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ABSTRACT

Fallback in core-collapse supernovae (CCSNe) plays an important role in determining the properties of the central

compact remnants, which might produce a black hole (BH) hyperaccretion system in the centre of a massive CCSN.

When the accretion rate is extremely high and neutrino cooling is dominant, the hyperaccretion should be in the

phase of the neutrino-dominated accretion flows (NDAFs), and thus a large number of anisotropic MeV neutrinos
will be launched from the disc along with the strong gravitational waves (GWs). In this paper, we perform a series

of one-dimensional CCSN simulations with the initial explosion energy in the range of 2 − 8 B (1 B = 1051 erg)

to investigate the fallback processes. By considering the evolution of the central BH mass and spin in the fallback

accretion, we present the effects of the initial explosion energies, masses and metallicities of the massive progenitor
stars on the spectra of anisotropic MeV neutrinos and the waveform of GWs from NDAFs. These neutrino or GW

signals might be detected by operational or future detectors, and the multimessenger joint detections could constrain

the properties of CCSNe and progenitor stars.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Massive stars (> 8 M⊙) usually end their lives as a core-
collapse supernova (CCSN). The explosions give birth to
neutron stars (NSs) or black holes (BHs) and eject solar
masses of heavy elements (see e.g. Colgate & White 1966;
Burrows & Vartanyan 2021). Although the CCSN theory has
been studied for more than half a century and has achieved
remarkable progress, the explosion mechanism remains un-
certain. The delayed neutrino-heating mechanism is consid-
ered a robust solution and has been widely explored since its
conception by Colgate (1971). The collapse of an iron core
in the centre of a massive star (∼ 20 − 40 M⊙) initially
leads to the product of a proto-NS and the formation of a
shock wave after the core reaches the nuclear density and re-
bounds. The shock wave travels outwards and loses energy
by dissociating iron nuclei and stalls. The CCSN then en-
ters the accretion phase, in which infalling matter accretes
to the shock front and the proto-NS continues to grow (e.g.
Bethe 1990; Walk et al. 2020). In the paradigm of neutrino-
driven explosions, the shock is then revived by the joint action
of neutrino heating and various hydrodynamic instabilities
and a successful CCSN appears (e.g. Bethe & Wilson 1985;
Müller 2016; Janka et al. 2007; Janka 2012). A successful ex-
plosion, in which the stellar mantle is ejected, will result in
the formation of an NS. In many cases, however, the rem-
nant will be a BH. A considerable amount of material (the
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material that does not reach escape velocities, or that is de-
celerated by a subsequent reverse shock) falls back, causing
the NS to collapse to a BH (e.g. Chevalier 1989; Fryer 2006;
Li et al. 2020). CCSN fallback plays an important role in de-
termining the properties of the compact remnants and of the
ejecta composition (e.g. Chan et al. 2018). Meanwhile, fall-
back might be related to a number of the observed phenom-
ena, i.e., the peculiar supernovae (SNe), the late-time neu-
trino emission, the r-process element productions, and the
long-duration gamma-ray bursts (LGRBs, e.g. Wong et al.
2014; Liu et al. 2018).

The concept of fallback was first discussed by Colgate
(1971). Since that time, many CCSN explosion calculations
have confirmed the existence of fallback and studied its
dynamics and effects (see e.g. Bisnovatyi-Kogan & Lamzin
1984; Woosley 1989; Chevalier 1989; Woosley & Weaver 1995;
Fryer 1999, 2009; MacFadyen et al. 2001; Zhang et al. 2008;
Moriya et al. 2010, 2019; Dexter & Kasen 2013; Wong et al.
2014; Perna et al. 2014; Branch & Wheeler 2017; Chan et al.
2020). Moreover, substantial observational evidences for
CCSN fallback had been gathered (e.g. Israelian et al. 1999;
Zampieri et al. 2003; Moriya et al. 2010, 2018; Nomoto et al.
2006; Keller et al. 2014; Bessell et al. 2015). The intensity of
the fallback is determined by the CCSN explosion energy and
the binding energy of the star (e.g. Fryer 2006). The more
powerful fallback may correspond to the weaker explosion en-
ergy. Therefore, the electromagnetic signals from the fallback
CCSNe would be faint and might be undetectable. Never-
theless, neutrinos and gravitational waves (GWs) can be the
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unique probes of the core-collapse of massive stars. They can
provide useful information regarding the fallback processes.

Neutrinos from fallback in CCSNe have been studied in
Fryer (2009). He calculated neutrinos from the fallback onto
the newly formed NS and showed that the fallback can con-
tribute a sizeable fraction of the total observed neutrino
flux. For the rotating progenitors, the fallback could provide
power to the central engine producing LGRBs (e.g. Woosley
1993; MacFadyen & Woosley 1999; Woosley & Heger 2012;
Liu et al. 2018, 2019). Infalling material with enough angu-
lar momentum would be slowed by the rotation and be piled
into a disc. The fallback accretion rate is high and the disc
would be a hyperaccretion disc once the temperature and den-
sity are high enough that the photons are trapped and large
amounts of neutrinos are emitted. Such a disc would be in a
state of neutrino-dominated accretion flow (NDAF, see e.g.
Popham et al. 1999; Narayan et al. 2001; Kohri & Mineshige
2002; Lee et al. 2005; Gu et al. 2006; Chen & Beloborodov
2007; Janiuk et al. 2007; Kawanaka & Mineshige 2007;
Liu et al. 2007, 2015, 2016; Lei et al. 2009; Li & Liu 2013;
Luo et al. 2013; Xue et al. 2013; Song et al. 2016; Nagataki
2018), and for review see Liu et al. (2017a). The anisotropic
neutrino emission from the disc would then generate the
GW emission (e.g. Suwa & Murase 2009; Liu et al. 2017b;
Wei & Liu 2020).

The explosion can be parameterized by the motion of a
piston or by injecting a prescribed amount of energy into
the inner zone. Both mechanisms have been used to investi-
gate the fallback processes (e.g. Zhang et al. 2008; Fryer 2009;
Dexter & Kasen 2013). The fallback from the piston-driven
explosion is different to that from the energy-driven explosion
(e.g. Young & Fryer 2007; Wong et al. 2014). The piston en-
gine is still a useful tool to investigate the fallback CCSNe in
some recent works (e.g. Sukhbold et al. 2016; Woosley 2019).

In this paper, we adopt the piston engine to simulate the
fallback processes. We then roughly use fallback rate to es-
timate the mass accretion rate of the centre hyperaccretion
disc in order to investigate the anisotropic neutrino and GW
radiations. This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2,
we present the CCSN simulation methods and results. The
evolution of a BH in a hyperaccretion system is introduced in
Section 3. In Sections 4 and 5, we calculate the neutrino and
GW spectra of NDAFs in the centre of CCSNe, respectively.
The effects of the initial explosion energies, the viewing an-
gles and the masses and metallicities of the progenitor stars
are studied. A brief summary is given in Section 6.

2 CCSN SIMULATIONS

In this work, we adopt the well-known pre-SN mod-
els (e.g. Woosley et al. 2002; Woosley & Heger 2007;
Heger & Woosley 2010) as the initial conditions. These pro-
genitor models with initial mass in range of 20 − 40M⊙

were evolved using the KEPLER code (Weaver et al. 1978;
Woosley et al. 2002) through all stable stages of nuclear
burning until their iron cores became unstable and collapsi-
ble. Amounts of these models, the ones with zero-metallicity
(Z/Z⊙ = 0) and solar-metallicity (Z/Z⊙ = 1) are referenced
from Heger & Woosley (2010) and Woosley & Heger (2007),
respectively, as well as the ones with metallicity Z/Z⊙ = 0.01
are provided by Prof. Alexander Heger in private communi-

cation. Here Z and Z⊙ are the metallicities of the progenitor
stars and the Sun, respectively. We adopt the Athena++ code
(White et al. 2016) to perform one-dimensional CCSN simu-
lations with the fixed inner boundary at R = 109 cm. The ini-
tial explosion energies are respectively set to be E = 2, 4, and
8 B (1 B = 1051 erg) for different cases. In order to simplify
the initial explosion within the inner boundary, which is out of
the scope of this paper, we follow Woosley & Weaver (1995)
and Woosley et al. (2002) to adopt the piston approach to
mimic it. In all of our simulations, the piston is initially lo-
cated at the outer edge of the iron core, and the piston firstly
moves inwards for 0.45 s when the collapse begins, and then
abruptly moves outwards at a certain small radius with an
initial high velocity and decelerates smoothly until coming to
rest at 109 cm.

For each case, the simulation was divided into two steps
to model the initial collapse and the subsequent explosion
accompanied by the fallback process. In the first step, the
structural profiles of progenitor stars were mapped into the
Athena++ code. The outer boundary of the computational
domain is set at the surface of the progenitor star, which
is different for each case (from approximately 1012 to 1014

cm). A unidirectional outflowing inner boundary condition
was used to mimic the suction effect resulting from the hy-
pothetical piston moving inwards. This step briefly reflects a
free collapse of the star before the beginning of the explosion.
The simulation is run to 0.45 s, after which the piston turns
outwards, corresponding to the outward propagation of the
blast. An average of approximately 1 s is required for a blast
wave to reach R = 109 cm (Burrows et al. 2020), which is
also the period in which the piston moves outwards. The gas
flow does not change much during this brief period (Liu et al.
2021). Thus, we directly map the star shape at 0.45 s to the
new grid for the second step as its initial conditions.

In the second step, the same outflowing inner boundary
is set at R = 109 cm, while the outer boundary is set at R
= 1016 cm, which is far from the star surface. Outside the
star, the medium is maintained in a constant state with pres-
sure and density three orders of magnitude lower than the
corresponding values on the star surface. In order to mimic
the outward blast passing through the inner boundary, the
additional energy and mass are artificially injected into the
innermost computing cell at the beginning of the second step.
This injection is assumed to be instantaneous, so it only needs
to modify the initial condition of the inner most cell rather
than setting a time-dependent boundary condition. The in-
jected energy is just the setting explosion energy. There are
only three values taken in our simulations, namely 2, 4, and
8 B. The injected mass consists of two fractions. One fraction
is from the recording of inhaled mass during 0.45 s collapse
in the first step. The other fraction is the mass within the
inner boundary (∼ 109 cm) excluding the mass of the iron
core. For different progenitor stars, the injected mass value
is in the range of ∼ 0.5 − 2.5 M⊙. All of simulations in the
second step were run until the remnant growth ceased and
the maximum duration was about 3× 106 s.

For the two different steps above, the grid for each step
has a different number of cells. In the first step, the grid has
104 cells with a logarithmic uniform interval for the radial
direction. To reduce computing time, the grid for the second
step has only 2,000 logarithmic spacing cells.

The profiles of the density and velocity at 50, 100, 500, and
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Figure 1. Evolutions of mass and spin of BHs surrounded by hyperaccretion discs with different progenitor masses, metallicities, and initial
explosion energies. The initial BH mass and spin are set as MBH = 2.3 M⊙ and a∗ = 0.9, respectively.

1,000 s and the time evolutions of the mass supply rate for
different initial explosion energies with the different progen-
itor masses and metallicities are shown in Appendix A. The
effects of different initial conditions on explosion evolution
have been discussed in Liu et al. (2021). In that work, we
mainly focused on the properties of final compact remnants
of CCSNe and investigated the existence of the lower mass
gap in the compact object distribution. Here, we mainly focus
on the evolution of the fallback mass supply rates. As shown
in Figure A3, for the same explosion energy, more powerful
fallback would occur in the collapse of the progenitor star
with higher mass and lower metallicity. For a given progen-
itor star, the mass supply rate decreases significantly as the
initial explosion energy increases. Without considering the
disc outflows, the mass supply rate can be roughly consid-
ered as the net accretion rate. We notice that in all cases,
the mass accretion rates are approximately in the range of
0.01 − 1 M⊙ s−1 during the initial stage. With such a high
mass accretion rate, the hyperaccretion disc would be in the
state of the NDAF.

3 BH EVOLUTION

The mass and spin of a BH surrounded by a hyperaccretion
disc will violently evolve within a short period. Based on the
conversion of the energy and the angular momentum, the
evolution equations of a spinning BH can be written as (e.g.
Liu et al. 2012)

dMBH

dt
= Ṁems, (1)

dJBH

dt
= Ṁlms, (2)

where MBH, JBH, and Ṁ are the mass and angular momen-
tum of the BH and the mass accretion rate, respectively. ems

and lms are the specific energy and angular momentum at
the marginally stable orbit, which are defined as (see e.g.
Wu et al. 2013; Hou et al. 2014; Song et al. 2015)

ems =
1

√
3xms

(

4−
3a∗
√
xms

)

, (3)

lms =
2
√
3GMBH

c

(

1−
2a∗

3
√
xms

)

, (4)

where a∗ ≡ cJBH/GM2
BH is the dimensionless spin param-

eter of the BH. xms = 3 + Z2 −
√

(3− Z1)(3 + Z1 + 2Z2)
is the dimensionless radius of the marginally stable orbit
(Bardeen et al. 1972; Kato et al. 2008), where Z1 = 1+ (1−
a2
∗)

1/3[(1 + a∗)
1/3 + (1 − a∗)

1/3] and Z2 =
√

32∗ + Z2
1 for

0 < a∗ < 1. According to Equations (1)-(4), the evolution
of the BH spin can be given by

da∗

dt
=

2
√
3Ṁ

MBH

(

1−
a∗

√
xms

)2

. (5)

The effects of the initial explosion energies, the masses
and metallicities of the massive progenitor stars on the time-
evolution of the BH surrounded by the hyperaccretion disc
are shown in Figure 1. The starting time is set at the time
when the initial BH mass (core mass) is 2.3 M⊙. For all cases,
the initial BH spin parameter is set as a∗ = 0.9 in our calcu-
lations.

MNRAS 000, 000–000 (2021)



4 Wei, Liu & Xue

-2 -1 0 1 2 3
44

46

48

50

52

54

(a) Z/Z =0.01,
     E=2B,
     =1°

lo
g 
nE

n (
er

g)

log hn (MeV)

 M=20M
 M=30M
 M=40M

-2 -1 0 1 2 3
44

46

48

50

52

54

(b) M=40M ,
     E=2B,
     =1°

lo
g 
nE

n (
er

g)

log hn (MeV)

 Z/Z =0
 Z/Z =0.01
 Z/Z =1

-2 -1 0 1 2 3
44

46

48

50

52

54

lo
g 
nE

n (
er

g)

log hn (MeV)

 E=2B
 E=4B
 E=8B

(c) M=40M ,
     Z/Z =0.01,
     =1°
    

-2 -1 0 1 2 3
44

46

48

50

52

54

(d) M=40M ,
     Z/Z =0.01,
     E=2B

 =1°
 =10°
 =30°
 =60°
 =85°

lo
g 
nE

n (
er

g)

log hn (MeV)

Figure 2. Time-integrated electron antineutrino spectra of NDAFs as functions of the progenitor masses, metallicities, and initial explosion
energies, and the viewing angles ϑ.

4 NEUTRINOS FROM NDAFS

4.1 Model

Based on the global solutions of NDAFs in Xue et al. (2013),
we derive the fitting formulae for the mean cooling rate due
to electron antineutrino losses, Qν̄e in units of erg cm−2 s−1,
the temperature of the disc T in units of K, and the neutrino
luminosity Lν in units of erg s−1 as a function of the BH mass
(in the range of 2.5 − 10 M⊙) and spin parameter, the mass
accretion rate (less than 1 M⊙ s−1), and the radius, i.e.,

logQν̄e = 41.40 − 0.23mBH + 0.58a∗ + 1.85 log ṁ

− 3.96 log r, (6)

log T = 11.23 − 0.4mBH + 0.10a∗ + 0.23 log ṁ

− 0.86 log r, (7)

logLν = 52.80 − 0.03mBH + 1.01a∗ + 1.08 log ṁ, (8)

where mBH = MBH/M⊙ is the dimensionless BH mass, and
ṁ = Ṁ/M⊙ s−1 and r = R/Rg are the dimensionless mass
accretion rate and radius, respectively. Rg = 2GMBH/c

2 is
the Schwarzschild radius.

The tracks of the neutrinos escaped from NDAFs should
be effected by the central BHs. We use the well-known
ray-tracing method (e.g. Fanton et al. 1997; Li et al. 2005;
Liu et al. 2016) to calculate the neutrino propagation in a

manner similar to the photon propagation near an accreting
BH. For a given pixel of the image, the position of the emitter
on the disc can be traced based on the null geodesic equa-
tion (Carter 1968). By taking into account the corresponding
gravitational potential and the velocity of the emission loca-
tions, the energy shift of a neutrino can be calculated. By
integrating over all the pixels, the total observed flux distri-
bution can be expressed as

FEobs
=

∫

image

g3IEem
dΩobs, (9)

where Eobs is the observed neutrino energy, Eem is the neu-
trino emission energy from the local disc, g ≡ Eobs/Eem is
the energy shift factor, and Ωobs is the solid angle of the disc
image to the observer. IEem

is the local emissivity, which can
be calculated according to the cooling rate Qν̄e as

IEem
= Qν̄e

FEem
∫

FEem
dEem

, (10)

where FEem
= E2

em/[exp(Eem/kT − η) + 1] is the unnormal-
ized Fermi-Dirac spectrum (e.g. Rauch & Blandford 1994;
Fanton et al. 1997; Li et al. 2005; Liu et al. 2016).

4.2 Results

Figure 2 shows the time-integrated spectra of the electron
antineutrinos from NDAFs by considering the effects of the
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Figure 3. Expected number of IBD events detected by Hyper-K for
CCSNe and NDAFs as a function of the distance.

initial explosion energies, the viewing angles, and the masses
and metallicities of the progenitor stars. The neutrino ener-
gies are generally in the range of 10 keV to 100 MeV and
the peaks of the spectra occur at approximately 3− 20 MeV.
For the same initial explosion energy, the higher progenitor
mass and the lower metallicity are favourable for the neutrino
emission of the disc. According to Equation (6), the neutrino-
cooling rate decreases with increasing radius, which indicates
that the high-energy neutrinos are mainly emitted from the
inner region of the NDAF. These neutrinos are close to the
BH and would be affected by the general relativistic effects.
When the viewing angle ϑ increases, an increasing number of
high-energy neutrinos deflected by the BH would be detected.
On the other hand, the low-energy neutrinos are mostly emit-
ted from the outer region of the disc, so that the general rel-
ativistic effects have little influence on them. Therefore, as
shown in Figure 2(d), the viewing angle has more significant
effects on the high-energy range of spectra. As the initial ex-
plosion energy decreases, the neutrino luminosity of NDAFs
increases. The fallback mass supply rates are adopted, which
are typically lower than the mass supply rates in the freefall
approximation, and we consider the evolution of the mass and
spin of the central BH, so the profiles of the neutrino spectra
are different from the results of Wei et al. (2019).

Electron antineutrinos can be detected via inverse beta de-
cay (IBD) reaction ν̄e + p → n+ e+ by the upcoming Hyper-
Kamiokande (Hyper-K) detector. Neutrinos of different
flavours are supposed to be detected by Hyper-K, but the IBD
is the best detection channel (Abe et al. 2011). The expected
number of the NDAF neutrino events detected by Hyper-
K can be estimated in reference to CCSN neutrinos. The
CCSN neutrino emission has been widely investigated (e.g.
Hüdepohl et al. 2010; Scholberg 2012; O’Connor & Ott 2013;
Seadrow et al. 2018; Takiwaki & Kotake 2018; Glas et al.
2019; Li et al. 2019, 2021; Müller 2019; Vartanyan et al.
2019; Morinaga et al. 2020; Walk et al. 2020; Warren et al.
2020; Nagakura et al. 2021a,b; Suwa et al. 2019, 2021).
Nagakura et al. (2021a,b) studied the CCSN neutrino signals
and gave the event rates, the observed energy spectra, and the
cumulative number of the events of some terrestrial neutrino
detectors. They also found that there is a correlation between

0 π/6 π/3 π/2
viewing angle

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

a

Figure 4. The dependence of the GW amplitude on the viewing
angle ϑ.

the total neutrino energy and the cumulative number of the
neutrino events for the detectors. For the typical energy re-
leased by a CCSN is about ∼ 3 × 1053 erg, almost 99% of
the released energy is carried out by neutrinos. Then approx-
imately 165, 000−230, 000 inverse beta events are expected to
be detected by Hyper-K for a typical CCSN at a distance of
10 kpc (Abe et al. 2011). Figure 3 shows the expected num-
ber of the IBD events for CCSNe and NDAFs by Hyper-K.
Obviously, if we adopt the typical total neutrino energy of
NDAFs as ∼ 2 × 1052 erg, the typical events of CCSNe are
about one order of magnitude higher than those of NDAFs.
In the case of the Large Magellanic Cloud (LMC) where SN
1987a was located, approximately several hundred events are
expected for NDAFs. At the distance of M31 (Andromeda
Galaxy), only a few NDAF neutrinos can be detected. The
detailed detection rate for NDAFs in the Local Group was es-
timated in Liu et al. (2016). In the Local Group, if one takes
the event rate of the SN Ib/c as an optimistic event rate for
NDAFs, the expected detection rate for NDAFs is 1− 3 per
century for the Hyper-K detector. Other neutrino detectors
such as the Jiangmen Underground Neutrino Observatory
(An et al. 2016), Super-Kamiokande (Abe et al. 2014), and
LENA (Wurm et al. 2012) can also detect NDAF neutrinos,
but the detection distance is more limited.

5 GWS FROM NDAFS

5.1 Model

Epstein (1978) first analyzed the GWs from a small source
due to the anisotropic axisymmetric emission of neutri-
nos. The neutrino-induced GWs from CCSNe were in-
vestigated in some simulations (see e.g. Burrows & Hayes
1996; Müller & Janka 1997; Kotake et al. 2006, 2007,
2009; Müller et al. 2012, 2013; Vartanyan & Burrows 2020).
Vartanyan & Burrows (2020) investigated GWs from CCSNe
sourced by neutrino emission asymmetries for a wide range
of progenitor masses and concluded that they could be de-
tected at 10 kpc by aLIGO, ET, and DECIGO. Besides,
neutrino-induced GWs from NDAFs were studied in some
previous literatures (Suwa & Murase 2009; Liu et al. 2017b).

MNRAS 000, 000–000 (2021)
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Figure 5. Characteristic amplitudes of GWs from NDAFs as func-
tions of progenitor masses, metallicities and initial explosion ener-
gies.

The formulas of the GW amplitude for the axisymmetric
emission of neutrinos from NDAFs have been introduced in
Suwa & Murase (2009) and Wei & Liu (2020). We simplify
the NDAF as a geometrically infinitely thin disc and assume
that the emission of neutrinos is isotropic at the disc surface.

The GW amplitude is then given by

h+(t, ϑ) =
1 + 2 cos ϑ

3
tan2(

ϑ

2
)

2G

Robsc4

×

∫ t−Robs/c

−∞

Lν(t
′)dt′, (11)

where Robs is the distance from the observer to the source and
Lν(t

′)dt′ is the neutrino luminosity of the source. As shown in
Equation (11), the GW amplitude depends on the viewing an-
gle. We can define an angle factor a = (1+2 cosϑ) tan2(ϑ/2).
The effect of viewing angle on the GW amplitude is displayed
in Figure 4. When the observer is located in the equatorial
plane, i.e., ϑ = π/2, the GW amplitude is the largest.
The local energy flux of GWs can be expressed as (e.g.

Suwa & Murase 2009)

dEGW

R2
obsdΩdt

=
c3

16πG

∣

∣

∣

∣

d

dt
h+(t, ϑ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

, (12)

where Ω is the solid angle in the observer coordinate frame.
Integrating over a sphere surrounding the source, the total

energy can be obtained as

EGW =
βG

9c5

∫

∞

−∞

dtLν(t)
2, (13)

where β ∼ 0.47039. In order to acquire a GW spectrum, we
write Lν(t) in terms of the inverse Fourier transform as

Lν(t) =

∫ +∞

−∞

L̃ν(f)e
−2πiftdf, (14)

then, the GW energy spectrum can be expressed as

dEGW(f)

df
=

2βG

9c5

∣

∣

∣
L̃ν(f)

∣

∣

∣

2

. (15)

The characteristic GW strains are defined by

hc(f) =
1

Robs

√

2

π2

G

c2
dEGW(f)

df
(16)

for a given frequency f (e.g. Flanagan & Hughes 1998).
Moreover, we can calculate signal-to-noise ratios (SNRs)

obtained from matched filtering in the GW detectors. The
optimal SNR is expressed as

SNR2 =

∫

∞

0

d(ln f)
hc(f)

2

hn(f)2
, (17)

where hnf =
√

5fSh(f) is the noise amplitude and Sh(f)
is the spectral density of the strain noise in the detector at
frequency f .

5.2 Results

Figure 5 shows the strains of the GWs from NDAFs at a dis-
tance of 10 kpc. The typical frequency of GWs from NDAFs is
1−100 Hz. The gray lines represent the sensitivity curves (the
noise amplitudes hn) of aLIGO, ET, LISA, DECIGO/BBO,
and ultimate-DECIGO. At a distance of 10 kpc, the neutrino-
induced GWs can be detected by aLIGO and ET in the fre-
quency range of ∼ 10 − 100 Hz and be detected by DE-
CIGO/BBO and ultimate-DECIGO in the frequency range
of ∼ 1− 10 Hz. As shown in Equation (11), the GW ampli-
tude is determined by the neutrino luminosity Lν , and hence,
the GW emissions are related to the mass accretion rate.
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Therefore, the effects of the properties of progenitor stars and
the initial explosion energy on the GW strains are similar to
those of the factors on the neutrino spectra. Higher progenitor
mass, lower metallicity and lower initial explosion energy are
favourable for the GW emission of NDAFs. In contrast to the
results of Wei & Liu (2020), the profiles of the GW spectra
exhibit differences. This is because the mass accretion rates
are obtained in the different ways and the evolution of the
central BH is considered.

6 SUMMARY

In this work, we adopt pre-SN models and simulate a series of
CCSN explosions. Based on these calculations, we obtain the
fallback rates from different progenitors with some specific
initial explosion energies. We set the fallback mass supply
rate as the mass accretion rate of the disc. By considering
the evolution of the BH during the hyperaccretion process,
we calculate the neutrino emission and GW radiation from
NDAFs. These MeV neutrino signals and neutrino-induced
GW signals are hopefully detected by the future detectors
in the Local Group. Even if the centre does not form an ac-
cretion disc, the CCSN fallback would emit large amounts of
MeV neutrinos (e.g. Fryer 2009; Wei et al. 2019). Therefore,
the joint detections of neutrinos and GWs, including the ob-
servations of LGRBs associated with CCSN, are meaningful
and would help verify the existence of the central BH hyper-
accretion disc.

The effects of the initial explosion energies, viewing an-
gles, and masses and metallicities of progenitor stars on time-
integrated spectra of neutrinos and GW spectra are investi-
gated. Higher progenitor mass, lower metallicity, and lower
initial explosion energy are favourable for the neutrino emis-
sion and neutrino-induced GWs radiation of NDAFs. One
can notice that the initial explosion energy in the range of
2− 8 B is relatively small. In Liu et al. (2021), we displayed
the residual explosion energy of all cases in Table 1. For the
progenitor stars (∼ 20 − 40 M⊙) with zero-metallicity, the
residual energy is in the range of 0.01 − 1.01 B for the cases
with the initial explosion energy ∼ 2 B, and about 6 B for
8 B. It is expected that only a small fraction of the residual
energy can be converted into the radiation energy. Accord-
ing to the current CCSN observations, faint or failed CCSNe
with low initial explosion energy might be universal, which is
beneficial to the detection of the neutrino emission and GW
radiation of NDAFs.
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APPENDIX A: RESULTS OF CCSN SIMULATIONS

In this appendix, we briefly present the results of one-
dimensional CCSN simulations. The effects of the initial ex-
plosion energies, masses and metallicities of the progenitors
on the evolution of explosions and fallbacks are exhibited as
follows. The profiles of the densities and velocities at 50, 100,
500, and 1,000 s for the different explosions are shown in
Figures A1a-A1c and Figures A2a-A2c, respectively. Figures
A3a-A3c show the time evolutions of the mass supply rates
for all simulations and all slopes of the fallback mass rates
follow ∼ −5/3 (Liu et al. 2021). In all figures, the signs a, b,
and c correspond to the progenitor metallicities of Z/Z⊙ =
0, 0.01, and 1, respectively.
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Figure A1a. Profiles of densities at 50, 100, 500, and 1,000 s with the progenitor metallicity Z/Z⊙ = 0.
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Figure A1b. Profiles of densities at 50, 100, 500, and 1,000 s with the progenitor metallicity Z/Z⊙ = 0.01.
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Figure A1c. Profiles of densities at 50, 100, 500, and 1,000 s with the progenitor metallicity Z/Z⊙ = 1.
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Figure A2a. Profiles of velocities at 50, 100, 500, and 1,000 s with the progenitor metallicity Z/Z⊙ = 0.
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Figure A2b. Profiles of velocities at 50, 100, 500, and 1,000 s with the progenitor metallicity Z/Z⊙ = 0.01.
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Figure A2c. Profiles of velocities at 50, 100, 500, and 1,000 s with the progenitor metallicity Z/Z⊙ = 1.
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Figure A3a. Time evolutions of mass supply rates with the progenitor metallicity Z/Z⊙ = 0.
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Figure A3b. Time evolutions of mass supply rates with the progenitor metallicity Z/Z⊙ = 0.01.
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Figure A3c. Time evolutions of mass supply rates with the progenitor metallicity Z/Z⊙ = 1.
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