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1.

It is known that muons are scarce just after the birth of a proto-neutron star via a
supernova explosion but get more abundant as the proto-neutron star cools via neutrino
emissions on the Kelvin-Helmholtz timescale. In this paper we evaluate all the relevant
rates of the neutrino interactions with muons at different times in the proto-neutron
star cooling. We are particularly interested in the late phase (¢ = 10s), which will be
accessible in the next Galactic supernova but has not been studied well so far. We calcu-
late both leptonic and semi-leptonic processes, for the latter of which we pay attention
also to the form factors with their dependence on the transferred momentum as well as
to the modification of the dispersion relations for nucleons on the mean field level. We
find that the flavor-exchange reactions v, + u~ = v, +e~ and ¥, + u~ — Ve + €~ can
be dominant, particularly at low energies, over the capture of v, on neutron and the
scatterings of 7, on nucleons as the opacity sources for these species and that the inverse
muon decay v, + v, + e~ S u~ can overwhelm the scatterings of 7, and v, on nucleons
again at low energies. At high energies, on the other hand, the corrections in the semi-
leptonic processes mentioned above are more important. We also show the non-trivial
energy- and angular dependences of the flavor-exchange reactions and the inverse muon
decay. In the study of the diffusion coefficients from these reactions, we find that v, is
most affected. These pieces of information are indispensable for numerical computations
and the interpretation of results thereof for the proto-neutron star cooling particularly
at the very late phase.

Subject Index E26, E32, E45

Introduction

Understanding neutrino interactions in hot dense matter is indispensable not only to the

investigation of the explosion mechanism of core-collapse supernovae (CCSNe), in which

© The Author(s) 2012. Published by Oxford University Press on behalf of the Physical Society of Japan.
This is an Open Access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License

(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/3.0), which permits unrestricted use,

distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited.



shock revival by neutrino heating is believed to be crucial, but also to the quantitative
prediction of neutrino signals from newly born proto-neutron stars (PNSs) in CCSNe. As a
matter of fact, most of the gravitational binding energy of PNS is released in the form of
neutrinos, with roughly a half of them being emitted in the explosion phase of CCSN and
the remaining half being radiated in the cooling phase of PNS.

The latter phase, which lasts much longer than the former, will be more important obser-
vationally. In fact, the PNS is formed from an unshocked inner core, which is shrouded by
shocked hot matter, and is settled to a quasi-hydrostatic configuration at a few hundred
milliseconds after core bounce, and its subsequent evolution is driven by diffusive neutrino
emissions [1-7]. This phase is called the deleptonization phase or the cooling phase, which
occurs on the Kelvin-Helmholtz (KH) timescale given as

E,

" 4rRZF,’ (1)

TKH
where Fp, R, and F,, are the binding energy of PNS, the radius of neutrino sphere and the
neutrino energy flux, respectively. If a Galactic CCSN occurs in the near future, we will
observe neutrinos from the PNS cooling over a minute at facilities that are currently or will
be soon operational such as Super-Kamiokande [8, 9] and Hyper-Kamiokande [10], IceCube
[11], NOwva [12], DUNE [13] and JUNO [14] (for other detectors, see [15]).

Observations of a long-term neutrino signal will provide us with invaluable information on
the property of dense and hot nuclear matter (see [16] for a recent review). For example,
the nuclear response to the weak current is modified at high densities via strong interactions
among nucleons [17-19]. This is true not only for scatterings through the neutral current
(NC) but also for emissions and absorptions of neutrinos via the charged-current (CC). As
a result, the cooling timescale is affected. The equation of state (EoS) of nuclear matter at
very high densities is certainly another target for the observation of neutrinos into the late
phase of the PNS cooling [20-23]. In general, the softer the EoS is, the longer the cooling
timescale becomes [22].

In the past, only electrons and positrons were incorporated as the charged-lepton con-
stituents in most of the quantitative simulations of both CCSN and PNS cooling. That is
because the muon and tauon have rest masses much larger than the typical temperature in
the CCSN interior and their existence is supposed to be suppressed in the early explosion
phase. Recently, the possible effects of the tiny population of muons on the supernova explo-
sion as well as on the PNS cooling in the very early phase were investigated in supernova
simulations under axisymmetry [24-26]. They showed that muons start to emerge soon after
core bounce through the thermal pair production of mu-type neutrinos and anti-neutrinos
and their subsequent conversion into muons by the following CC reactions, v, +n — pu~ +p
and 7, +p — pt + n . They also demonstrated that the formation of muon softens the EoS
through the conversion of thermal energy to the rest mass energy, leading to a bit more
rapid contraction of PNS and higher neutrino luminosities and hence the enhanced heating
of matter behind the stalled shock wave; as a result, the muon formation facilitates the
neutrino-driven explosion in their model [24, 26]. Moreover, it was argued in [27] that faster
escapes from PNS of 7, than v, because of its smaller cross section for the NC scatter-
ing with nucleon due to the weak magnetism correction [28] will pile up the muon lepton
number later in the PNS, which is essentially vanishing at the beginning. As a matter of
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fact, the non-negligible population of muon in the neutron star has been known from the
studies of nuclear EoS over the years [29-31]. It is hence obvious that the muon existence is
more important at later times in the PNS cooling, affecting the neutrino transport and, as
a result, the cooling.

Detailed investigations of the individual muon-related neutrino reactions by numerical
evaluations are restricted to the early phase of explosion, however, in the context of supernova
simulations. In [25], for example, the authors explore how and to what extent the muon is
produced up to 30ms after core bounce. They paid attention, in particular, to v, capture
on neutron and ¥, capture on proton as the main muon production reactions, and various
scatterings of these u-type neutrinos and anti-neutrinos as well as flavor-exchange reactions,
and evaluated their rates for two thermodynamic states appropriate at this early phase. In
[32], on the other hand, the authors evaluated these rates at a later post bounce time of
0.4 s, picking up again two representative thermodynamic conditions. They also studied their
effects on the opacities for 7, and v, and found that the inverse muon decay: v, + v, + e~ —
1~ is the dominant opacity sources for those neutrino at low energies, < 10 MeV. In addition,
the flavor-exchange reactions involving u* were evaluated in [25] only at the very early time.

At later times into the PNS cooling, the corresponding basic information is absent in the
literature. It is not that there is no investigation at all. To the quite contrary, PNS cooling
calculations up to 10 s postbounce with muon-related reactions incorporated have been pub-
lished [26, 33]. In these papers, the authors are focused only on the luminosities and average
energies, two most observationally important quantities, as well as on the thermodynamic
states in the PNS. It is obvious, however, that in order to understand these results and
extend them one way or another, the detailed information on the individual reactions for
the thermodynamic conditions suitable for the late phase is indispensable. It should be also
pointed out that even later times up to ~ a minute should be investigated, since we have
a fair chance to probe that phase for the next Galactic supernova [9, 34]. Not to mention,
there has been no such work so far. The purpose of this paper is hence to fill this gap.

In this paper, we evaluate the rates of various muon-related neutrino reactions for some
thermodynamical conditions including the very late phase up to 50s that correspond to
different times in the PNS cooling and consider their possible implications for the PNS
cooling. In so doing, it is useful to compare the rates of the muon-related reactions with
those of semi-leptonic processes, which are more familiar in the conventional PNS cooling.
In particular, we evaluated the corrections from the recoil and the form factors in the weak
currents of nucleons, another elaboration considered by some authors [25, 32, 35] rather
recently.

This paper is organized as follows. We summarize the formulae of the individual reaction
rates in the next section. The details are presented in Appendices. In section 3, we exhibit
the results, picking up a couple of specific thermodynamical conditions of relevance until
50s and discuss possible effects of the muon existence on the PNS cooling. We summarize
our investigations in Section 4.

2. Weak interaction rates

We list the neutrino reactions considered in this paper in Table 1, which are essentially
the same as those in [24, 25]. They are divided into two groups, i.e. the leptonic and semi-
leptonic processes; in the latter nucleons are involved and the form factors are fully taken
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Table 1  Weak reactions considered in this paper. [ denotes electron or muon. Leptonic
reactions are divided in two groups based on the formulae of the reaction rates. The final
expressions of the corresponding reaction kernels, the structure functions and the inverse
mean free paths are also listed.

. ) Reaction Inverse Semi-leptonic Structure Inverse
Leptonic reactions ; .
kernel mean free path reactions function mean free path
v+l—v+1 Eq. (A2) Eq. (9) v+n—1"+p Eq.(B64) Eq. (35)
Ve+pu~ Svy,+e” Eq. (A31) Eq. (9) +p—It+n Eq. (B64) Eq. (35)
Group A . +ut S, +e”  Eq. (A31) Eq. (9) v+N—=v+N Eq. (B64) Eq. (50)
Up+pu~ Sv.+e”  Eq. (A31) Eq. (9) v+p+1- —n Eq. (B64) Eq. (52)
v+ pt Sve+et Eq. (A31) Eq. (9)
p-Se +v.+v, Eq. (A52) Eq. (15)
ptSet +ve+v, Eq. (A52) Eq. (15)
GroupB "+t Sv+vw Eq. (A73) Eq. (15)
e +ut Sve+p, Eq. (A91) Eq. (15)
et +u Sv.+v, Eq. (A91) Eq. (15)

into account in their weak currents; small recoils of nucleons are also completely accounted
for with in-medium modifications of the dispersion relations of nucleons at the mean field
level (see subsection 2.2 for more details). We also list in Table 1 for readers’ convenience
the equation numbers that correspond to the final expressions of the reaction kernels and
the inverse mean free paths for the leptonic reactions as well as to those of the structure
functions and the inverse mean free paths for the semi-leptonic reactions.

Having in mind the application to the collision term of the Boltzmann equation, which
may be written as

1 (df,\ 1 ‘
- <dt>coll_ —)\*Vfu + (1= fo), (2)

where A\, and j, are the mean free path and emissivity of neutrino, respectively, we will give
their expressions for each reaction listed in Table 1 in turn. Details of the derivations will
be presented in Appendices.

2.1.  Leptonic reactions

We first summarize the reaction rates of the leptonic reactions. We follow [32, 36] for the
derivation. Although they are not original, we put them here and in appendices for self-
containedness of the paper and convenience for readers. The formulae of the reaction rates
of leptonic reactions are divided into two groups further for notational convenience as shown
in Table 1, which will be described in turn in the following.
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2.1.1. Group A. This group includes the scatterings of a neutrino off a lepton,
v+ 15 v+ 1, and the lepton-flavor exchange/conversion reactions,

3
4
)
6

Vet p Sy, +e,
Ve +ut S, +et,

(3)

(4)

Uyt p Svete, (5)

Vu—l—/fr:ye-i-eJr, (6)
which are collectively expressed as

v+l S+, (7)

and the 4-momenta of the incoming and outgoing neutrinos are denoted by ¢f* and ¢S,
respectively, while those of the incoming and outgoing leptons are expressed as p{ and pg,
respectively. The inverse mean free path for v; can be written as

3 3 3
1 1 / ( d°gs  d°p1 d°py 2f1, (PY) 1 — fo, (E2)] [1 = fi, (¥9)]

A 2By ) (2m)32E, (2m)32pY (2m)32p9
x (2m)* 6™ (gf + pf — 8 — p§) (M%) (8)
E .
_ / dEsdcos L2 [1_ 1, (Ey)] R™ (Ey, B, cosf) . 9)
(27T)2 1

In the above equations, f’s are the distribution functions in the phase space of individual
particles involved and 6 is the angle between g1 and gs; F1 = q? and Fy = qg are the energies
of the incoming and outgoing neutrinos, respectively, and g2 = |g2|. The spin-averaged matrix
elements squared are expressed generally as [37]

(IMP)1sc =16G% [Br(q1 - p1) (a2 - p2) + Ba(qr - p2) (g2 - p1) + Bsmi (a1 - @2)] (10)
and
(M fex = 64GT [a1(a1 - pe) (a2 - pu) + 2(a1 - ) (a2 - pe)] (11)
for the leptonic scattering and the lepton-flavor exchange/conversion reactions, respectively,
where G is the Fermi coupling constant and the coefficients 3;, a1 and a9 are given in
Tables 2 and 3. The detailed calculations of the reaction kernels Ri,ri for these reactions are
summarized in Appendices A.1 and A.2.

If the Boltzmann equation is employed as it is for the neutrino transport in PNS, the
reaction kernel R;fi is sufficient. In some approximate treatment, however, one may need to
evaluate the integration over the outgoing neutrino momentum in Eq. (9). We will do it in fact
in the next section to compare the importance of the individual reactions quantitatively. In
so doing, we assume that the neutrino distribution is given by the Fermi-Dirac distribution
for beta-equilibrium and the double integrations with respect to Ey and cosf are done
numerically.

The emissivity of neutrino is then given as

. q2Eo
Ju, = /dE2 dcost (2m)2

where the notations are the same as in Eq. (9) and the reaction kernel RO is obtained from

fu. (B2) R (E1, B, cost) (12)

the detailed balance condition as follows:

RIVI; (E1, Ea,cos0) = eﬁ(EliEﬁmlimz)Rg?t (E1, B, cosb). (13)
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Table 2 Coefficients in the matrix elements of lepton scatterings

Lepton scattering ! By 2 B B3
v+l-Sy+l-op+it s+l [(Cy+1)+ (Ca+1)* [(Cv+1)—(Ca+1)]* (Ca+1)°—(Cy+1)°
4+l Sp+lory 4+t Sy It [(Cy+1)—(Ca+1D]? [(Cv+1)+(Ca+1)> (Ca+1)?—(Cy+1)°
v+l S, 41y or o, +15 S, 15 (Cy + Ca)? (Cy — Ca)? Cc -2

v, + l; Sy, + l; or v, + l;r Sy, + l2+ (CV — CA)2 (CV + CA)2 0124 — C‘Q/

Yie{e,u}, li € {e,u, 7}, o € {e,u} and Iy # Iy
2 Oy = 2sin? 0y — 1/2, Ca = —1/2 where Oy is the Weinberg angle.

Table 3  Coefficients in the matrix elements for the lepton flavor exchange/conversion

reactions

Reactions a1 oo

Vet+p Sv,+e ore+put S, +et 100
Uyt p Stet+e oty +pt Sve+et 001

2.1.2. Group B. This group includes the muon decays: pu~ Se” + 7. +v, and
pt Set +v.+1,, the pair creations/annihilations: [~ +I!T S v+ 7 and the leptonic
annihilations: e~ + p* S ve + 7, and et + u~ S e + v, These reactions are collectively

expressed as
lhEla+vi+uvy or li+ 1o 2 v + 1o, (14)

and the absorptivity and emissivity for v are expressed, respectively, as

;Vl = /dEgdcosﬁ(q;f;éf,,z (E2) R (B, Es, cos0), (15)
Ju, = /dEgdCOSH ((]225)22 1— f,, (E2)] Rg?t (E1, E2,cos0). (16)

The spin-averaged matrix elements squared of each reaction are
(M) pdecay = 64GE(av, - Pe)(qv, - Pu); (17)
(IMI?)pair = 32aGE [Br(qr - p1) (g2 - p2) + Ba(qr - p2) (g2 - p1) + Bsmi(qr - q2)] , (18)

<’M|2>lep.ann. = 64’7G%(qye 'pe)(QVM 'pu)7 (19)

for the muon decay, pair annihilation/creation and leptonic annihilation, respectively. The
coefficients a and ; in Eq. (18) are given in Table 4, and v = 1/2 for e + u* — v (7.) +
U,(vy) and v = 2 for ve(ve) + 7,(v,) — €T + p*. The detailed calculations of the reaction
kernels for the these reactions are summarized in Appendices A.3, A.4 and A.5. The detailed

balance conditions are written as

R™ (Ey, By, cos §) = ¢?(FrtFBammting) powt (g By cos 0) (20)
for l1 2 Iy + 11 + 9 and

R (Ey, B, cos) = e’B(ElJrEr“ll*“Q)Rg?t (E1, Es, cosf) (21)

for l1 + 1o &2 vy + 1s.
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Table 4 Coefficients in matrix elements of pair annihilation

Pair process ! « By 2 52 B3

I+t —suy+ 1/4 [(Cv+1)—(Ca+1)]* [(Cy+1)+(Ca+1]* (Ca+1)*=(Cy+1)
F+lteu+nm 1 [(Cr+1)=(Ca+ D] [(Cv+D+(Ca+ D (Cat+1)?—(Cy+1)°
T+ =y, +m, 1/4 (Cy — Cp)? (Cy + Ca)? Cc -2
L4l v+, 1 (Cy — Cy)? (Cy + Cx)? Cc?3 - C

Yie{e,u}, li € {e,ul, lo € {e,u, 7} and Iy # Iy
20y =2sin? Oy — 1/2, C4 = —1/2 where Oy is the Weinberg angle.

2.2.  Semi-leptonic reactions

In this subsection, we summarize the interactions that involve nucleons, that is, the captures
of electron- and muon-type neutrinos on neutron and those of the electron- and muon-type
anti-neutrinos on proton, the scatterings of all flavors of neutrinos on nucleons and the beta
decay of neutron and its inverse. These reactions, especially those via the CC are sensitive
to the modifications of the dispersion relations of nucleons in the hot dense matter because
they shift the thresholds in the reactions.

In this work, we take them into account at the mean-field level. Although it is well known
that the vertex corrections need to be considered simultaneously at the level of the ran-
dom phase approximation (RPA) [38-41], we will defer it to a later paper as it is a major
undertaking and we think it is still meaningful to make comparisons with other works that
also neglected the corrections [32]. We note that our formulation is based on the structure
functions of nucleons, which is suited for the incorporation of RPA later.

It should be also stressed that we employ in this paper the most generic form of the weak
currents of nucleons with the weak magnetism and other form factors accounted for and
fully consider the recoil of nucleons. Although these effects have been already studied by
some authors and reported sporadically in the literature [19, 25, 28, 32, 35, 42], we think
it is useful to evaluate them for the thermodynamic conditions in the current context and
gauge the importance of different muon-related reactions with respect to these corrections.

2.2.1. CC reactions: vi+n S 1" +p and i +p S 1T +n. We write these processes in
general as
V1 + No S 3+ Ny, (22)

where 1,1 denotes the neutrino (anti-neutrino), N the neutron (proton), I3 the charged
lepton (antilepton), i.e., e or u, and Ny the proton (neutron). The interaction Lagrangian
at low energies may be given by the Fermi theory as

Grcosbeo ., .
L=—"""""T"1,7%" 23
7 Jcc (23)

where 0¢ is the Cabibbo angle; the leptonic current is given as
lo = l37a (1 —7°) 1, (24)
and the nucleonic charged current is expressed as

iaaﬁqg
M

jeo = Vs {Va [Gv (¢*) = Ga(¢) V] + F2 (¢) - Gp () ﬂq\;} Ty (25)
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In the above expression, Vo and W, are the wave functions of Ny and Ny, respectively, and
q“ = py — p§ is the momentum transfer to nucleon; M = (m, + my) /2 is the bare average
mass of nucleons; the vector, axial vector, tensor and pseudoscalar form factors are given by

[43], respectively, as

2(Yp = )
N et e I
v (e?) (1—4§;> (1_]53)2 (26)
Galg®) = (19}2})2 (27)
2y _ Yo —n—1 ’
R I)
Gr(e?) = zﬁGj‘;ZQ), (29)

where ¢® = ¢oq%; gv = 1 and g4 = 1.27 are the vector and axial vector coupling constants,
respectively; v, = 2.793 and 7, = —1.913 are the magnetic moments of proton and neutron,
respectively; My = 840 MeV, M4 = 1 GeV and m, = 139.57 MeV are the vector, axial and
pion mass, respectively. Note that the tensor contribution to Eq. (25) is nothing but the weak
magnetism; we do not consider the possible reduction of g4 in Eq. (27) at high densities
[44] although its incorporation is trivial. The spin-averaged matrix element squared can be
expressed as

_ BG% cos? 6

(M%) C LA, (30)

with the leptonic tensor L,, and the hadronic counterpart A*”; the coefficient 3 originates
from the spin average; = 1/2 for v ; + No — 3+ Ny and 8 = 1/4 for I3 + Ny — v1 + No.
The leptonic tensor is written as

L, =38 (p3,up11/ + P3Py — N (p1-p3) = ipgp({ﬁp;mu) ) (31)

where the sign is 4 for neutrino and — for anti-neutrino and all neutrinos are assumed to
be massless. The hadronic tensor is modified in medium and, as we mentioned earlier, we
take into account the modifications of propagators at the mean field level as follows [45]:

v _ . it q*
A* ZTI"{(Z/H'”M) [’Y“(GV —Gay’) + P IV PM’Y5]
w ot m3) Gy — Gar) - BT gL (32)
2M M ’
where we introduce the following notation: p§ = (E3, p2), p§ = (E},p4) and
E5y=Eza—Usy (33)

with Uz 4 being the mean field potentials of particles 2 and 4; EJ ; is given by the on-shell

B3y = \/Ip2af? +m3 2, (34)

where mj , are the effective masses of particles 2 and 4, respectively.

condition in medium as
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The inverse mean free path of 14 is expressed as
1 / d’py d’ps d’py
MNE) ) (2m)3 (27)3 (2m)3
1

X e —
21E\EXEsE}

_ G% cos? O¢ 1 d3ps
2 E1 (27T)32E3

2f2(E3) [(1 — f3(E3)] [1 — fa(EY)]

(2m) oW () + ph — ph — p) M

[1— f3(E3)] L S* (¢°,q) , (35)

where S*¥ is the so-called dynamical structure function of nucleon. It can be decomposed
as follows due to the isotropy of the system:

S (¢°,q) = AP!" + BP}” + CP{" + DP/" + EP.", (36)

where the coefficients A, B,C,D and FE are functions of ¢ and ¢=|g|, and
P Py, P P and P are projectors relative to momentum transfer ¢#. Their detailed
expressions are given in Appendix B. The Fermi integrals included in the coefficients from
A to E and other remaining integrals in Eq. (35) are evaluated numerically.

The emissivity can be obtained from the absorptivity by using the detailed balance
condition as
G% cos?fc 1 / d3ps

(

.  dPps
i(En) o B ) (2n)3%2E;

f3(Es) exp [B(—¢° = pa + pa)] L 8™ (¢°,q) . (37)

2.2.2. NC'reaction: v+ N S v+ N. This is a neutrino scattering on a nucleon, which is
denoted by
v1 4+ No S vg + Ny, (38)
and its rate is calculated in a similar way to the CC reactions presented above. The
interaction Lagrangian is written as
Gr
L=—lsjNC 39
/2 JNC (39)

where the leptonic neutral current is expressed as
lo = U370 (1 — 75) v, (40)

whereas the nucleonic neutral current is given as

o= 0 {27 6F () - X ()] + 65 (@) T e (41)
The form factors in this expression are written as
@, (¢%) = % (1= 4sin 6w) FLy — Fi| (42)
a1y (¢?) = % (1= 4sin 6w) F'y — FP| (43)
& () = 5Ca (). (4)
G () = —5Ca (). (45)



with

9
4M?
lp (q2) = 5 N (46)
1-- L ) (1-14
4M? M2
Yp— 1
F (q") = e N 2\ (47)
(- im) ()
_qz'Yn
. 2
T (4) - M P (48)
(- im) ()
n Tn
Fy (qz) = (49)

27
- TN (L
4M? M2

and G 4(¢?) is given in Eq.(27). Note that the axial vector coupling Gi/ "(¢%) in Egs. (44)
and (45) is assumed to be isovector and the possible isoscalar component, sometimes called
the strangeness contribution, is ignored here although its inclusion is trivial. The inverse
mean free path is written in general as

1 Gi d’ps v
ME) 2FE1/(27T)32Ez [1— f3(E3)] L 8* (¢°,q) , (50)

where S# is the structure function calculated in the same way as for the CC reaction just
by replacing the form factors. The emissivity is also expressed as

, G2 1 d? .
J(B1) = ;&/@ﬂ%fg(Ez)eXp [—8¢°] L S™ (4", q) (51)

from the detailed balance condition.

2.2.3. Beta decay and its inverse: vy +p+ 1~ S n. The interaction Lagrangian, matrix
element and form factors are the same as those for the CC reactions except for the momentum
transfer now given as ¢® = p{ + p§. The inverse mean free path and emissivity are then
expressed, respectively, as

AE1) = 2El/(27r)32ngg(E3)LWS (q 7Q)» (52)

2 3
J(Er) = GQFP; / (27671)31,923& [1— f3(Es)]exp [B(—q" — p2 + pa)] L S* (¢°,q) . (53)

3. Results and discussions

Employing the formulae given in the previous section, we now evaluate the rates of all reac-
tions listed in Table 1 numerically for the thermodynamic conditions that we find typically
in the PNS cooling. This is the original part of this paper. We compare the inverse mean
free paths for these reactions to see their relative importance quantitatively. We also discuss
their possible implications for the PNS cooling.
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Table 5 Thermodynamical conditions considered in this study. Units of temperature T, chemical potentials, ji,, fip,
e and p1,, nucleon potential difference U, — U, and effective mass m™* are all MeV.

Model  tpp(s)  r(km) p(g/cm?) T Ye Y, Yn Yy ! Ln Lp Le oy Un—Up m*

t1S 1 20.0 5.0x102 55 0036 0.0025 095 23x102 933.8 909.0 25.6 102.8 3.5 938.0
£33 3 165 1.0x10® 50 0.026 0.0025 094 1.1x10"2 9386 906.8 30.2 104.2 7.1 938.0
108 10 145 2.0x 10 4.0 0.025 00025 086 45x10"% 9433 8962 42.0 105.7 13.9 938.0
308 30 13.6  45x 10" 2.7 0018 0.0025 084 50x10" 9489 8787 47.3 107.2 30.2 938.0
508 50 134  6.1x10 1.5 0.017 00025 0.79 20x1072° 951.0 8704 522 107.8 38.8 938.0
t1D 1 10.8 1.2x10™ 356 022 005 0.73 0.27 904.0 836.3 126.4 89.8 27.0 757.8
t3D 3 94 21x10™ 350 020 0.05 0.75 0.25 930.4 849.2 156.5 114.5 30.9 645.7
t10D 10 60 35x10"™ 302 017 005 0.78 0.22 981.3 883.2 186.2 146.3 30.2 502.5
t30D 30 1.7 47x10" 177 016  0.05 0.80 0.20 1037.0 924.8 2102 174.1 28.5 405.2
t50D 50 1.69 49x10™ 28 015 0.05 0.80 0.20 1046.1 932.3 216.3 182.8 28.5 389.0

I The free proton fraction. At the neutrino sphere, protons are mainly consumed by heavy nuclei.

For this purpose, we first extract the thermodynamical data at different times from a
one-dimensional PNS cooling calculation conducted under spherical symmetry in [46]. The
simulation was done as follows: core-collapse of a 15 Mg progenitor [47] was first computed
with the general relativistic neutrino-radiation hydrodynamics code [48] until ¢ = 0.3 s after
core bounce when the shock wave is stalled. Knowing that this model does not explode in
1D but expecting that it will explode in multi-dimensions, the authors in [46] extracted the
region inside the shock wave (up to the mass coordinate of ~ 1.47Mg)) from the result of the
first simulation and use it as an initial condition for the second simulation of PNS cooling.
In this second simulation, the quasi-static evolution of the PNS is computed by solving
the Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkov equation together with the neutrino transfer equation, the
latter of which was solved with the multi-group flux limited diffusion scheme [49]; the Shen
EoS [50] was adopted.

We then picked up the snapshots at t = 1,3,10,30,50s post bounce. At each time, we
extracted the trio of the thermodynamical quantities: density, temperature and electron
fraction (p,T,Y.) at the neutrino sphere for v, with the average energy as well as at the
radius where the temperature reaches the maximum. Note that the peak temperature occurs
off center particularly at early times. The choice of the latter position is motivated by the fact
that the muon fraction is expected to be largest there, since it is known to be correlated with
temperature [24]. It is a well-known fact that the radius of the neutrino sphere depends on
the species. The difference is at most 0.3 km, however, and the thermodynamical condition
is not much different among the species. The choice of v, here as the representative case is
hence well justified.

It is noted here that the second simulation (and the first one as well) neglected muon
entirely. We hence added it by hand as a parameter in this paper: Y, = 0.0025 at the neutrino
sphere and Y}, = 0.05 at the maximum temperature, with Y, being the muon fraction. As
already explained in detail, the rates of the semi-leptonic reactions depend also on their
dispersion relations of nucleons in medium. We re-evaluated them at the mean field level,
just in the same way to produce the EoS, for the given quartet (p,T,Y.,Y)). Note that
the effective masses of neutron and proton are the same as those in the Shen EoS. All the
relevant quantities are listed in Table 5.
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Although we treat Y, parametrically in this paper, it is actually determined by the cooling
history of PNS and should be derived by detailed simulations. As such the muon fraction
depends on the EoS, particularly the symmetry energy, of nuclear matter. The previous
authors of [26] and [33] employed SFHo EoS ([51]) and HS(DD2) EoS ([52, 53]), respec-
tively, the symmetry energy of which are different from Shen EoS. In their simulations,
Y, ~0.03 —0.05 were observed around the point where the temperature becomes maxi-
mum at ¢ ~5— 10s (see Figures 11.36 and 11.38 in [26] and Figure 5 in [33]): for example,
(0, T, Ye,Y,) = (9 x 101 g/cm?, 52.3 MeV, 0.095,0.037) at ¢t =5s and r = 2km in [26]. In
order to gauge the possible uncertainty from EoS, we calculate Y, with Shen EoS for the
same p and 7" under the following assumptions: beta-equilibrium, that is, pe = pn — pp and
My = fin — Hp + oy, , Where the non-vanishing chemical potentials of 1, = —pp, = —52MeV
is taken into account and adopted also from [26]. We then obtain Y}, = 0.042 which is indeed
close to the original value of 0.037. Although this is not a proof of anything but we think
that our choice of Y), is not widely off the mark and the information obtained here will be
useful for interpreting simulation results.

3.1.  Inverse mean free paths at t,, = 10s

We first present the inverse mean free paths for all neutrino reactions at t,;, = 10s as the
fiducial model. Note again that we are more interested in late times up to ~ a minute in
this paper. For comparison, however, we include earlier times. We are also interested in the
corrections from the recoil, form factors in the weak currents and in-medium modifications in
the dispersion relations of nucleons, other subtle effects considered rather recently [25, 32, 35].
We will see which one, the muon-related reactions or these corrections, is more important
for what neutrino energy at which time.

Figure 1 shows the inverse mean free paths at the neutrino sphere (model t10S) as a
function of the energy of the incoming neutrino. Panel (a) is the results for v.. As expected
the v, absorption on neutron (blue line), one of CC reactions, is the dominant source of
opacity at high energies of the incident neutrino, F,, 2 10 MeV. The neutrino scattering on
neutron (orange line) is the second contributor at the same energy range. Since protons are
much less abundant (Y, = 4.5 x 10~%) than neutrons (Y;, = 0.86) due to the formation of
heavy nuclei, the scattering on the neutron is dominant by more than 4 orders compared
with the that on proton (green line). Note that the coherent scatterings on heavy nuclei are
not considered here.

At low energies (E,, < 10MeV), on the other hand, the flavor exchange reaction
Ve +p~ — v, +e” (brown line) dominates the opacity. This is one of the muon-related
interactions, the main topic in this paper. It should be mentioned that this reaction is
more important than the electron scattering (red line) at almost all energies of relevance
(B, $100MeV). This is due to the large mass difference between muon and electron.

The scattering on muon (purple line), on the other hand, is always smaller than that
on electron, since muons are much less abundant. Note that the energy dependence is also
different between these two reactions, since the muon is much heavier than the electron and
the electron is strongly degenerate. One can see that the rise of the inverse mean free path
for the muon scattering with the neutrino energy becomes less steep at F, = 100 MeV as

Ve ~v

muons get relativistic.

12/53



Ve+tn-e~ +p
Ve+nN-ve+n
Ve+p-Ve+p
Vete svet+e”
Vet U™ =Ve+u~

105

Vet U™ sy, +e”

Vet et -, +ut(x108)
Vetet +‘7u"ﬂ+(X10“)
VetVe—oe +e™
Vet Ve~ +ut

Vet+tp-oet+n

—— Ve+N-=Vc+n

Ve+p-vUe+p
Vete —-Ve+e”

— Vet U DVe+ U

Vete™ —u,+u~

Ve +u* — U, +e*(x10%°)
Vete™ +vy,ou”
Ve+tp+e~ -n

VetvVe—oe™ +e™
Vet Ve~ +ut

Incoming

10!
neutrino energy (MeV)

(a)

Incoming neutrino energy (MeV)

(b)

10°
— v tn-ouT +p — Uy+p-out+n — Uyt+uT sV t+e”
1034 —— Vutn-vutn 1044 —— Vu+n-v,+n ——- Pytet oV +put(x10°)
— VPP — Dyt poU+p —— Uytet +veout(x10°)
101 — Vuter outer | Vute~ v t+e” byrv e +et
— Uyt SVt T g 5 -5 -
u ﬂ_ u M_ 10 Uy U+ Gt vy At
: 1014 — Vyte T SVt :
| ——= vyt ut Ve +et(x10%2) [
0 |
g 10734 —— wut+e  +ve-u- E 10
~ vatv e +et ~
I 10 Vut Uyt 5
— utVu=H M — 1024
10—7.
1074 A
102 4 7/
[T S — T T 1076 T T
10° 10t 102 10° 10t 102
Incoming neutrino energy (MeV) Incoming neutrino energy (MeV)
(c) (d)
——— Vr+N-ove+n —— Vet U U At
4
10 — v 4+pove+p ——= Ve noUc+n
—— Ve oV HeT —em G ApoUeHp
— Vet T DVt T ——= Urte U +e”
102 VetU,oe” +et Vet~ =+~ -

10° 161 162
Incoming neutrino energy (MeV)
(e)
Fig. 1 Inverse mean free paths for different neutrino flavors in model t10S. Panels (a),

(b), (c) and (d) are the results for ve, 7., v, and 7, respectively. Panel (e) shows those
for both v, and v, where the solid and dashed lines are for v, and v, respectively. Colors
denote the different reactions written in the legends in each panel. Note that the values
for ve + et + 7, — pt in panel (a) are multiplies by 10'%. Note also that the values for
U, + et +ve — pt in panel (d) are multiplied by 10°. The values for 7, + ut S v, + et
and v, + ut S v + ' are multiplied by the factors given in the legend in each panel.
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The pair production of muon and anti-muon (light-blue line) is less efficient than that
of electron-positron (yellow line) again owing to the lager mass of muon. The three body
reactions (pink line) are very minor, since they involve positrons, the abundance of which is
suppressed by the degeneracy of electrons. Similarly, the flavor-exchange reaction involving
positron and p*: v + T — v, + p* (brown dashed line) is strongly suppressed.

Panel (b) shows the inverse mean free paths for .. This time the absorption via the charged
current is quite minor, since protons are scarce and, more importantly, the potential differ-
ence between proton and neutron disfavors the reaction, producing an effective threshold in
fact. Note that this is also the threshold for the inverse beta decay of neutron, which occurs
essentially below this threshold.

The nucleon scatterings are dominant contributors to the inverse mean free path at high
neutrino energies (Ey 2 10 MeV), with the neutron scattering overwhelming the proton
scattering for the same reason as for v,. Interestingly, the inverse muon decay is dominant
below ~ 10 MeV. This happens because there is a large phase space available. Incidentally,
the counterpart for ve: ve + et + Uy — pT is pretty minor, since the positron is strongly
suppressed. Other features are common to v,.

For v, the scattering on neutron again gives the dominant contribution in the range of
E,, =10 —100MeV (panel (c)). The inverse muon decay comes first at lower energies just
as for 7. At higher energies, E,, + U, — U, 2 100 MeV, on the other hand, the neutrino
capture on neutron becomes the most important. The scattering on muon is subdominant
but is comparable with or even higher than the scattering on electron because the latter
occurs only through the neutral current while the former takes place through both the
neutral and charged currents. The flavor exchange reaction v, + e~ — v, + i~ is substantial
only at high energies F,, 2 100 MeV, since the mass difference between electron and muon
disfavors it this time. The electron-positron and muon-anti-muon pair productions are both
very minor. The flavor exchange reaction v, + pu* — v, + €™ is also negligible due to the
strong suppression of u™.

As for 7, (panel (d)), the scattering on neutron is dominant at Ej, 2 10 MeV while
the flavor exchange reaction 7, +pu~ — Ve + e~ becomes most important at lower ener-
gies E,, < 10MeV. The scattering on muon is more important than that on electron and
the production of electron-positron pair is comparable to the former. The production of
muon-anti-muon becomes as important at very high energies £, 2 100 MeV. The absorp-
tion and scattering on proton are much smaller due to the small abundance of proton. The
inverse beta decay of muon is even smaller, since the positron abundance is more strongly
suppressed.

In the presence of muons, the degeneracy between the p-type and 7-type (anti-)neutrino
is resolved. The muonic reactions for 7-type (anti-)neutrino occur only through the neutral
leptonic or nucleonic current and are always subdominant, with the scattering on neutron
being dominant (panel (e)). The difference in opacity between the electron and muon scat-
terings is originated from the differences in the electron and muon fractions and as well as in
the Pauli-blocking factor. The difference between v, and v, is pretty minor. Note, however,
that the opacity is always smaller for v, than for v, as pointed out in [28]. The difference
in the neutrino scatterings on nucleon is ascribed to the weak magnetism in the nucleon
current.
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So far we have been concerned with the reaction rates near the neutrino sphere, the region
most important for the formation of neutrino signals as observed. Now we shift our interest
to a deeper region with the highest temperature, where muons are expected to be most
abundant. The results are presented in Figure 2.

Panel (a) shows the inverse mean free paths for v,. The absorption on neutron is the most
important source of opacity in all range of the incident neutrino energy as expected. Since
the temperature in model t10D is much higher than that in model t10S, the Pauli blocking
by electron is more moderate, which is the reason why the CC reaction remains dominant
even at low energies. The nucleon scatterings are the second dominant just as for model t10S
(Figure 1a). Note that the scattering on proton is much larger compared with model t10S
because the free proton is much more abundant in this region (Y, = 0.22) than around the
neutrino sphere.

The opacities of the scatterings on neutron, electron and muon are larger by an order
than the counterparts in model t10S, since the scattered particles are more numerous. The
flavor exchange reaction v, +pu~ — v, +e” is also enhanced compared with model t10S
for the same reason. It is still minor than the CC reaction partly because the chemical
potential of muon is overwhelmed by that of electron, which results in a smaller phase space
available in the flavor exchange reaction whereas in the CC reaction the difference in the
effective potentials between neutron and proton are significant. As we mentioned, since the
Pauli blocking by leptons is weaker in this region, the electron-positron and muon-anti-
muon pair processes are allowed even at lower neutrino energies. The three body reaction
and v. + e — v, + pT are very minor as in model t10S.

For 7., the inverse neutron decay is strongly enhanced and is dominant indeed in the energy
range of Fy, < 20MeV (panel (b)). This happens because the proton number density as well
as the potential difference between proton and neutron are larger in model t10D than in
model t10S. The potential difference broadens the available phase space. The reaction rate
of the inverse muon decay is not so large compared with the inverse neutron decay, but is
still greater compared with model t10S. This is because the electron number density is larger
and the inequality g~ > - is satisfied for the chemical potentials at this radius while the
opposite inequality .- < p,~ holds near the neutrino sphere. The flavor exchange reaction
Ve +€~ — Uy, + p~ is also enhanced from model t10S in the same way as the inverse muon
decay is. The energy threshold for the absorption via the charged current is determined by
the potential difference between neutron and proton as in model t10S. The features of other
reactions are common to V.

Panel (c) shows the results for v,. The neutrino capture on neutron is the greatest source
of opacity in a wider energy range E,, 2 10 MeV compared with model t10S due to the
larger potential difference between neutron and proton. The scattering on neutron gives the
dominant contribution at E,, < 10MeV. The flavor exchange reaction v, +e~ — ve + pu~
and the inverse muon decay are subdominant compared with the scattering and absorption
on neutron but are larger than those in model t10S. The reason is similar to the muon-
related reaction for 7.; the electron is more abundant and the chemical potential difference
between electron and muon favors these reactions. The scattering on electron and muon and
the pair-processes are minor just as for v, and .

For 7, the scattering on neutron gives the dominant contribution except at £, < 2MeV,
where the flavor exchange reaction v, +pu~ — U + e~ is the largest contributor, which is
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similar to model t10S (see panel (d)). The reaction rate in model t10D, on the other hand,
is larger by an order than that in model t10S because the number density of muon is larger
by the same factor. In the similar way, the neutrino capture on proton is enhanced at high
energies, since the proton number fraction is greater by an order again compared with model
t10S, while the potential difference between proton and neutron prevents the reaction at low
energies. Three body reaction v, + e' +v. — p™ is strongly suppressed as positrons are
scarce. It is mentioned for model t10S that the u-type (anti-)neutrino scattering on muon is
comparable with or higher than that on electron which is also confirmed in model t10D.

The scattering on neutron is again the dominant source of opacity for the T-type neutrino
(panel (e)). The scattering on proton is smaller owing to the smaller abundance of proton.
As pointed out in model t10S, the opacity of 7, is always smaller than v, for all reactions
and at all energies.

3.2.  Some corrections in semi-leptonic reactions

The semi-leptonic reactions are those reactions that involve nucleons (see Table I). Since
the nucleons are composite particles of three quarks, their weak currents are more involved
than those for leptons. In fact, such intricacies as the form factors as well as in-medium
modifications of the dispersion relations for nucleons have been studied in the contexts of the
CCSN explosion and PNS cooling rather recently. As a matter of fact, the weak magnetism
and the recoil of nucleons were investigated quantitatively both for NC and CC reactions in
[28]; the effects of the mean field corrections in the dispersion relations of nucleons have been
also explored over the years (see e.g. [54]) and [19] studied with a non-relativistic treatment
possible consequences for the luminosities and energies of neutrinos in the early phase of
CCSNe; in [35], CC reactions were considered in the relativistic framework including the full
kinematics and the weak magnetism and in [42] their implications both for the supernova
explosion and the subsequent PNS cooling up to ~ 10s were studied numerically; the ¢
dependence of form factors as well as the pseudoscalar term were also considered rather
recently in [25, 32].

Note that all these studies are restricted to ¢ < 10s. As we mentioned in Introduction, the
next Galactic supernova is very likely to provide us with an opportunity to probe into the
much later phase up to ~ a minute. We hence think it is important to explore these correc-
tions for the thermodynamic conditions appropriate at this late period. In this subsection,
we numerically evaluate for both NC and CC reactions the mean field effect (MF), the weak
magnetism (WM), the ¢? dependence of the form factors and the pseudoscalar (PS) term
for the thermodynamic conditions considered in the previous subsection and will see when,
where and at which neutrino energies they are important.

Figure 3 summarizes the results for the neutrino capture on neutron, one of the most
important CC reactions of v, and v, in model t10S. The label “Full” (blue line) means that
all corrections WM, PS, MF and the ¢? dependence of form factors are included; the orange
line incorporates only WM, PS and MF; the green dotted line excludes PS further; the red
dashed line includes only MF; the purple line corresponds to no corrections at all. The brown
dot-dot-dashed line shows the approximate rates given by Bruenn [37], in which they assume
that the momentum transfer of the nucleon is approximately zero and the nucleon mass is
infinitely large. We include the MF effect in the Bruenn approximation, which is expressed
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as

r G% cos? Oc

)\(El) N T (9\2/ + 39,24) p3Es [1 — fS(Eg)] ng — Ny

1—exp[B (—p2 + pa)]’

where E3 = By + Uy — Us +m5 — mj, p3 = \/Eg — m% and ny and ng4 are the number den-
sities of Ny and Ny in Eq. (22), respectively. We define the relative deviation of the inverse

(54)

mean free path for each approximation from the complete one as follows:

5 = YA =1/ A
’ /A

It is obvious that the purple solid line is deviated from all the others substantially. This

(55)

is due to the mean field effect as can be most clearly understood from the comparison with
the red dashed line. In fact, the absorptivity is enhanced in general. This happens for v,
(panel (a)) because the energy that the produced electron gains becomes greater by the
mean-field-potential difference between proton and neutron and, as a result, the final-state
Pauli-blocking of electron is suppressed [19]. For v, (panel (b)), the reason is essentially the
same but the muon rest mass gives the threshold at a higher energy.

We can see how the approximation given by Bruenn [37] behaves by comparing the brown
and red dashed lines. In both v, and v, captures on neutron, the approximated rates are
always larger than the case with full kinematics. The difference between them depends on
the incoming neutrino energy: ~ 20% at E, < 30MeV and ~ 30% at E, = 100 MeV. Note
that in the v, capture on neutron, the reaction cannot occur when the incoming neutrino is
E, <my, — (U, — U,) in the approximated rate.

The effect of the weak magnetism can be seen from the comparison between the red
dashed line and the green dotted line. It tends to enhance the absorptivity, the degree of
which depends on the momentum transfer ¢/M: ~ 10% at E, ~ 10MeV and ~ 30% at
E, ~100MeV for v, whereas for v, ~ 20% at E, ~ 100 MeV as shown at the bottom of
each panel. The difference between the green dotted line and the orange dash-dotted line
reflects the effects of pseudoscalar term. Since it is proportional to ml2 < M? in the matrix
elements, the changes that this term induces are rather small both for v, and v,.

The effects of the ¢ dependence of form factors are encoded in the difference between
the blue solid line and the orange dash-dotted line. The absorptivity is reduced in general
by the inclusion of the dependence and the reduction is larger for higher neutrino energies,
scaling with ¢2/M?. This correction reaches ~ 10% and ~ 5% at ~ 100 MeV for v, and Yy,
respectively.

Now we shift our interest to the neutrino scattering on neutron via NC. Figure 4a shows the
effects of the corrections in model t10D. The effect of MF can be seen from the comparison
between the purple solid lines and the red dashed lines, in which the nucleon mass is set to
the vacuum value in the former while it is given by the effective mass in the latter. Note
that there is no potential difference in the NC reactions. In the calculation of the dynamical
structure functions of nucleons, the integration ranges that appear in the Fermi integral (for
example see Eq. (B24)) strongly depend on the effective mass. In fact, for the NC reaction,
in which k=1, §°=¢° and A? = (qo)2 —¢? < 0 are satisfied, the integration range (see
Eqgs. (B25) and (B26)) becomes

Ermin = max {mj5, m} — QO,EQ‘A_} , Emax = 00, (56)
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Fig. 3 Inverse mean free paths for v. +n — e~ +p (panel (a)) and v, +n —p~ +p
(panel (b)) with and without some corrections to the charged currents of nucleons for model
t10S. The label “Full” (blue line) means that all corrections WM, PS, MF and the ¢?
dependence of form factors are included; the orange line incorporates only WM, PS and
MF; the green dotted line excludes PS further; the red dashed line includes only MF; the
purple line corresponds to no corrections at all. The brown dot-dot-dashed line shows the
approximate rate given by Bruenn [37] with the MF being included. The relative differences
are shown at the bottom of each panel. The insets are the zoom-in on high energy ranges.

where E3 | is given as

0 *2
. q 4 4ms
E2?+:—5+? 1— A2.

Since the effective mass of nucleon, m*, in the dense region is substantially smaller than the

(57)

vacuum mass, the integration ranges are wider in general. This is the reason why the inverse
mean free paths are enhanced by including the effective mass.
The brown line shows the approximation given by Bruenn [37] as follows:

3
)‘(21) - / é’:ﬁi [1 o f3(E3)] RBruenn, (58)

with the reaction kernel

Rpruenn = 2nGHNNO(Er — E3) {(G1(0))” + 3(GY(0))? + [(G1'(0))* — (G (0))?] cos 0} ,

(59)
where 6 is an angle between the incoming and outgoing neutrinos and nny is defined as
2d3pN * *
o = [ TER (B3 1= (B (60)

From the comparison with red dashed lines, we find that the approximated rate is larger than
that including full kinematics for higher energies F, 2 70 MeV and E, 2 40 MeV for v, and
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Fig. 4 Inverse mean free paths of the neutrino scattering on neutron for v, (panel (a))
and 7, (panel (b)) with and without some corrections to the neutral currents of nucleons
ofr model t10D. The label “Full” (blue line) means that all corrections WM, MF and the ¢?
dependence of form factors are included; the green dotted line incorporates only WM and
MF; the red dashed line includes only MF'; the purple line corresponds to no corrections at
all. The brown dot-dot-dashed line shows the approximate rate given by Bruenn [37] with
the MF being included. The relative differences are shown at the bottom of each panel. The
insets are the zoom-in on high energy ranges.

Ue, respectively. For lower energies, on the other hand, the rate including full kinematics is
larger by an order than the approximate one. We can hence say that the momentum transfer
has great influences in the deeper region where the effective mass is reduced.

The WM correction gives opposite modifications for neutrino and anti-neutrino (compare
the green and red lines in panels (a) and (b)): it tends to enhance (suppress) the reaction
for neutrino (anti-neutrino). The degrees of change are a few % at E, ~ 10 MeV and ~ 10%
at E, ~ 100 MeV in both cases. These results are qualitatively consistent with those of the
previous study [28].

The ¢? dependence of form factors reduces the inverse mean free paths just as in the CC
reactions. The relative difference it makes is a few percent around E, ~ 10 MeV and reaches
a few tens percent at E, = 300 MeV.

To summarize, for high-energy neutrinos the corrections in the semi-leptonic reactions
are more important than the contributions from the muon-related leptonic reactions to the
opacity. At low energies, on the other hand, some of the muon-related reactions overwhelms
the corrections in the semi-leptonic reactions. Both of them hence need to be taken into
account in the PNS cooling.
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Note in passing that since the NC reactions do not distinguish the neutrino flavors except
their distribution functions, the results mentioned above for the e-type neutrino and anti-
neutrino are applied also to other flavors of neutrinos and anti-neutrinos.

3.83.  Inverse mean free paths at other times

We move on to the results for other thermodynamical conditions obtained at ¢t = 1,3s (the
earlier phase) and ¢ = 30, 50s (the later phase) to infer the time evolutions of the mean free
paths in the PNS cooling.

The inverse mean free paths for v, at the neutrino sphere are shown in Figure 5. Comparing
them with Figure la, one finds that the neutrino capture on neutron is enhanced at later
times. This is due to the widening of the effective potential difference between neutron and
proton U, — U, as well as to the increase in the number density of neutron. The inverse
mean free paths for the neutrino scattering on neutron and the flavor exchange reaction also
rise as the density at the neutrino sphere increases in time. The scattering on proton, on the
other hand, gets strongly suppressed at later times due to the declining proton fraction at
the neutrino sphere. As the temperature lowers, the pair production reactions are suppressed
at low energies as we mentioned in Figure 2.

Figure 6 is the same as Figure 5 but for the deeper region, where the temperature becomes
maximum. Note that the radius changes in time (see Table 5). The inverse mean free
paths of the neutrino capture on neutron is the dominant source of opacity at all times,
but it drastically decreases at t = 50s. This is because the Pauli blocking by electron at
E, S pe — (Uy — Up) is more effective. This applies also to the suppression of the flavor
exchange reaction at ¢ = 50s. On the other hand, the decline of the neutrino scatterings on
nucleon at ¢t = 50s is due to the strong Pauli blocking by v., the Fermi energy of which is
My, = [p + fe — ftn =~ 100 MeV. These results at the very late phase have never been reported
so far.

Figures 7 and 8 are the inverse mean free paths for 7, at the neutrino sphere and at the
deeper region, respectively, and the four panels in each figure correspond to different times
as in Figures 5 and 6. These results have similar features as those for models t10S and t10D
at t = 10s. At low energies, the inverse muon decay is dominant at the neutrino sphere, and
is second dominant at the deeper region. In model t50S (see panel 7d), however, its rate is
strongly suppressed due to the Pauli blocking by muon. In the deeper region, the inverse
neutron decay is dominant at low energies in all phases just as in model t10D. The neutrino
capture on proton is strongly suppressed due to the effective potential difference between
neutron and proton also as in models t10S and t10D. The neutrino scattering on neutron is
the dominant source of opacity at high neutrino energies, which is also similar to the result
at t = 10s. The inverse mean free paths of the scatterings at ¢ = 50 s are smaller by an order
compared with those at ¢ = 30s because the temperature decreases by an order. Note that
Ji’s that appear in the dynamical structure functions (Eqgs. (B32)-(B34)) are proportional
to T'*!. Again these findings at this very late time are new.

The results for v, are exhibited in Figures 9 and 10. At the neutrino sphere (see Figure 9),
the time evolutions of the inverse mean free paths are not so remarkable: the inverse muon
decay, the neutrino scattering on neutron and the neutrino absorption on neutron are the
dominant sources of opacity at low, middle and high neutrino energies, respectively. However,
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Fig. 5 Inverse mean free paths for v, same as Figure 1 (a) but at different times; Panel
(a): t =1s (model t1S); Panel (b): ¢t = 3s (model t3S); Panel (c): ¢ = 30s (model t30S);
Panel (d): t = 50s (model t50S). Colors denote different reactions. Note that the values for
Ve + et + v, — pt and ve + et — v, + pT are multiplied by the factors given in the legend
in each panel.

in the deeper region at the later phase, the inverse muon decay v, +e~ + ¥, — p~ remains
subdominant even at low neutrino energies because the number density of 7, declines due
to large negative values of pp, in beta-equilibrium.

Finally, figures 11 and 12 present the inverse mean free paths for 7. At the neutrino sphere,
the neutrino scattering on neutron and the flavor exchange reaction v, + u~ — v, + e~ are
the dominant sources of opacity at high and low energies, respectively. The electron-positron
pair production comes next except at very high energies, where muon-anti-muon production
takes its place in the earlier phase because the incoming neutrino energy is so high that muons
can be produced, but gets suppressed in the later phase due to the strong Pauli blocking by
electron and muon at low temperatures. In the deeper region, the flavor exchange reaction is
dominant at low energies in the early phase just as in model t10D, while it is suppressed in
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Fig. 6 Same as Figure 5 but for the deeper regions. These figures are same as Figure 2 (a)
but at different times; Panel (a): t = 1s (model t1D); Panel (b): t = 3s (model t3D); Panel
(c): t = 30s (model t30D); Panel (d): ¢ = 50s (model t50D). Colors denote different reactions.
Note that the values for v, + et + 1, = ut, ve+ et — v, + pt and the pair production
reactions in models t30D and t50D are multiplied by the factors given in the legend in each

panel.

the later phase (especially in model t50D) because the temperature is so low that the Pauli
blocking by muon cannot be overcome. In these conditions, the scattering on proton is the
second dominant reaction.

Before closing this subsection, we give a brief comment on the comparison with the previous
work [32], which focused on the muonization of matter and the muon-related reactions of
Ve and v, in the very early phase of PNS cooling, or more appropriately the post-bounce
phase of CCSNe. The thermal conditions in the earlier phase, especially for model t1D, are
similar to condition A in [32]. Our results, Figures 8(a) and 10(a), are perfectly consistent
with their results: condition A in figures 5 and 6 in their paper except for minor deviations
induced inevitably by the use of different EoS and the values of the mean field parameters.

23/53



Vet+tp-et +n
Ve+nN-=Vc+n
Ve+p—=Ve+p

Vet U™ =Vt~

Ve +H* >0, +e*(x1010)
Vete™ +u,-u”
Vetp+e~ -n
Vetveoe +et

Vet Ve~ +u*

105 4

103

Ve+tp-et+n -
Ve+nN-=Ve+n
Ve+p-Ue+p

Vet U™ =Ve+u™

Ve+u*t -0, +e*(x1012)
Vete™ +y,-ou~
Ve+tp+e~ -n
VetVe—oe +e™
Vet Ve~ +ut

—— Vete -oV.+e” —— Vete —Ve+e”

Vete —v,+pu~

—~ 104 Vete =V +pu”

1/A (km~1

Incoming neutrino energy (MeV)

(a)

Incoming neutrino energy (MeV)

(b)

——= Vet+put -0, +e*(x10%3) —— Ve+p-et +n(x107) —— Vo+p+e” -»n(x107)

103 —— o+ p-Ve+p (x107)

1/A (km~1)

10—12 4
10° 1(’)l 162 10° 1(‘)1 1(‘)2
Incoming neutrino energy (MeV) Incoming neutrino energy (MeV)
(c) (d)

Fig. 7 Same as Figure 5 but for 7. These figures are same as Figure 1 (b) but at different
times. Colors denote the different reactions. The legends are omitted in panels (c¢) and
(d) for visibility but the notations are the same as in panel (a). Note that the values for
Ue+p—et4+n, Uo+p— 0. +pand U, +p+e” —n in panel (d) are multiplied by 107.
The values for 7, + ut — 7, + ' are multiplied by the factors given in the legend in each
panel. The flavor exchange reaction 7, + ut — 7, + e™ does not occur at ¢t = 50s.

Condition B in [32] is similar to our model t10S except that the temperature and the electron
fraction in the latter are lower than those in the former due to the advanced cooling and
neutronization in our model. The trends in the inverse mean free paths are qualitatively the
same: for v,, for example, the inverse muon decay and the neutrino scattering on neutron
are dominant at low and high energies, respectively.

3.4. Reaction kernels of the flavor-exchange reaction and the inverse muon decay

So far we have looked at the inverse mean free path alone, the quantity integrated over the
energy and angle. In this section we will look into more details, i.e., the energy- and angular
dependences of the reaction kernels for some muon-related reactions that become significant
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Fig. 8 Same as Figure 6 but for 7. These figures are same as Figure 2 (b) but at different
times. Colors denote different reactions. Note that the values for v, + p* — 7, + e™ in panel
(c) are multiplied by 10°. The flavor exchange reaction 7, + u* — 7, + e* does not occur
at t = 50s.

as an opacity source at some energies: the flavor-exchange reaction v, +pu~ S v, +e~ and
the inverse muon decay v, + v, + e~ — pu~. We show the results at t = 10s. These are rel-
evant information for detailed neutrino transport calculations but have not been presented
so far.

Figure 13 exhibits as a color contour the reaction kernel R,‘,‘i for the flavor exchange reac-
tion, ve +pu~ — v, +e, (see Eq. (9)) as a function of the energy and the angle of the
outgoing v, with the energy of the incoming v, being fixed. The angle is measured from the
flight direction of the incident v.. The upper panels (a), (b) and (c) are the results for model
t10S while panels (d), (e) and (f) are for model t10D. The energy of the incoming v, is set
to 1, 10 and 100 MeV for the left, middle and right columns, respectively.

It is observed that the energy of v, is larger than the energy of v, thanks to the large dif-
ference of the rest masses between muon and electron. It is also clear that v, is preferentially
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Fig. 9 Same as Figure 5 but for v,,. These figures are same as Figure 1 (c) but at different
times. Colors denote different reactions. Not that the values of the pair production reactions
in panel (d) are multiplied by 10%. The values for v, + u™ — v, + €T are multiplied by the
factors given in the legend in each panel. The flavor exchange reaction v, + pu* — v + et
does not occur at ¢t = 50s.

emitted in the forward direction irrespective of the incident energy of v.. As the energy v,
gets larger, the forward peak becomes more remarkable whereas the energy gain gets smaller.
From the comparison between models t10S and t10D, we find that these features are shared
not only qualitatively but also quantitatively although the thermodynamic conditions are
fairly different and the energy of v, at which the kernel attains the maximum, is somewhat
different. Since this is true also for the other reactions, we will focus on model t10S in the
following.

Figure 14 presents the reaction kernel R‘Vi (= RS™) for the inverse process of the flavor-
exchange reaction discussed above: v, + e~ — v, + pu~. This time the energy of the incident
v, is fixed to 1, 10 and 100 MeV in panels (a), (b) and (c), respectively, and the reaction
kernel is regarded as a function of the energy and angle of the outgoing v.. For rather low
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Fig. 10 Same as Figure 6 but for v,. These figures are same as Figure 2 (c) but at different
times. Colors denote different reactions. Note that the values for v, + e~ + 7, — p~ and the
pair production reactions in panels (c¢) and (d) are multiplied by the factors given in the
legend in each panel. The values for v, +p™ — v, + e are multiplied by the factors given
in the legend in each panel. The flavor exchange reaction v, + pu* — v, 4+ e does not occur
at t = 50s.

incident energies (see panels (a) and (b)), the outgoing v, has very low energies, since most of
the energy is exhausted to generate the muon mass. We can see again the outgoing neutrinos
are emitted preferentially in the forward direction. For the high incident energy, the energy
of outgoing neutrino rises accordingly and the forward peak gets pronounced. These results
simply reflect the detailed balance expected as Eq. (13)

Now we move on to the reaction kernel for the inverse muon decay, v. + v, +e~ — u~.
Figure 15 shows R (see Eq. (15)) as a function of the energy and angle of v, with the energy
of incoming 7, being fixed to either 1, 10 or 100 MeV (corresponding to panels (a), (b) and
(c), respectively). The angle is measured from the flight direction of the other neutrino, 7.
It is found that the kernel is largest when the sum of energies, Ej, + E,, is close to the rest
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Fig. 11  Same as Figure 5 but for 7,. These figures are same as Figure 1 (d) but at
different times. Colors denote different reactions. The legends are omitted in panels (¢) and
(d) but the notations are the same as in panel (a). Note that the values for 7, + p — pt +n,
Uy + et — Ve + pt and the scattering on proton in panel (d) and 7, + e +v. — pt in
panels (b), (c¢) and (d) are multiplied by the factors given in the legend in each panel.

mass of muon and the neutrinos collide head on, i.e., cosf® = —1. When one looks at this
reaction from the standpoint of v, on the other hand, the picture could be different. This
can be seen in Figure 16, in which we display the same kernel as a function of the energy and
angle of 7, for some fixed energies of v,: 1, 10 or 100 MeV for panels (a), (b) and (c). For the
low energy of 1MeV (see panel (a)), the kernel reaches the maximum at Ej, + E,, ~my,
again but when the two neutrinos move in the same direction, i.e., cosf = 1. As the incident
energy becomes higher, however, the head-on collision is preferred again as is obvious in
panels (b) and (c).
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Fig. 12 Same as Figure 6 but for 7,. These figures are same as Figure 2 (d) but at
different times. Colors denote different reactions. Note that the values for 7, + €™ + ve — pu™,
vy +et = U+ pt and Uy, + p+ p~ — n are multiplied by the factors given in the legends
in each panel.

3.5.  Possible implications for the cooling timescale

Although we have so far looked into the inverse mean free paths and reaction kernels for
individual reactions, what determines the thermal history of PNS is the sum of all these
and inverse reactions as well as the advection of all species of neutrinos in the PNS. Except
near the PNS surface, matter is so dense in the PNS interior that neutrinos are almost in
thermal and chemical equilibria with matter. In such circumstances, each reaction is almost
balanced with its inverse reaction. Then the neutrino distributions become nearly isotropic
in momentum space and can be expanded as f,(e,cos) = f,EO) (€) + cos @ f,sl)(s). This is
nothing but the diffusion approximation, in which the energy flux of v; can be written as
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Fig. 13 The reaction kernel R},n of the flavor-exchange reaction v, + p~ — v, + e~ for
models t10S (panels (a), (b) and (c)) and t10D (panels (d), (e) and (f)) as a function of the
energy and angle of outgoing v,. The angle is measured from the flight direction of v,. The

energy of v, is fixed to the value show in each panel. The value of the kernel is normalized
by its maximum.
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Fig. 14 Same as Figure 13 but the kernel R‘V‘L for v, + e~ — v, + p~ as a function of the
energy and angle of outgoing v, for model t10S.
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where 1, = p,,,/T, T = /1 —2GM,/r and « is the lapse function, or the (00)-component of
the metric. Here we assume that the PNS is spherically symmetric. The diffusion coefficients
in this expression are given as

Do = | ez £96) [1 - 2760 (62

1 %
Tt Ky

where r7, is the total absorption opacity defined as

1

b = ot T (63)

Ky, = \tot
Vi
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Since the second term in Eq. (61) is normally negligible in the PNS cooling [7], the energy

flux is reduced to
o Ir oaT
Vi T abm2 M o
It is then obvious that the diffusion coefficient Dy ,, is the key factor to determine the

(64)

cooling timescale through Eq. (1). We hence investigate this coefficient, in particular, the
contribution of each reaction:

Dy, = [ s 0@ [1- 106 (65

T5 Ky, Y
where 7 specifies the reaction we consider and xj, = 1/A], + j;, . Although 1/D,,,, is not the
sum of 1/ Dy ., we use it instead of Dy ,,, since it corresponds to the inverse mean free path.

Figures 17 and 18 show the values of 1/Dj , for different reactions again at the neutrino
sphere (Figure 17) and at the radius where the temperature is highest and hence muons are
expected to be most abundant (Figure 18), as a function of time. We can see from Figure
17 that at the neutrino sphere, the neutrino scattering on neutron is dominant for v, v,
vy and vr. For v,, the capture on neutron is almost comparable. For 7, on the other hand,
the flavor exchange reaction exceeds the neutron scattering at all times, which suggests that
the 7, flux may be most affected by the muon existence. The flavor exchange reaction and
the muon decay are smaller but not negligible also for v., ¥, and v,. In the deeper region,
on the other hand, the flavor exchange reaction as well as the muon decay is suppressed.
We find for v, that the CC reaction dominates all other reactions around ¢ = 20s due to
the reduction of effective mass, which makes a wider region in the phase space available just
as for the enhancement of the neutrino scattering rate discussed in subsection 3.2 (see Eq.
(57)). In the later phase, this CC reaction is suppressed due to the strong Pauli blocking of
muon in the cooled PNS.

If one looks at these figures more closely, one recognizes that the inverse diffusion coeffi-
cients increase rather rapidly at late times ¢ 2 30s in Figures 17a, 18b and 18d. This behavior
is mainly originated from the factor f,E“) (1-— f,so)) in Eq. (62), which decrease quickly at these
times. In fact, in Figure 17a, p, (= pp + fte — ftn) get smaller at the neutrino sphere as the
proton fraction (and hence the proton chemical potential) becomes lower at late times since
free protons get depleted there, being incorporated into nuclei as the temperature decreases:
for instance, p,, = —5.1MeV at ¢t = 10s whereas 1, = —28.4MeV at t = 50s. This decline
of f,, leads to that of diffusion coefficients, and equivalently to the rise of their inverse. On
the other hand, in Figures 18b and 18d, p, , = ptp + ften — pn both take large positive val-
ues because electrons and muons are highly degenerate in the deeper region: for instance, at
t =50s, p,, = 101.5MeV and p,,, = 60.3 MeV, which are much lager than the local temper-

ature T' = 2.8 MeV there. Since pp, , = —fu,, in beta-equilibrium, these anti-neutrinos get
(0)

l,c’“(l — I—EO),) becomes smaller,

more strongly suppressed at these late times and the factor
resulting in the rapid rise of the inverse diffusion coefficients.

The inverse diffusion coefficients for ve, v,, v, and 7, decline rather quickly in Figures
18a, 18c and 18e at the late times, on the other hand. This stems from two factors: (1)
the temperature, which appears in the denominator in Eq.(65), gets lower; (2) the opacities
themselves become smaller. The first factor is common to all the species of neutrinos whereas
the second one is important for v, and v, since they get strongly degenerate and the Pauli

blocking in the final state tends to suppress their reactions. Incidentally, matter becomes
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transparent for neutrinos eventually at some point in the late phase. Then, the diffusion
approximation is no longer valid and the diffusion coefficients are not a good measure for
the cooling timescale.

In Figure 19, we show szl/,o i D}ﬁ’ﬁi, the ratios of the diffusion coefficients not including
the contributions from the muon-related reactions to that including the contributions from
all reactions, to see to what extent the muon-related reactions affect the energy flux at the
neutrino sphere. In so doing we change the muon fraction rather arbitrarily. We can see
from the figure that the ratios are enhanced for neutrinos and anti-neutrinos other than the
T-type of them as the muon fraction gets larger, i.e., the diffusion of these neutrinos becomes
slower. To these changes the following reactions v, + p~ — v, + e~ and v, +pu~ — Ve + e~
give the greatest contributions for v, and 7, respectively, whereas the inverse muon decay
Ve + v, +e~ — p~ is the most important for 7, and v,. These results may imply that muons
behave as a reservoir of these neutrinos, disturbing their diffusions in the PNS. This is
expected in turn to lead to the prolongation of the cooling timescale of PNS. It is an issue
of quantitative investigation, however. As a matter of fact, the simulation of PNS cooling
reported in [33] did not find a discernible change in the neutrino luminosities and energies
up to 10s by incorporating the muon-related reactions. They ascribe this result to the rather
small abundance of muons around the neutrino sphere at this time (see Appendix in this
paper). This may change as the time passes further, though, since the muon will be more
populated later. We need to await a quantitative calculation of PNS cooling up to the very
late phase with appropriate physics incorporated.
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Fig. 19 The ratio of the diffusion coefficient without the contribution from the muon-
related reactions to the one with their contributions at ¢t = 10s. Different colors indicate the
neutrino flavors.

4. Summary

In this paper, we have numerically evaluated the rates of muon-related weak interactions of
all species of neutrinos that are relevant in the cooling phase of PNS. We are particularly
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interested in the late phase of PNS cooling, ¢t = 10s, which may be accessible for the next
Galactic supernova [9, 34] but lacks the basic information on the these reactions so far
in the literature. For the semi-leptonic interactions, we have taken fully into account the
relativistic kinematics of nucleon as well as the weak magnetism, the pseudoscalar term, and
the ¢> dependence of the form factors for nucleon; we have also considered the corrections
to the dispersion relations of nucleons from nuclear interactions on the mean field level.

We have compared the inverse mean free paths of these reactions at different times. At
the neutrino sphere, the inverse muon decay v, + v, +e~ — pu~ is the dominant source
of opacity for 7, and v, at low incoming neutrino energies whereas the flavor exchanging
reactions: v, +u~ — v, +e” and ¥, +pu~ — . + e give the greatest contributions for v,
and 7, also at low neutrino energies. At high energies, on the other hand, the neutrino
capture on neutron is dominant for v, and v, whereas the scattering on neutron dominates
the opacity for 7, and 7. In the deeper region, the muon-related reactions are suppressed
compared with the semi-leptonic reactions although general features are similar to what we
have found at the neutrino sphere.

In the exploration of the semi-leptonic reactions, we have observed that the weak-
magnetism enhances (suppresses) the opacities for neutrino (anti-neutrino) both in the CC
and NC reactions; the ¢ dependence of form factors tends to reduce the opacities both via
CC and NC. We have confirmed that the pseudoscalar term gives only minor corrections
even in the muon-related CC semi-leptonic reactions.

The difference of the effective potentials between neutron and proton, which we incorporate
on the mean field level, shifts the threshold of the CC semi-leptonic reactions and, as a results,
enhances the neutrino capture on neutron as well as the inverse neutron decay, which is one
of the dominant sources of opacity in the deeper region. The neutrino scattering on neutron
is enhanced, on the other hand, because the effective mass of nucleons becomes smaller in
the dense region.

The energy and angular dependences of the flavor-exchange reaction v + p~ S v, + e~
and the inverse muon decay v + v, +e~ — u~, both of which could make a dominant con-
tribution to the opacity in some cases, have been inspected as more detailed information. In
fact, they are important for neutrino transport calculations beyond the flux-limited diffusion
approximation. In the former case, v, is emitted preferentially in the forward direction with
a much larger energy than the incident v, thanks to the mass difference between muon and
electron. As expected from the detailed balance, v, is emitted also in the forward direction
preferentially with smaller energies in the inverse process. In the latter case of the inverse
muon decay, on the other hand, the reaction kernel as a function of the energy and angle
of v, becomes largest when two neutrinos collide head on in the laboratory frame and the
sum of the energies of two incoming neutrinos is close to the rest mass of muon. If it is
regarded as a function of the energy and angle of v, instead, we have observed that the
angular dependence is opposite between the low and high incident energies. The importance
of these findings will be assessed later quantitatively with detailed transport calculations.

We have finally investigated the diffusion coefficients for neutrinos, which are relevant for
neutrino transport in the optically thick regime. We have paid particular attention to the
changes that the existence of muon will make. We have found that muons may play a role
of reservoir for the e- and p-type neutrinos by disturbing their diffusion in the PNS interior.
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Although we expect that this will make the cooling timescale longer particularly at later
times, we need a detailed calculation of PNS cooling up to the very late phase to confirm
this. In fact, the previous simulation up to 10s [33] did not find an appreciable change by
incorporating the muon-related reactions.

Our eventual goal is to employ the reaction rates obtained here in calculations of the PNS
cooling with the Boltzmann neutrino-transport code we have developed over the years [55—
57], possibly in multi-spatial dimensions, and explore quantitatively their influences on the
thermal history and neutrino emissions of PNS. It will be also interesting to apply them to
CCSN simulations. The reaction rates obtained in this paper are admittedly imperfect and
there is an ample room for improvement. For example, it is well known that the corrections to
the dispersion relations of nucleons should be accompanied by the corrections to the vertex.
On the mean field level this corresponds to RPA to the structure functions. Note that the
relativistic mean field theory, which we adopt for EoS is particularly convenient for the RPA
calculations [40]. Pions are another interesting particles that may be populated in PNS and
have an impact on the the opacity of v, [58]. Implementing these effects in the calculations
of PNS cooling is certainly the future task.
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A. Details of the derivation of leptonic reaction rates

In this appendix, we present the detailed calculations of reaction kernels for the leptonic
reactions listed in Table 1.

A.1. Scatterings: v+1S v +1

The spin-averaged matrix elements squared for this type of reactions are given in Eq. (10)
with the coefficients 3; being listed in Table 2. The corresponding reaction kernel is written
as

d3p1 dpy (M) 0 0 4
in E E SC 2 1 _ 2 (4) e a o
R} (E1, Ez,cos0) = // (2m)3 16E1E2p1p2 Ji (p1) [ Ji (pg)} (2m)" ' (g1 + i — @3 — %)

(A1)
2
= (271_)(2;211& [ﬁlfl (El, Es, cos 9) + Bols (El, FEs, cos 9) + ﬁg[g (El, Es, cos 0)] ,

(A2)

where the three functions I; through I3 are given as

I (Ey, B, cosf) = L/» d*p1d’p QETE’é()(Q1'+ZH — a8 =) fi (09) [L = £ (03)] (a1 - p1) (g2 - p2)

1P2

(A3)

1
I (E1, Ez,cosf) = // d3p1d3p2poipo5(4) @+ —a5 —p9) fi () 1= £ (9)] (1 - p2) (02 p1)
1£72
(A4)

1
B (Bx. Bacos) = [ [ @pid*pa g™ a0 = = 8) 51 69) [1 = £ ()] m? - ).
1472
(A3)
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The integrations in Iy, Is and I3 can be analytically done following the previous works
[59, 60]:

QWE%E% 2 [ 2
I (El, Es, cos 9) = A5 (1 — Cos 9) der f (61) [1 —fi (61 + FE — EQ)] (Alﬁl + Bie + Cl) ,
(AG)
Ay = E? + E2 + E1E5 (34 cosb), (A7)
By = Ei [2E} + E1E» (3 — cos) — E3 (1 + 3cos )], (A8)
1 m? 1+ cosf A?
2 2 2 2 l
Cl = El |:E1 — 2E1E2 cos + §E2 (3 cos“ 0 — 1) — TWF% s (A9>
A= \/E% + E3 — 2E1E5 cos b, (A10)
€min — Max {mla €, _(El - EQ)} ) (All)
Ey—Ey, A 2m}?
_=— —/1 ; A12
‘ 2 +2\/ BB —cosh)’ (Al2)

the remaining integral over ¢; can be reduced to the Fermi-Dirac integrals:

Jo = /OO defi(e) [1 — fi (e + By — E»)]

€min

= 5(}31152)—1/6 de [fi (e + Ex — E2) — fi(e)]

min

e
1 1 /OO dz{ 1 - 1
ﬁ e—ﬁ(E1—E2) -1 0 1+ exp [Z - ﬁ (:u‘l - (El - EQ) - 6min)] 1+ €xp [Z - ﬁ (,U,l - 6min)]

T
h= [ dagite)lL fila+ B - B
min -
= (B EN/T | [G1 (Bemin) + LeminGo (Bemin)] » (A14)

Jo = / defi (&) [1— fi (e + By — Ep)] ¢

min

TS
= m Ga (Bemin) + 2BeminG1 (Bemin) + (ﬁ‘fmin)2 Go (ﬂemin) , (A15)

where = 1/T and p; is the chemical potential of lepton [ and G; is defined as

Gi(Be) = F; [B(m — (B1 — E2) — €)] = Fi [B (u — €)] (A16)

with Fj[n] being the Fermi-Dirac integrals defined as

[ 7t
] — - i > 0).
Fi[n] /0 T 1da: (for i > 0) (A17)
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Note that Jy through J, are not divergent at F1 = Fs and are given as

Jo=TF_1[B (1 — €min)], (A18)
J1 = T2 {FO [6 (,U'l - 6min)] + BeminF—l [6 (Ml - 6min)]} s (Alg)
Jo = T3 {2F1 [5 (Ml - 6min)] + 25€minF0 [B (,U/l - 6min)] + (Bemin)2 F_4 [5 (Ml - 6min)]} 5
(A20)
with
1
bl = (A21)

The Fermi-Dirac integrals included in J; (see equations (A13)—(A1l5)) are numerically
evaluated [61]. To summarize, we get

2rE2E3

I (E1, Ey,cos0) = A5

(1 —cos0)? (A1Jy + ByJ1 + C1Jp) . (A22)

The other two integrals Iy and I3 are calculated in a similar way as

b&hEmmM%j/fmfmﬂhﬁw«—ﬁ%Hﬁ—Oﬂﬁ—ﬁﬂﬁ@%H—ﬁ@@]

1P2
x ((=q1) - p2) (—q2) - p1)
= Il (—EQ, —El, COS 9) y (A23)
2rm?EE o
I3 (E1, Es,cos0) = % (1 —cos 9)/ derfi(e) [1 — fi (e + E1 — Eo)]
2rm?EE
= % (1 —cosb) Jy. (A24)

The other kernel R°" is obtained from the detailed balance, Eq. (13).

A.2.  Lepton flavor exchange/conversion reactions

The following 4 reactions

Vet~ Sy, +e, (A25)
Vet pt S, +et, (A26)
Up+pu Sh+e, (A27)
vyt put Svetet, (A28)
are collectively expressed in this subsection as
mM+puSvte, (A29)

and the 4-momenta of vy, v, p and e are denoted by ¢, ¢S, p,, and pg, respectively. The
spin-averaged matrix elements squared for these reactions are given in Eq. (11) and the
coefficients a; are listed in Table 3. We present here the detailed expression of R;’?t in Eq.
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(12), which is similar to that of the lepton scattering counterpart:

ou d3 d3 M § ex [ (7 « (]
e o ncont) = [ 0525 i g 0 08) 11— o G30] @' 69 475 = 5 =)
(A30)

8G%

= @ LT, [a111 (E1, By, cos6) + azls (E1, Ea,cos0)] (A31)

where [ is expressed as

12 (8, Byycost) = [ [ apudpepon o0 a8 4278 ~92) £ (0) (L= 6 GA)] an-p0) (@2

,LL

(A32)

_ 2”i15E2 (A1Js + ByJy + C1l) | (A33)

A1 = F1Ey (1 — cos0)? [E} + B3 + E1E (3 + cos6)] (A34)
B = E1E2 (1 — cos6)? [E? (14 3cos6) — E1Es (3 — cosf) — 23]

+Q (B2 — Ev) (1 — cos) [Ef + E1E5 (3 + cost) + E3] (A35)

1 m?
C, = ElES’ (1 — cos 0)2 [QE% (3 cos? ) — 1) — 2F1FE5cos0 + EQQ] — #ElEQ (1 — cos? 0) A2

— QFE5 (1 — cosb) [Ei)’ cos® — E?E, (2- cos? 9) — E1E3 cos b + ES]

1
+ Q? [E% cos ) — §E1E2 (3+ cos? 0) + E? cos 9} ) (A36)
A= \/E2 + B2 — 2B, F cos b, (A37)
Q= (mu —m?). (A38)

In the above expression, J;’s are again written with the Fermi-Dirac integrals:

T
Jo= 1 — eltu—(petE2—E1)]/T Go (Bemin) (A39)
T2
Jl — 1— e[#u—(#e+E2—E1)}/T [Gl (Bﬁmin) + BﬁminGO (66min)] ) (A40)
Jy = T3 G in) + 2BeminG - )’ G ;
2 = 1 — eltn—(ne+ BB/ T [ 2 (ﬁﬁmln) + /Bemln 1 (/Bfmln) + (ﬂﬁmln) 0 (ﬁﬁmln):| ,
(Ad1)
A= \/E% + E2 — 2E1F5 cos 0, (A42)
€min = Max {m/u €4, Me + Es — El} ) (A43)
By —E A 2m?
[ 22 1(1_’{)+2\/(1_K)2+E1E2(1—H6059)’ (A44)
@ (A45)

T BB, (1 —cosf)’
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where p,, and p. are the chemical potentials of muon and electron, respectively, and G;’s

are given as
Gi(Be) = Fi[B (pe — (E1 — E2) — €)] = Fi [ (. — €)]. (A46)

There is no divergence at p,, = pe + Fo — E7, and Jy through J are obtained as

Jo=TF_1[8 (i — €min)] , (A47)

Ji=T*{Fo [B (it — €min)] + BeminF1 [B (1 — €min)]} (A48)

Jo =T {2F1 [ (1 — emin)] + 2BeminFb [8 (s — umin)] + (Bemin)” F1 [8 (1 — )
(A49)

The remaining I» can be obtained from the following relation:
IQ (El,EQ,COSH) = Il (—EQ,—El,COSQ) . (A50)
The other kernel R}}i is obtained from the detailed balance, Eq. (13).

A.3. Muon decays

In this subsection, we give only the reaction rate of u= <= e~ + 7, + v,. The counterpart for
pt S et + ve + 1, can be obtained just by changing the signature of the chemical potentials
of charged leptons and exchanging the neutrino and anti-neutrino of the same flavor. The
calculation of RO™ in Eq. (16) proceeds in a similar way to those for the above two reactions:

RE’Ut (E;e, E,,, cos 9)

d3pu d*pe |M| ) udecay 4¢4) [, a a a a
// 2 516E, T, 0 5 200 () [1 = fe ()] (2m)" (pu — e —dp qyu)
(A1)

8G2,

e E, R 9 A52
(27T>2E17eEyu 1( v.s Ly, , COS ), ( )

in which the spin-averaged matrix element squared is given in Eq. (17) and [ is written as

I (El—,e , By, ,cos 0)

1
=/7ﬁ%mfn%%p$“Qﬁ—#ﬁ—qi—QZ)%L@%[1—ﬁ4£ﬂ(%;pa(%,pﬁ
ut’e
(A53)

2nE; E,
= %@(D) (AlJQ + B1J1 + ClJo) , (A54)
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with © being the Heaviside function and

Ay =—-Ey E,, (1— cos 0)? [Ege + EEM —Ey E,, (3 + cos 0)} , (A55)
B, = E,—,EEEH (1 — cos6)? [Eg (14+3cosb) + Ep E,, (3 —cosf) — QEBJ

+Q (By, + Ey.) (1 cos0) [EE — By By, (3+ cosf) + EQ} , (A56)

1 2
C1 =—EpEj; (1—cos 0)? {2E3 (3cos®0 — 1) + 2E;, E,, cosf + Egu} + %EEBEVH (1 — cos®0) A?

—QFE,, (1 —cosb) [Eg cosf + E2 E,, (2 —cos®0) — Ej, Egu cosf) — ESJ

+ Q? [E?, cosf + %E,;e E, (3+ cos? 0) + Egu cos 9] , (A57)
A= \/Eg + B2 +2E;, By, cos 0, (A58)
Q= (mu — m2) (A59)
D=(1-k)?- 2m (A60)

Ey Ey, (1 —cosf)’

Q
_ . A61
" E; E, (1—cosf)’ (A61)

F

Ji’s are given by the Fermi-Dirac integrals:

T
JO = | e(EDe +EV“+M€3_M“)/T [GO (Bﬁmin) - GO (5€max)] y (A62)
T2
Ji = 1 e(EDe—"_EVM—"_ILLe_u}L)/T {[Gl (ﬁemin) + BeminGO (ﬁemin)] - [Gl (ﬁemax) + ﬁemaXGO (/Bemax)]} s
(A63)
T3
Jo = L e(Eﬁe—i—EVM—"_ME_HH)/T { {GQ (Bemin) + 2/86minG1 (Bemin) + (ﬁemin)2 GO (Bemin):|
- [GZ (ﬂﬁmax) + 266maxG1 (Bemax) + (/Bfmax) GO /BEmax):| }
(A64)
€min = mMax {m[, €, My — (El_/g + Euu)} ) ( 5)
€max — €+, ( )
E; +E, A 2m? E; + E,, A
ei=7'52 “(m—l)ﬂ:2\/(1—"&)2—EEV (Tln—cos9): ; (ﬁ_l)i§@7
(A67)

where pi,, and p. are the chemical potentials of muon and electron, respectively, and G;’s

are given as

Gi(Be) =F; [B(uy— (Es. + Ev,) —€)] — Fi [B(pe —€)]. (A68)
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We obtain Jy through Jy at p, = pe + Ep, + E,, by taking appropriate limits:

Jo=T{F_1[B (e — €min)] — F1 [B (ke — €max)]}, (A69)

Jp = T2 ( {FO [B (Ne - emin)] + Bemianl [6 (Ne - Emin)]} - {FO [ﬁ (/'Le - Emax)] + Bemafol [6 (M

(A70)
Jo =T ({2F1 (8 (e — emin)] + 2B6minFo 8 (1 — €min)] + (Bemin)® For [8 (s — i) |

~ {2F1 18 (e — ema)] + 2B6maxFo [8 (e = ema)] + (Beman)” F1 8 (e — eman)]} )
(AT1)

The other kernel R is obtained from the detailed balance, Eq. (20).

A.4. Pair creations/annihilations

In the pair process, [~ + 1T = v+, v is any one of ve,v,, v, and [ is either e or p, and
the 4-momenta of neutrino and anti-neutrino are denoted by ¢f* and g5, respectively, and
those of lepton and anti-lepton by p{* and p§, respectively. The spin-averaged matrix element
squared is given in (18) and the coefficients « and f3; are listed in Table 4. Here we presents
the detailed expression of RO™ in Eq. (16), which is written as

d3 d3 M 2 1T (07 o (e} (e}
R,‘ft (E1, Ea,cos0) = // pl P2 (M| )p 2f- (p?) 2f+ (pg) (27r)4 5@ (¢ +4¢5 — pf —

271' 3 16E1E2p1p2
(AT2)
_ 2G%
(27T)2E1E2
(A73)

where I; can be cast into the following form:

1
I (Ey, B, cos ) = // d3p1dgpzm5(4) (¢ + a5 — p§ — 8) fi- (0Y) frr (09) (@1 - p1) (g2 - p2)

1P2
(AT74)
_ 21E}E}
= AE’ (1 — COs 9) @(D) (AlJQ + B1J1 + Cljo) , (A75)
A1 = El + E2 - ElEQ (3 -+ cos 9) s (A76)
By = Ey [-2E} + E1E5 (3 — cos0) + E3 (1 + 3cos0)], (A77)
1 m2 1+ cosf A2
2 | 2 2 2 my
Ci = FE; [El +2E1FEycosf + §E2 (3cos”0 —1) — 2 1—cosd B , (AT8)
A = \/E12 + E% + 2F1 F5 cos 9, (A79)
2 2
D=1- il (AS0)

E1E5 (1 —cosf)’
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Here again J;’s are written in terms of the Fermi-Dirac integrals:

T
o = —ErEyr 7 G0 (Bemin) — Go (Bemax)] (Asy)
T2
J1 = e(Bi+Ex)/T _ 1 {[G1 (Bemin) + BeminGo (Bemin)] — [G1 (Beémax) + BemaxGo (Bemax)]}
(A82)

T3
J2 = m { |:G2 (Bemin) + QBEminGl (Bfmin) + (ﬁemin)2 G[) (Bemin)]

- [G2 (Bemax) + 256maXG1 (Bemax) + (ﬁemax>2 Go (Bemaxﬂ } 5

(A83)
€min = max {my,e_}, (A84)
€max = min {E] + Fy — my, €4}, (A85)

Ei+Ey | A 2m}? Ei+Ey A
= 4+ ,/1- = + —=vD A
o 2 2 \/ E1Eo(1 — cosf) 2 7 VD; (A86)
with

G (Be) = F (B (- + By + By — €)] — F; [B (- — €)]; (A87)

I and I3 are calculated in the similar way as
I2 (El,EQ,COS 9) = Il (EQ,El,COS 0) y (ASS)

2mm? Ey E

I3 (B, Es, cos ) = % (1 - cos)© (D) Jo. (A89)

The other kernel RIV‘} is obtained from the detailed balance, Eq. (21).

A.5.  Leptonic annihilations

The two reactions, e~ + u* S v + 1, and et + p~ S e + v, are collectively denoted in
this subsection by e 4+ 1 = ve + v,. The calculation of RO™ in Eq. (16) proceeds similarly
to that for the muon decay. It is expressed as

d®p, d®p. (M]|*) 4

out H e €p.ann. 4 [« o o o

R)" (E,,, E,,,cost) / / ()5 16E,, B, o010 2fe (p0) 24 (p) (2m)* 6 (pe +p0 — qyu>
(A90)

82

= mh (E,,E,E,,“,cos 9) , (A91)

where the spin-averaged matrix element squared is given in Eq. (19) and I; can be cast into
the following form:

1
L (B, E,,, cosb) / / d3pud3pep0p 5 (p?} +p0 — ¢ — qi‘“) 2fe (p2) 211 (P)) (av. - Pe) (qv, - D)
m
(A92)

2nE, B,
=T A “O(D) (A1Jy + B1J1 + C1Jp) , (A93)
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where © is again the Heaviside function and other factors are given as follows:

A1 =E, E, (1-cos 0)> [EE + EgM —E, E,, (3+cos 9)} ,

(A94)

By = E}, E,, (1 —cos 0)> [Egu (1+3cosb) + E,, E,, (3—cosf)— QEE}

- Q (Ey, + Ey,) (1 —cosb) [EZ} —E, E, (3+cost) + EE} :

(A95)
2

2

1 m
Cy = —E,,“Egc (1 — cos6)? [2EZ# (3 cos® ) — 1) +2E,, E,, cosf + Ef] - —-tE,E, (1- cos? 0) A?

+QE,, (1 —cos?) [—E;:’“ cosf — E,iEVe (2 —cos®0) + E,,E> cosf + Eg}

-Q? [ESM cosf + %EUH E,, (34 cos®0) + E2 cos 9] , (A96)
A= \/Eg + E2 + 2B, E,, cosf, (A97)
1
Q=5 (m —mi). (A98)
D=(1+k)? 2 (A99)
=R E, E, (1—cosf)’
Q
= ; Al
" E, E, (1—cosf)’ (A100)
Ji’s are expressed in terms of the Fermi-Dirac integrals:
Jo= a [Go (Bemin) — Go (Bema)] (A101)
0= 1 6(El’e+EVu+ue_u’/—b)/T 0 \P€min 0 \P€max)]|
T2
Jl = 1 e(Eue+EvM+Me—Mu)/T {[Gl (ﬁemin) + BeminGO (Bemin)] - [Gl (/Bemax) + ﬁemaXGO (Bemax)]} )
(A102)
2 = r {62 (Benin) + 2B6umiaGi1 (Bemin) + (Bewin)? Go (Bemin)|
2 1 e(EVe +E,, +ue_lllu)/T 2 min min“1 min min 0 min
- |:G2 (/Bemax) + 2BfmaxG(l (B€max) + (ﬁemax) G'0 56max)] }
(A103)
€min = Max {my, e_}, (A104)
émax = min{ey, B, + E,, —mc}, (A105)
_ El’e + EVH A 2 2ml2l _ EVe + EVM A
€= ——o—" (H+1):|:2\/(1+/€) "B, By (1—cosh) 5 (/ﬁ+1)ﬂ:5\/ﬁ,
(A106)
and
Gi(Be) = F; [B (B, + By, — pe —€)] = F [8 (1 — €)]. (A107)
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An appropriate limit to p, = E,, + E,, — ple results in the following expressions of Jy
through Jo:

Jo=T{F_1[B (b — €min)] = F-1 [B (1t — €max)]} (A108)
Jl - T2 ( {FO [B (MH - 6min)] + 5€minF—1 [5 (M# - 6min)]} - {FO [/8 (MM - 6max)] + 66maxF—1 [5 (M# - 6max)]} ):
(A109)

Jo =T? ( {2F1 1B (1 — €min)] + 2B€minFo [B (Hy — €min)] + (Bemin)> F-1 (8 (pp — €min)]}

- {2F1 LB (Mu - 6max)] + 2B€max}70 [ﬁ (Hu - 6maxﬂ + (,Bemax)2 Fy [/8 (Mu - emax)]} )
(A110)

Finally, the other kernel R is obtained from the detailed balance, Eq. (21).

B. Nucleon structure function

We give here the detailed calculations of the structure functions of nucleons, which, under
the current approximation, are generally written (Eq. (36)) as

v d?’p p * * v
5 (d0) = [ e e (B (1~ £ (B0 A (2 S+ = = ).
®1)

We follow the procedure given in [45]. First, we decompose the hadronic tensor, A", as
follows:

A" = AP + BP{" + CP{" + DP}"” + EP!” + FP}", (B2)

where P/ (i = 1,...,6) are defined with the transferred 4 momentum ¢* = (¢°,0,0, ¢) and
another vector n® = (q,0,0, ¢°), orthogonal to ¢*:

1 1
P =y — —qtq" — —ntn”, (B3)
! aa n?
L1
P = = q"q¢”, (B4)
(07
1
P — kv B5
3 ngn n, ( )
1
P = = (¢"n” +¢"n"), (B6)
qz
1
P = —Qqaqﬁe“mﬁ, (B7)
g2
L1
%LZ?@%“w%W, (B8)
o

where ¢2 = qoq%, n? =n,n® and "B is the anti-symmetric tensor. These tensors are
orthogonal to one another and satisfy the following relations:

Piy Pl =2, Py P =1, P3Pl =1, Py, Pl = =2, P5, P = —2, Py, Pl =2.
(BY)
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Then the coefficients in the decomposition (Eq. (B2)) are given as follows:

A = dmimj (G, — G3) — 4 (GY + GY) qlz [(q-P2) (¢ Pa) = (n-p2) (n - Pa)]

FG * ~ * ~ F2 ~ ~ ko k
4= [ (g pa) —mi (q - p2)) + 3 75 [ (0 o) (- pa) + mimigl] (B10)
% 1 . -
B = 4m5m} (G GA) —i—4(G2 +G2) 2 [Z(q D2) (q‘p4)—q3 (pg-p4)]
F2 . GAGp . .. . . G? _ -
272 (0 52) (g a) + 875 [mi (g p2) —m (- )] + 45 500 (P2 - ) — mm]
(B11)
1 N o
C = dmimj (GY — G4) — 4 (GV + GR) — [(n-F2) (n-pa) = (B2 )]
BGy . . .
4 ‘j\/ [m3 (q- 52) = m3 (g pa)]
[ 2 (P2 Pa) +2(n-P2) (n-Pa) — 2(q - P2) (¢ Pa) + msmiq2], (B12)
2 2 1 - - ~ ~ FQGV * ~ * ~
l?=:—4(Gv*-GA)55Kq-pﬁ(n-p4)+(q-p0(n-pﬂ]+2 [m3 (n - Pa) —my (n - p2)]
GAG 3 .
+ 457 s (n- ) —m (n - o) (B13)
. 1 _ . _ _ FrGa N N .
EZ&GW%Eﬂ@4m0%m%%qmﬂU%mﬂ+MJW [m5 (n - Pa) +my (n - pa)l,
(B14)
. 1 ~ auByv G ~ o
F=4ﬂﬂh?@wwwMMMwwwﬁ—%%ﬁ%wm%%ﬁm- (B15)

Now, the calculation of the structure function is reduced to integrations over ps and p4 of
the following 10 scalar variables:

L, (p2-Pa),(q-D2),(q-pa),(n-D2),(n-Pa),(q-P2)(q-Pa),(n-P2)(n-pa),(q-DP2)(n-Pa),(n-p2)(q-Pa)-
(B16)

As an example, we show the calculation for 1:

d’p d’py ; ]
(1) = [ s i o (B (1= Ja (B 1 (2m)'6 0+ 8 — o — ).

(B17)

The integration over p4 is done with the delta function as

2&,(q”,q)

d3p2 dE} . 2 A
— ooz [ e [ o (B i) (B 1= (D100 4 0 )
(B18)
]' * % * -~ * * *
=32 /P2 dEy dcosadBfy (Ey) (1 — fa(E}))-1-6 <p?1 - m42) © (B} —my), (B19)

where we used the following relations, E*5 <E4 \/|pa|® + mjiz) =4 (ﬁ?l — mzz), podpy =
E5dES, and o and 8 are the zenith and azimuth angles of p2, respectively, with g being the
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z-axis; we also note

Ej=E;+Uy—Us+¢" = E;+§, (B20)
Pi=Dp2+4q, (B21)
and
o (;5?1 - mf) = Lé (cosa — cos ), (B22)
2qp2|
~0)2 SO 2 #2 *2
+2¢'E5 —q* +my" —m
cos ap = (@) 172 1 2 i (B23)
2qp2

The integrations over $ and cos « can be done to give

1 Emax N " .
(e = g | dBs R (B - £ (B, (B24)
87lq| JE,.
where Enin and Fn.x are given as

Emin = max {m3, m} — (jO,E§7+} , Enax = 00 <A2 = (Q'O)2 - < 0>
Enmin = max {m3,m} — ¢*,E5 _}, Enax=FE5, (A*>0andif A? < (m3® —mj3?) or A2 > (m3? +mj?))
(B25)

~0 / 4m*2 m*? _ m*?
E;7i:—q2/€j:® /“.'/2— AS 5 H:1+%, (B26)

otherwise EJ , has no real solutions for (m32 —m3?) < A% < (m3% +m}3?) and 7; = 0.

with

The remaining integration (B24) can be written with the Fermi-Dirac integral, which can
be easily evaluated numerically in the following way:

1
T (q07Q) = WJO» (B27)

where Jy as well as J; and Js, which will be needed later, are expressed as

T
N T e B~ o+ )] (T Emin) = G0 (Pl (529)
T2
h= L —exp[B(—q" — p2 + p1a)] {{G1 (BEmin) + EminGo (BEmin)] — [G1 (BEmax) + BEmaxGo (8 Emax)]} ,
(B29)
Jo = IB G2 (BEmin) + 28EminG1 (8Emi Emin)? Go (BEm;
27 1 “exp (B (=% — pa + pa)] {[ 2 (BBmin) + 26 EminG'1 (B Bmin) + (8 Bmin)” Go (5 mm)}

- {GQ (ﬁEmax) + 26EmaxG1 (BEmax) + (BEmax)Q GO (BEmax)} } )
(B30)

with
Gi (BE) = F; [ (u2 — E)] = Fi [B (na — ¢ — E)]. (B31)
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Taking appropriate limits, we obtain for ¢° = py — po

Jo=T{F_1[B(p2 — Emin)] — F_1[B (02 — Emax)]} (B32)
Jl - T2 ( {FO [B (U2 - Emin)] + BEmianl [/8 (/12 - Emin)]}
- {FO [ﬁ (,UQ - Emax)] + BEmafol [B (,U/2 - Emax)}} )7 (B33)

J2 - T3 ( {2F1 [6 (/J,g - Emin)] + 2BEjminF’O [/3 (,U'2 - Emin)] + (/BEJmin)2 F—l [5 (/JJ2 - Emm)]}

- {2F1 [5 (,u2 - Emax)] + 2ﬁEjmaxF‘O [/8 (/«52 - Emax)] + (/BEmax)2 F [ﬁ (/«42 - Emax)]} )
(B34)

In a similar way, other integrals for the remaining 9 scalars in Eq. (B16) can be
accomplished to get the followings:

1 * 1 * *
Topn) (4°0) = slal {m22 ~3 (AZ +m3? — m42>] Jo, (B35)
1
0
Tapn (€50) = gt Cap /1 + Can Do) (B36)
bgse) = Us — Uy =t AT, (B37)
1 * *
Clapm) = =5 (A2 +m5” —mi’) (B38)
1
0
g (09) = gy (a1 + iy o) (B39)
bigp.) = AU, (B40)
1 * * ~
U¢p) = 75 <A2 +m3? — m42) +¢°° — ¢, (B41)
1
Tin) (4 0) = 8rldl (b(np) 1 + Cngn) ) (B42)
0~0
b("‘ﬁz) =4 a1 ) (B43)
q
0
q * *
i) = 5 (a2 +m3? —mi?), (B44)
1
0
Ty (50) = g (bens 1 + Cny Jo) (B45)
00
qq
binpy =q¢— —, B46
(n-Pa) q (B46)
0
q * * ~
i) = ~5q (A2 +m3? - mf) +q(3°—4q), (B47)



1

Lgaann) (4°59) = 8ﬂm( Ugpo) a5 T2+ Vgi) @50 L+ Cain)ap To) (B48)
Upa)apn) = (AU)?, (B49)
b(Q'ﬁz)(Q'@;) =AU [(qoqo ) (AZ + m2 — mfﬂ , (B50)

]' * * 2 1 ES * ~
Cap2)(aps) = (A2 +mj? — m42) 3 (A2 +mj” - 42> (¢°¢° — ¢*), (B51)

1

0
L) (19) = gr (@) i) 2 + D)) 1+ Cn) ) o) (B52)
00
qq
o) (nps) = <q-—(z> : (B53)
00 0 00
~ qq q 2 *2 *2 qq
bn-py) (nps) = 4 @ —q° <q—)— A*+m3° —m <q—>, B54
(o) npn) = 4 (@ =) ) ( 3 —mi?) ) (B5)
1 (®\? (o 2 2\2 1 o0 0y (A2 2 2
Cln-pa)(nps) = 1 <q> (A + my” —my ) — §q (q —q ) (A + my” —my ),
(B55)
1
Zapwrn (1:9) = g (a2 + Va1 + o o) (B56)
00
qq
awmxnm>zlﬂf<q—q>, (B57)
Lo 2 2 ¢°q° ¢ (12 42 2 0 0
b(q~ﬁ2)(n~ﬁ4) = —5 (A +m2 — My ) (q - T + AU —27q <A +m2 — My ) +q (q —q ) s
(B58)
__1 2 *2 %2 _£ 2 *2 %2 ~0 0
Cgp2)(mps) = T 5 (A T my” —my ) [ 2 <A +my” —my ) +q(q¢°—4¢")],
(B59)
1
0
@mmwm)@7@::&M|@m@anb+”mmx DI+ Cnpa) a0 0) 5 (B60)
00
qq
Anpo)(qps) = DU <q T ) ) (B61)
b ¢ A2 2 2\ A/ 7°¢° A2 0-0 .2
(n~ﬁ2)(q~ﬁ4)——?q< +my —m4> + 1= —§< +m3 —m4)—|—qq —q |,
(B62)

0
q * * 1 * * ~
Cmmmmn=*gm<ﬁz+mf—ﬂuﬁ[—2<A2+ﬂb1—mf)+Q%°—f}.G%$
The structure function is obtained in the following form:
8" (¢°,q) = AP} + BPY” + CP}" + DP}" + EPL, (B64)

where the coefficients are written as

d3p d®py N .
X [] i e o (B[ (D] X (25— b ) (X = AB.C.D.B),
(B65)
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and are actually some linear combinations of Z; with i = 1, (p2 - p4), ..., (n - D2) (¢ - p4). Note
that the case with X = F' (see Eq. (B15)) is omitted because it vanishes as a result of energy
momentum conservation,

Qunuﬁ2aﬁ4ﬁeuuaﬁ = Q,unl/ﬁQQ (152& + g + U,B) el
= (U — Us)qunupoae™ <U’B = (Uz — U4,0,0, 0))

= AUqin;poje’
=0. (-q=1(0,0,9),mn =(0,0,4%)) (B66)
Finally the contraction of the projection tensors with the lepton tensor yields the following

results:
v _ 1 1

LwP” = —16 2 (pr-a) (p3-@) + 5 (p1-1) (p3 - 1), (B67)
L, Py = [:2 p1-q) (p3-q) — (zn-p3)], (B68)
L Py = { (p1-n) ps-n)—(p1~p9}, (B69)
Ly Py = q7 (o1 - ) (ps - ) + (b1 ) (ps - )], (B70)

16
L, P = :tz'q—2 [(p1-n)(p3-q) — (p1-q) (p3-n)] (4 : neutrino, — : antineutrino) . (B71)

«
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