variable agent, in this case, the baryonic
density. If the density varies smoothly as a function of distance, the
neutrino states’ changes can be negligible. Therefore, the flavour
admixtures are preserved and can take representative values of the
density. Besides, the dynamics of the transitions are determined by
the adiabaticity parameter (Parke 1986; Dighe & Smirnov 2000)

𝛾ad ≡
Δ𝑚2

2𝐸a

sin2 2\
cos 2\

1
1
𝑛𝑒

𝑑𝑛𝑒
𝑑𝑟

, (1)

and the probability that a defined neutrino in a mass eigenstate
jumps to another, the so-called flip probability is defined as

𝑃 𝑓 = 𝑒−
𝜋𝛾ad
2 , (2)

which is given by the linear approximation of theLandau-Zener
formula. In this context, the adiabaticity condition is satisfied when
𝛾 � 1, which translates into a low flip probability. Furthermore,
this parameter can be expressed as a function of a power-law density
profile 𝜌 = 𝐴𝑟−𝑛 as follows

𝛾 =
1
2𝑛

©«Δ𝑚
2

𝐸a

1− 1
𝑛 ª®¬ sin2 2\

(cos 2\)1+
1
𝑛

(
2
√
2𝐺𝐹𝑌𝑒

𝑚𝑁
𝐴

) 1
𝑛

, (3)

where the resonance condition has been used to indicate the
distance contribution through the oscillation parameters, and the
number density of electrons was expressed as 𝑛𝑒 = 𝑌𝑒𝜌(𝑟)/𝑚𝑁 .

3 NEUTRINOS

In particle physics, transitions and survival probabilities are ob-
tained from the temporal evolution of the Schrödinger equation
associated with each particle state. The calculus of these proba-
bilities is crucial for understanding particle oscillations in differ-
ent contexts. This theory has been extensively developed since its
discovery; consequently, we will only outline the most important
theoretical aspects to consider in this work.

3.1 Neutrino formalism

In the case of neutrinos, these are created by weak interactions
through charged-current processes with charged leptons. A defined
neutrino of flavour 𝛼 andmomentum ®𝑝 is described in a flavour state
as |a𝛼〉 with (𝛼 = 𝑒, `, 𝜏). Nevertheless, as soon as they propagate
through space, they can be found in a juxtaposition of the so-called
«mass eigenstates» |a𝑎〉 with (𝑎 = 1, 2, 3) 1, which evolve, so that
a neutrino created with a flavour 𝛼 can be detected with a different
flavour 𝛽 (Pontecorvo 1968; Barger et al. 1980), mathematically this
can be expressed as:

|a𝛼〉 =
3∑︁

𝑎=1
𝑈∗
𝛼𝑎 |a𝑎〉 , (4)

i.e., flavour eigenstates are expressed in terms of mass eigen-
states and vice versa, through the unitary matrix 𝑈∗ and 𝑈, re-
spectively. Assuming a flat wave approximation, the temporal
evolution of neutrinos is governed by the Schrödinger equation
𝑖 | ¤a𝛼 (𝑡)〉 = H 𝑓 |a𝛼 (𝑡)〉, whose solution is given by

|a𝛼 (𝑡)〉 = 𝑒−𝑖H 𝑓 𝑡 |a𝛼 (𝑡)〉 = U 𝑓 (𝑡) |a𝛼 (𝑡)〉 , (5)

with H 𝑓 the hamiltonian and U 𝑓 the temporal evolution operator
in a flavour basis. It is more feasible to work on a mass eigenstate
basis where H 𝑓 is diagonal rather than a flavour basis where it
is not. Therefore, we use a unitary matrix to perform the basis
transformation, such as,

H𝑚 = 𝑈−1H 𝑓 𝑈 . (6)

In a three-flavour mixing scenario in a vacuum, this unitary matrix
is known as the PMNS matrix and is parametrized in terms of the
mixing angles as (Maki et al. 1962; Gross & Wilczek 1974)

𝑈 =

©«
𝑐13𝑐12 𝑠12𝑐13 𝑠13

−𝑠12𝑐23 − 𝑠23𝑠13𝑐12 𝑐23𝑐12 − 𝑠23𝑠13𝑠12 𝑠23𝑐13
𝑠23𝑠12 − 𝑠13𝑐23𝑐12 −𝑠23𝑐12 − 𝑠13𝑠12𝑐23 𝑐23𝑐13

ª®®®¬ , (7)

with 𝑐𝑥 ≡ cos \𝑥 and 𝑠𝑥 ≡ sin \𝑥 , being 𝑥 = 1, 2, 3 the vacuum
mixing angles.

Finally, the transition probability amplitude is given by

𝐴𝛼𝛽 (𝑡) ≡ 〈a𝛽 |U 𝑓 (𝑡) |a𝛼〉

=

𝑛∑︁
𝑎=1

𝑛∑︁
𝑏=1

𝑈∗
𝛼𝑎𝑈𝛽𝑏𝑒

−𝑖 (H𝑚,𝑏−H𝑚,𝑎) 𝑡 〈a𝑏 |a𝑎〉 . (8)

In the vacuum, the hamiltonian only depends on the 4-momentum

given byPa ≡ (𝐸𝑎 , ®𝑝𝑎) = (𝐸𝑎 , 𝑝𝑎 , 0, 0), where𝐸𝑎 =

√︃
𝑚2𝑎 + ®𝑝2𝑎 =

𝑝𝑎
√︁
1 + (𝑚𝑎/𝑝𝑎)2 ≈ 𝑝𝑎 + 𝑚2𝑎

2𝑝𝑎 are the neutrino energies for the
mass eigenstates |a𝑎〉,𝑚𝑎 are the neutrino masses, and ®𝑝 represents
the 3-momentum vector (𝑝𝑎 , 0, 0). Then, we can rewrite Equation

1 It is important to emphasize that in literature, the notation of Greek
letters refer to flavour eigenstates. In contrast, Latin letters are used for mass
eigenstates
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(8) as

𝐴𝛼𝛽 (𝑡) ≡
𝑛∑︁

𝑎=1

𝑛∑︁
𝑏=1

𝑈∗
𝛼𝑎𝑈𝛽𝑏𝑒

−𝑖 (P𝑏−P𝑎) 𝐿𝛿𝑏𝑎

=

𝑛∑︁
𝑎=1

𝑈∗
𝛼𝑎𝑈𝛽𝑎𝑒

−𝑖 (𝑝𝑎−𝐸𝑎) 𝐿 (9)

=

𝑛∑︁
𝑎=1

𝑈∗
𝛼𝑎𝑈𝛽𝑎𝑒

−𝑖 (𝑝𝑎−𝑝𝑎−(𝑚2𝑎/2𝑝𝑎)) 𝐿

=

𝑛∑︁
𝑎=1

𝑈∗
𝛼𝑎𝑈𝛽𝑎𝑒

𝑖
𝑚2𝑎𝐿

2𝐸𝑎 ,

where we have used the fact that neutrinos are relativistic and
consequently 𝑡 ≈ 𝐿, being 𝐿 the neutrino path length. Moreover, in
a relativistic limit | ®𝑝𝑎 � 𝑚𝑎 |, so the approximation 𝐸𝑎 ≈ ®𝑝𝑎 is
still valid.

Finally, the transition probability is 𝑃𝛼𝛽 (𝑡) ≡ |𝐴𝛼𝛽 (𝑡) |2, re-
covering the well-known formula for neutrino oscillations in vac-
uum

𝑃𝛼𝛽 = 𝛿𝛼𝛽−4
𝑛∑︁

𝑎=1

𝑛∑︁
𝑏=1

𝑎<𝑏

Re 𝐽𝑎𝑏𝛼𝛽 sin
2Φ𝑎𝑏+2

𝑛∑︁
𝑎=1

𝑛∑︁
𝑏=1

𝑎<𝑏

Im 𝐽𝑎𝑏𝛼𝛽 sin(2Φ𝑎𝑏) ,

(10)

with 𝐽𝑎𝑏
𝛼𝛽

≡ 𝑈∗
𝛼𝑎𝑈𝛽𝑎𝑈𝛼𝑏𝑈

∗
𝛽𝑏
and Φ𝑎𝑏 ≡ Δ𝑚2

𝑎𝑏
𝐿

4𝐸 . It is worth
noting that for antineutrinos, the complex term only changes sign.

From the last, the oscillation length is defined as:

𝐿
osc,v
𝑎𝑏

≡ 4𝜋𝐸
Δ𝑚2

𝑎𝑏

, (11)

physically, the Equation (11) defines the minimum length from
which the oscillations take place. In theMeV-range, this length turns
out to be between 1.3 × 106 and 7.6 × 107 cm (Fraĳa 2016), where
the difference lies on the mixing parameters taking into account.
Additionally, in a three-flavour scenario, there are two correspond-
ing resonance energies associated with the electron density in the
medium. These are defined as (Razzaque & Smirnov 2010)

𝐸𝐿
res ≈

Δ𝑚221
2𝑉eff

cos 2\12 𝐸𝐻
res ≈

Δ𝑚231
2𝑉eff

cos 2\13 (12)

These energies define regions with different transition char-
acteristics. For 𝐸a < 𝐸𝐿

res neutrinos oscillate in vacuum lookalike
medium, while for 𝐸a > 𝐸𝐿

res the matter effects become dominant.
This is because for neutrinos propagating in a non-vacuummedium,
the additional matter contributions modify the Hamiltonian. In or-
der to consider the matter effect, we can express the Hamiltonian in
the mass basis for a three-flavour mixing scenario as (e.g., see ?)

H𝑚,mat = H𝑚,vac +𝑈−1V𝑓 𝑈 , (13)

withH𝑚,vac andV𝑓 in a three-flavour scenario given by

H𝑚,vac =
©«
𝐸1 0 0
0 𝐸2 0
0 0 𝐸3

ª®¬ , V𝑓 =
©«
𝑉eff 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0

ª®¬ , (14)

where 𝑉eff is the charged-current potential

𝑉eff =
√
2 𝐺𝐹 𝑁𝑒 (𝑟) '

√
2 𝐺𝐹 𝑌𝑒𝜌(𝑟)

𝑚𝑁
, (15)

✓j✓j

HMNS

accretion disk

winds

jet

winds

Figure 1. Schematic view of the postmerger object (not to scale). In yellow,
we display the accretion disc. It is within this hot, thick, and differentially
rotating disc where the initial thermal neutrinos (∼ 50 MeV) are produced.
They escape through the funnel formed around polar latitudes, heating and
launching baryon-loaded winds in an anisotropic distribution (pink lines).
For simplicity, the rotational axis is oriented on the jet propagation direction.
It is worth mentioning that latitudinal angles are treated as the half-opening
jet angles. Accordingly, the «polar angles» refer to angles close to \ 𝑗 ≈ 0 ◦,
whereas «equatorial angles» refer to \ 𝑗 ≈ 90 ◦.

with 𝐺𝐹 the Fermi constant, 𝑁𝑒 the number density of electrons,
𝑌𝑒 the average electron fraction, 𝑚𝑁 = (𝑚𝑝 + 𝑚𝑛)/2 the nucleon
mass, 𝑚𝑝 the proton mass, 𝑚𝑛 the neutron mass, and 𝜌(𝑟) the mass
density.

The Hamiltonian in Equation (14) is not diagonal either in
the flavour or mass basis, so the transition probabilities can only
be obtained from the evolution operator U 𝑓 = 𝑒−𝑖H 𝑓 ,mat 𝐿 with
H 𝑓 ,mat = 𝑈 H𝑚,mat 𝑈−1, such as,

𝑃𝛼𝛽 = 𝐴2𝛼𝛽 = | 〈a𝛽 |U 𝑓 |a𝛼〉 |2 . (16)

In this scenario, calculations of U 𝑓 become quickly compli-
cated, and evenwhen approximate and analytical expressions within
different contexts have been obtained previously for particular cases
(see, e.g., Barger et al. 1980; Haxton 1987; Kuo & Pantaleone
1987; D’Olivo & Oteo 1996; Balantekin & Beacom 1996; Ohlsson
& Snellman 2000; Akhmedov et al. 2004; Gonzalez-Garcia & Nir
2003), it is usual to obtain these transition probabilities numerically.

3.2 Neutrino ratio parametrization

Once the probability expressions are got, we can determine the frac-
tion of neutrino flavours that leave the source through the following
relation

𝐹 = 𝑃𝛼𝛽𝐹0 , (17)

with 𝑃𝛼𝛽 the matrix of transition probabilities Equation (16).
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𝐹0 ≡ (a𝑒, a` , a𝜏 )𝑇created and 𝐹 ≡ (a𝑒, a` , a𝜏 )𝑇 are the neutrino flux
vectors before and after oscillations take place, respectively. Equa-
tion (17) are usually parameterized to obtain the expected fraction
of neutrinos. In this work wewill consider w.l.o.g. the parameteriza-
tion made by (Palladino & Vissani 2015) where neutrino fractions
are represented as

b𝑛 = 𝐹𝑛/
∑︁
𝑛

𝐹𝑛 . (18)

Whether the initial neutrino fractions are known
(b𝑒, b` , b𝜏 )created ≡ ( 𝑓 , 𝑔, ℎ), then neutrino flavour ratios
after propagation can be parameterized as:

b𝑒 =
1
3
+ (2 − 3𝑔 − 3ℎ)𝑃0 + (𝑔 − ℎ)𝑃1 ,

b` =
1
3
+ 1
2
(−2 + 3𝑔 + 3ℎ)𝑃0 (19)

+ (1 − 2𝑔 − ℎ)𝑃1 + (𝑔 − ℎ)𝑃2 ,

b𝜏 =
1
3
+ 1
2
(−2 + 3𝑔 + 3ℎ)𝑃0

+ (−1 + 𝑔 + 2ℎ)𝑃1 − (𝑔 − ℎ)𝑃2 ,
(20)

with 𝑃0 𝑃1 and 𝑃2 expressed in term of each independent
transition probability as

𝑃0 =
𝑃𝑒𝑒 − 13
2

,

𝑃1 =
𝑃𝑒` − 𝑃𝑒𝜏

2
, (21)

𝑃2 =
𝑃`` + 𝑃𝜏𝜏 − 2𝑃`𝜏

4
.

3.3 Neutrino production mechanisms

Due to the high temperatures peaked during the initial stage, several
neutrino emissions within the plasma fireball occur. Under these
conditions the neutrino mean free path is of the order of _ ∼ 0.75
m(5 × 1014 g cm−3/𝜌) (10 MeV/𝑇)2 (Rosswog & Liebendörfer
2003), being affected principally by the interaction with nucleons.
The leading neutrino processes are (Dicus 1972; Lattimer et al.
1991):

• pairs annihilation (𝑒+ + 𝑒− → a𝑥 + ā𝑥),
• plasmon decay (𝛾 → a𝑥 + ā𝑥),
• photo-neutrino emission (𝛾 + 𝑒− → 𝑒− + a𝑥 + ā𝑥),
• positron capture (𝑛 + 𝑒+ → 𝑝 + ā𝑒),
• electron capture (𝑝 + 𝑒− → 𝑛 + a𝑒),

with (𝑥 = 𝑒, `, 𝜏). Since the last interaction is the only one that
produces neutrinos with a defined flavour 𝑒, then we will consider
that the initial neutrino rate in this work is (4a𝑒, 3a` , 3a𝜏 ).

3.4 Neutrino global fits

We summarize in Table 1 themost recent global fits for three-flavour
neutrino admixtures in a normal-ordering (NO) and inverted-
ordering (IO) configuration (Esteban et al. 2019).

Table 1.Shown are the best-fit parameters for a three-flavourmixing scenario
considering a NO scheme (Δ𝑚231 > 0; left column) and an IO scheme
(Δ𝑚231 < 0; right column). These parameters were obtained within ±1𝜎
range from global data analysis performed by (Esteban et al. 2019).

Parameter Best-fit ±1𝜎 (NO) Best-fit ±1𝜎 (IO)

sin2 \12 0.310+0.013−0.012 0.310+0.013−0.012
\12/ ◦ 33.82+0.78−0.76 33.82+0.78−0.75
sin2 \23 0.582+0.015−0.019 0.582+0.015−0.018
\23/ ◦ 49.7+0.9−1.1 49.7+0.9−1.0
sin2 \13 0.02240+0.00065−0.00066 0.02263+0.00065−0.00066
\13/ ◦ 8.61+0.12−0.13 8.65+0.12−0.13
Δ𝑚221

10−5 eV2
7.39+0.21−0.20 7.39+0.21−0.20

Δ𝑚231

10−3 eV2
2.525+0.033−0.031 −2.512+0.034−0.031

4 RESULTS

From Equation 15, we recognise that the potential depends on the
electron number density for each configuration. Accordingly, we
infer that the electron fraction plays an important role within the
postmerger remnant ejection and that it is far from being uniform
in these scenarios, since the development of the winds depends
especially on the progressive evolution of this value. Because of
this, many works have discussed this issue, for example, Perego
et al. (2014) simulated the spatial distribution of this electron
fraction for winds ejected in the close vicinity of the remnant
(without considering magnetic contributions). In these simulations,
the authors concluded that indeed, both the matter in the nearest
parts of the disk and that surrounding the HMNS before being
ejected, have different values. In particular, they mention that for
high latitudes (50◦ − 90◦), the value of 𝑌𝑒 is expected to be close
to the value of the equilibrium electron fraction 𝑌e, EQ, while for
low latitudes (30◦ − 50◦) its value typically ranges between 0.2 and
0.4, although an increase to a value close to 𝑌e, EQ expected but on
a longer time scale. Undoubtedly, this contributes to a clarification
of how the ejected baryonic mass is distributed and how it evolves
over time. Nevertheless, we are aware that a small variation in this
value will have a negligible effect on the associated potential and
consequently on the oscillation parameters, even for extreme angu-
lar values. For this reason, in this work we do not consider further
any temporal or spatial variations of the value of𝑌𝑒 within thewinds.

In order to identify the angular variation of the postmerger
winds density, we rely on the work made by (Murguia-Berthier
et al. 2017). They obtained the baryonic density profiles from two
global simulations considering two different mechanisms of wind
production (Siegel et al. 2014; Perego et al. 2014). In the first one,
HD simulations were performed to characterise the winds that
are expelled by neutrinos. In contrast, in the second work, they
study the winds surrounding the progenitor in a strongly magne-
tised environment (𝐵 = 1014−1016 G) as a result of a BNS collision.

Considering these density profiles and using 𝑌e, EQ = 0.42
(Qian & Woosley 1996) in Equation (15), we show in Figure 2,
the density profiles and the effective potential at radius 𝑟 = 109
cm for both wind conduction channels. In this Figure, we obtained
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Figure 2. Latitudinal density profiles calculated at 𝑟 = 109 cm of (Murguia-
Berthier et al. 2017). Additionally, we display the related neutrino effective
potential for each scenario. One notes that the greater contribution to poten-
tial takes place in the equatorial region.

the potential within the winds during both MDW and NDW
launch. We found that in the magnetic case, the potential increases
up to three orders of magnitude reaching a maximum value
of 𝑉eff = 2.125 × 10−9 eV at \ = 90 ◦ in comparison with
𝑉eff = 3.213 × 10−12 eV at \ = 0 ◦. On the other hand, when we
examine the NDW case, we realise that the potential does not have a
substantial increment, being only𝑉eff = 1.347×10−13 eV at \ = 0 ◦
and 𝑉eff = 4.060 × 10−13 eV at \ = 90 ◦ with an absolute rise of
only one order of magnitude. Remarkably, the potential behaviour
in both cases remain quite similar within the polar vicinity, lying
on the range (3.2 × 10−13 eV < Veff < 3.5 × 10−12 eV), but it has
a meaningful increment from \ 𝑗 > 29 ◦. In other words, we are
not able to distinguish between the two types of progenitors for an
on-axis event, mainly because the neutrino oscillation properties
remain similar in both cases. Conversely, for an off-axis event
seeing ‘edgewise’, the potential will have a significant contribution
for greater latitudinal angles due to the magnetic amplification, and
accordingly, the neutrino oscillation probabilities, as well as the
flavour rates, will allow us to identify when a binary neutron star
collision forms the resulting sGRB.

Likewise, with the densities presented above, we plot in
Figure 3, the resonance energies using Equation (12). We find
those regions where neutrino oscillations become significant. In
particular, we stand out: i) the region below 𝐸𝐿

res which be in
agreement with the vacuum oscillation region where the admixtures
between both 1 ↔ 2 and 2 ↔ 3 mass eigenstates dominates,
ii) the filled region 𝐸𝐿

res < 𝐸a < 𝐸𝐻
res, where the matter effects

dominate. It is worth mentioning that for 𝐸a > 𝐸𝐻
res, the medium

effect also remains worthwhile as long as the energy does not
exceed the breakdown value of adiabaticity energy. Following this
guideline, we recognise that the resonance energies in the MDW
case encompass a region between 43.697 MeV < Ea < 3.752 GeV
at \ 𝑗 = 0 ◦ and decreases until 6.606 keV < Ea < 0.567 MeV
at \ 𝑗 = 90 ◦, while for the NDW case, the resonance interval is
entirely included between 34.580 MeV < Ea < 2.970 GeV at
\ 𝑗 = 0 ◦ and 1.042 MeV < Ea < 89.529 MeV at \ 𝑗 = 90 ◦, and iii)
for thermal neutrinos produced within a magnetised environment,
our focus is for \ 𝑗 > 36.04 ◦ where the lower resonance energy
is greater that 𝐸a = 1.022 MeV (twice the electron mass value at
rest frame), being this region where oscillations differ from the

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
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E
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r = 109 cm

ELres

EHres

ELres

EHres

Figure 3. Resonance energies for both, MDW (red) and NDW (blue) winds.
The dotted lines describe the lower limits for the resonance energies while
the continuous lines are the upper limits for our considered cases. The
filled area represent the region 𝐸𝐿

res < 𝐸a < 𝐸𝐻
res where neutrinos oscillate

between the two resonances and therefore the matter effects prevail.

case in the vacuum. Thermal neutrinos with energies as low as the
minimum energy of creation in the complementary case, behave
like in the vacuum for all propagation angles but show a different
performance as their energy rises. For instance, at 𝐸a = 10 MeV,
resonances arises from \ 𝑗 > 18.87 ◦, as well as, from \ 𝑗 > 26.01 ◦
for neutrinos with 𝐸a = 5MeV.

In order to know the adiabaticity breakdown energy, we first
acknowledge that for circumburst stellar winds, the density profile
takes the form (Murguia-Berthier et al. 2014)

𝜌𝑤 (𝑟) =
¤𝑀

4𝜋𝑐𝛽𝑟2
= 𝐴𝑟−2 , (22)

where 𝐴 ≡ ¤𝑀/(4𝜋𝑐𝛽𝑤 ) is the corresponding proportional con-
stant, with ¤𝑀 ' 10−3 𝑀�s−1 and 𝛽𝑤 ' 0.3 the typical values of
mass loss rate and wind ejection velocity. To determine if a density
profile of these characteristics is smoothly enough to be considered
adiabatic, the parameter 𝛾 must be calculated. Therefore, using
Equation (3), we show this parameter in Figure 4, regarding the
three possible mixing angles from Table 1 as a function of neutrino
energy.

We find that the adiabaticity condition for all mixing angles
𝛾 � 1 is fulfilled for 𝐸a < 1 GeV. Furthermore, using Equation
(2), we show in Figure 5 the flip probability as a function of
the neutrino energy from the adiabaticity parameters previously
obtained. In this Figure, we highlight three well-defined transition
regions for the density profile in Equation (22). i) Where the flip
probability is zero; in this region is where all adiabatic conversions
for neutrinos with 𝐸a . 103 MeV take place, guaranteeing that
for this profile, jumps between mass eigenstates are forbidden, ii)
the region which 𝑃 𝑓 fluctuates between 0 and 1; in this case, the
probabilities can be approximated with the average variation 〈𝑃 𝑓 〉,
and iii) where 𝑃 𝑓 = 1 implying that the adiabaticity condition is
strongly violated. Since we are studying thermal neutrinos within
the MeV-range, then conversions will be completely adiabatic.

Additionally, in Figure 6 we contemplate several power-law
wind-profiles with typical exponents (1, 1.5, 2, 17/7) (Granot
et al. 2018; Fraĳa et al. 2021) to demonstrate that the adiabaticity
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regarding the three possible admixture angles in a three-flavour scenario
(Esteban et al. 2019). We observe that neutrinos with 𝐸 < 1 GeV propagate
adiabatically within a circumburst stellar wind.
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Figure 6.Adiabaticity parameter for a mediumwith density profile 𝜌 ∝ 𝑟−𝑛

considering different exponents.

condition is also satisfied. We find that slopes become steeper for
density profiles with larger exponents, but they remain adiabatic
in the MeV-range, and hence, their associated flip probabilities are
also zero (see Figure 7).

In this way, from Equations (10) and (16), we calculate the
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Figure 7. Flip probability obtained from the adiabaticity parameters in a
previous Figure.

oscillation probabilities at 𝑟 = 109 cm, taking into account an
energy range between 1 and 30 MeV for both MDW and NDW
scenarios. We also compare them with probabilities in the vacuum.
To compute the exact matter oscillations probabilities numerically
in a three-flavour admixture scenario, we use the general-purpose
NOPE code (Bustamante 2019), constructing the two Hamiltonians
with their associated neutrino effective potential in each case.
Our results are shown in both Figures 8 and 9, where we show
the contour plots from each independent flavour transitions as a
function of energy and \ 𝑗 . Since we want to study in more detail the
changes in probabilities for neutrinos travelling in all directions, we
plot w.l.o.g. in Figure 10, the angular projection for neutrinos with
𝐸a = 15MeV. As a reference, we also compare them with neutrino
oscillations in the vacuum, which, as expected, are constant for all
\ 𝑗 angles. We find slight variations in both cases concerning the
vacuum with growing wiggles at lower and higher latitudes where
oscillation amplitudes are larger because of boundary effects, being
the mid-latitudes where the probabilities converge to an average
value. The same procedure was followed in Figure 11, where we
show the probabilities as a function of neutrino energy for a fixed
angle of \ 𝑗 = 90 ◦. Here, we notice a small shift between oscillation
phases in the three contemplated cases.

Once we got the probabilities for each scheme, we pro-
ceed to calculate the neutrino rate using the parametrization
shown in Equation (19), assuming an initial creation rate of
(b𝑒, b` , b𝜏 )created ≡ (0.4, 0.3, 0.3). Therefore, we show in
Figure 12, the expected neutrino fraction as a function of en-
ergy and latitudinal angle and their associated ternary plot. In
the left column, we represent the analysis performed for MDW
winds, while in the right column, we perform the same but for NDW.

In both cases, we identify a defined oscillation region with
boundaries between bmin = 0.311 and bmax = 0.372 in the 1 − 30
MeV-range, suggesting that roughly the same flavour proportion
(1/3, 1/3, 1/3) is preserved.

Comparing the upper and middle panels, we found in both
cases that angular as well as energy dependence is essential, and
they play a crucial role in the oscillation performance. This effect is
more prominent in the MDW case than in the NDW because of the
magnetic field amplification. Furthermore, we see that in the MDW
case, the neutrino ratios do not converge to an expected value, while
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in the NDW case, the ratios only slightly deviate from the vacuum
value. We could somehow use this condition to determine if the
involved progenitor was a combination of NS-NS or BH-NS.

5 CONCLUSIONS

Neutrinos are a valuable tool to characterize the astrophysical
sources that produce them, mainly because they are created in
a magnetized, very hot, and initially opaque medium (e.g., see
Fraĳa 2014a, 2015). They propagate through a relatively large
column density towards the Earth. In this work, we show that
neutrino oscillation probabilities are affected when neutrinos cross
a non-vacuum medium. In particular, we found that admixtures
and flavours are strongly dependent on the neutrino energies
and density profiles. We derive for the first time the effective
potential for neutrinos crossing this medium and compute the
resulting oscillation propertieswhen this effect is taken into account.

We found that dealing with a 𝐸a = 1.022 MeV in the MDW
case, the minimal angle from which oscillations become important
is \ 𝑗 = 36.04 ◦, while the same neutrino but traveling within an
NDW medium behaves similarly to the vacuum case through all
directions, being 𝐸a = 34.58 MeV the margin energy from which
this effect is suppressed. Conversely, for more energetic neutrinos,
such as, 𝐸a = 10MeV, the matter effects become relevant to angles
as narrow as \ 𝑗 = 18.87 ◦.

Since the wind density depends mainly on the participat-
ing progenitors during the merger, we only considered MDW
and NDW as the only two possible media types. In the first
one, we assume that the medium has a remarkable magnetic
contribution, which increases the baryonic density for higher
latitudes and, as a consequence, the following characteristics
stand out: i) at 90 degrees, the highest values are reached with
𝜌 = 6.678 × 105 gcm−3 and 𝑉eff = 2.125 × 10−9 eV, ii) resonance
energy arises at 𝐸a = 14.07 MeV, iii) the neutrino oscillation
probabilities slightly deviate from the theoretical probability in
the vacuum. For instance, the survival probability for a 15−MeV
electronic neutrino, propagating at \ = 35 ◦ in this medium is
0.382079 while its counterpart in the vacuum is only 0.507873, iv)
the neutrino ratio in this medium for the same 15−MeV neutrino
is bMDW = (0.335, 0.337, 0.328) in comparison with the vacuum
value of bVacuum = (0.348, 0.330, 0.322).

In the second case, under a NDW approach, the following
features arose: i) 𝜌 = 4.23 × 102 gcm−3 and 𝑉eff = 1 × 10−11
eV at equatorial latitudes, ii) we found a resonance energy of
28.97 MeV, iii) the same 15−MeV electronic neutrino we used
before has a surviving probability of 0.156094 with a ratio of
bNDW = (0.314, 0.346, 0.340).

In both cases, the neutrino oscillations are within the adiabatic
regime, between two well-defined regions dependent on the chosen
initial production ratio. It is worth mentioning that we replicate the
calculations considering both NO and IO mass hierarchies, but the
differences were negligible in our energy range.

Moreover, the neutrino ratio varies for a greater extent in the
magnetic case. This effect is more predominant for higher latitude
angles, while within the NDW regime, the expected ratio is only

slightly altered from the vacuum case.

In conclusion, we can summarise that the winds produced
during the formation of sGRB must be taken into account in the
oscillation calculations since the resonant effects of thermal neutri-
nos within these media are essential. Even though it is possible to
estimate the number of events that would be expectedwith future de-
tectors within this energy range (e.g. the future Hyper-Kamiokande
experiment), it would require studying the change in oscillation
properties between the source, the intergalactic medium and the
Earth itself, which is beyond this paper’s scope. Nevertheless, it is
possible to predict that if the conditions in which a GRB arises are
optimal (sufficiently close and energetic with a promising flux of
detectable neutrinos), in the next decades we will be able to detect
neutrinos coming from this type of sources and cross-check the
results presented in this work.
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Figure 8. Oscillograms within a MDW scenario. We show the six independent possible transitions for this configuration. It is worth noting that the survival
probability of the electronic neutrino dominates over the complementary probabilities.
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Figure 9. Same as in Figure 8, but for a NDW scenario.
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Figure 10. Oscillation probabilities projected on the 𝑃 − \ 𝑗 plane for neutrinos propagating in the vacuum (gray dashed line), in a medium with winds
dominated by magnetic processes (red line) and a medium with winds driven by neutrinos (blue line). One can distinguish the deviation from the standard
oscillation probability in the vacuum for a 15−MeV neutrino.
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Figure 11. Oscillation probabilities projected on the 𝑃 − 𝐸a plane for neutrinos propagating in a medium with winds dominated by magnetic processes (red
line) and a medium with winds driven by neutrinos (blue line). For these plots we have to take into account a NO scheme. Here we consider MeV-neutrinos in
both scenarios propagating at the Equator (\ 𝑗 = 90 ◦) where the differences between the medium densities become significant. We also plot the oscillations in
the vacuum for comparison purposes.
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Figure 12.
Left panels: (Upper) Representation of the expected neutrino fractions (thick lines) within a MDW scenario as a function of \ 𝑗 . Comparison with the
theoretical neutrino ratios in the vacuum (dashed lines) is also shown. We notice a larger contribution of electronic flavour due to a overproduction of a𝑒 by
charged-current interactions (𝑒±capture on nucleons) within the medium.
(Middle) Same as above but as a function of 𝐸a .
(Bottom) Ternary plot associated with this cases (bottom panel). We can observe that approximately the same neutrino ratio is conserved (1/3 : 1/3 : 1/3) and
indeed, transitions only fluctuate between these allowed regions.

Right panels: Same as in left panels but for a NDW case.
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