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A B ST R A C T

The collapse ofm assive stars not only produces observable outbursts
acrosstheentire electrom agnetic spectrum but,forGalactic(ornear-Galactic)
supernovae,detectablesignalsforground-based neutrino and gravitationalwave
detectors. Gravitationalwavesand neutrinosprovide the only m eansto study
theactualenginebehind theopticaloutbursts:thecollapsed stellarcore.W hile
theneutrinosarem ostsensitive to detailsoftheequation ofstate,gravitational
wavesprovide a m eansto study them assasym m etriesin thiscentralcore.W e
presentgravitationalwave signalsfrom a seriesof3-dim ensionalcore-collapse
sim ulations with asym m etries derived from initialperturbations caused by
pre-collapseconvection,corerotation,and low-m odeconvection in theexplosion
engineitself.A Galacticsupernovae willallow usto di�erentiate thesedi�erent
sourcesofasym m etry. Com bining thissignalwith otherobservationsofthe
supernova,from neutrinosto gam m a-raysto thecom pactrem nant,dram atically
increasesthe predictive powerofthe gravitationalwave signal. W e conclude
with a discussion ofthe gravitationalwave signalarising from collapsars,the
leading engineforlong-duration gam m a-ray bursts.

Subjectheadings: black hole physics| stars: black holes| stars:supernovae|
stars:neutron
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1. Introduction

The m echanism behind core-collapse supernovae (SNe)rem ains one ofthe longest
outstanding problem s in astrophysics. W hether or not sim ulations ofstellar collapse
produce explosionsdependssensitively on the num ericalim plem entationsofthe neutrino
transportand the equation ofstate physics(Herantetal. 1994;Burrows,Hayes,Fryxell
1995;Janka & M �uller1996;M ezzacappa etal. 1998;Fryer& W arren 2002;Burasetal.
2003). 10% di�erences in this physics can m ake the di�erence between the success or
failureofan explosion.Butitm ay bethatthesensitivity ofthecurrentsim ulationsoccurs
only because theoristsare m issing essentialaspectsofphysics in the core. Forexam ple,
rotation in the core (Fryer& Heger1998;Akiyam a etal. 2003;Kotake,Yam ada,& Sato
2003a;Fryer& W arren 2004),asym m etric collapse (Burrows& Hayes1996;Fryer2004a),
one-sided convection due to oscillations(Blondin,M ezzacappa & DeM arino 2003),orthe
m ergerofm odes(Scheck etal.2003)m ay help orhindertheexplosion.

The reason we know so little aboutthe core and the resultantsupernova explosion is
because we have very few waysofdirectly observing the engine behind these explosions.
The collapsed core isenshrouded by the outerlayers ofthe starand itisnotuntilthe
supernova shock reachesthe edge ofthe starand becom esoptically thin to photonsthat
wecan �nally see thesupernova.Then beginsthelaborioustask ofworking back from the
opticaldisplay to study the workingsofthe innercore. Although these observations(see
Akiyam a etal.2003 and referencestherein),and observationsoftheneutron starrem nant
(see Lai,Cherno�,& Cordes2001;Brisken etal. 2003 forreviews),have shown thatthe
supernova explosion isalm ostcertainly asym m etric,thelevelofasym m etry in theengineis
very di�cultto determ inefrom these indirectm ethods.Gravitationalwavesand neutrinos
providetheonly m eansto directly probethesupernova engine.

Neutrinoshave only been detected in SN 1987A (Hirata etal. 1987;Bionta etal.
1987),and gravitationalwaves(GW s)have yetto be conclusively detected in supernovae.
Unfortunately,thesignalsofboth aresu�ciently weak to lim ittheirdetection to Galactic
ornear-Galacticsupernovae(Neutrinos:Burrows,Klein & Gandhi1998;GW s:Fryer,Holz
& Hughes:FHH 2002;Dim m elm eier,Font& M �uller2002;Kotake,Yam ada & Sato 2003b;
Fryer& W arren 2004;M �ulleretal. 2004). Although predictionsforthe GW signalfrom
stellarcollapse have been m uch higherin the past(see FHH 2002;New 2003 forreviews),
these predictionswere based on stellarcoresrotating m uch fasterthan even the fastest
rotating supernova progenitorsproduced today (Heger,Langer& W oosley 2000).M odern
progenitorsofstellarcollapse are only m arginally,ifatall,unstable to barinstabilities,
and strong barm odes(the source ofstrong gravitationalwave signals)do notoccurin
collapsecalculationsusing theseprogenitors(Fryer& W arren 2004).Even ifbarsdid form ,
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they form atlow densities,and atm ostproduce a m arginally detectable signalat10M pc
(Ram pp,M �uller& Ru�ert1998;FHH 2002).GW observations,like neutrinos,arelim ited
to Galacticornear-Galacticsupernovae.

Even though therateofsuch nearby SNearelow (0.02 year�1 ),theinsightgained from
these supernovae willprovide essentialinform ation into stellarcollapse. In thispaper,we
willfocuson 3 phasesofgravitationalwaves:

I) Stellar B ounce -The signalproduced during the bounce caused when the stellar
corereachesnucleardensitiesand itsrunaway free-fallisabruptly halted.Forinitial
progenitorswith asym m etriesorrotation,thequadrupole m om entin theprogenitors
willvary wildly during bounce,producing a strong signal.

II) C onvection -The signalproduced during the convective phase ofthe supernova
engine.Even iftheinitialconditionsaresym m etric,theconvection m odesm ay m erge
to form low-m odeconvection with a signi�canttim e-variablequadrupolem om ent.

III) N eutrinos -The signalproduced by asym m etries in the neutrino em ission.
Asym m etries in the collapse orin the convection willlead to asym m etries in the
neutrino em ission.These asym m etrieslead to a tim e-variablequadrupolem om ent.

The GW signalcan notonly beused to distinguish these phases,butalso the asym m etry
thatcausesthesignalin each phase.

In thispaper,we willuse the resultsfrom recent3-dim ensionalcollapse sim ulations
(Fryer& W arren 2002,2004;Fryer2004a)to study the di�erentcharacteristicsofthese
signals,focusing especially on whatthese signals can tellusaboutstellarcollapse and
supernova explosions. Buta lotofuncertainty rem ainsin such sim ulationsand we use
com parisonswith otherwork and analytic estim atesto gauge the uncertaintiesin these
calculations. The m odels,and the num ericalm ethodsused to calculate the GW signal,
are discussed in x2. x3 showsthe resultsofthese sim ulations,along with com parisonsto
otherwork and analytic estim ates. To m ake GW sa powerfulprobe ofthe innercore,we
m uststudy a biggerpictureand correlatetheGW signalwith othersupernova observables:
neutrino signal,nucleosynthetic yieldsand otherexplosion asym m etry characteristicsin the
observations(x4).W econclude with a discussion oftheobservability ofgam m a-ray bursts
underthe collapsarm odeland a review ofthe key observationsand the constraintsthey
can placeon thesupernova engine.
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2. C om putations

Thegravitationalwave signalspresented herearederived from the3-dim ensionalcore-
collapse calculationsby Fryer& W arren (2002,2004)and Fryer(2004a).Thiscore-collapse
codecouplessm ooth particlehydrodynam ics(SPH)with a 3-
avor(�e;��e;��;�)
ux-lim ited
di�usion neutrinotransportschem e(W arren,Rockefeller,& Fryer2004).Beyond atrapping
radius(corresponding to an opticaldepth,�� = 0:03),theneutrinosareassum ed to escape
the starcom pletely. The neutrinosleaking from the \boundary particles" atthisradius
dom inatetheobserved neutrino 
ux.Unlessotherwise speci�ed,thegravity isNewtonian,
using thetree-based algorithm described in W arren & Salm on (1995).These m odelsbegin
with initialstarsthatare both rotating and non-rotating,with density distributionsthat
areeitherinitially sym m etric,orperturbed by globalasym m etries(Table1).

The advantage ofsuch a code isthatwe can m odelthe collapse ofthe entire star
in 3-dim ensionsfora seriesofinitialconditionswith existing com putationalresources(a
typicalsim ulation takesroughly 100,000 processorhourson both theSpace Sim ulatorand
ASCIQ m achines).Becausethefull3-dim ensionalstarism odeled,no approxim ationsneed
betaken to calculatethem assquadrupolem om entsand itsderivatives.And sincethiscode
isLagrangian (particle based),the resolution followstheproto-neutron starand thiscode
isideally suited to m odelasym m etriesthatacceleratethiscentralcore.

However,bearin m ind thattheneutrinosarem odeled with a single-energy 
ux-lim ited
transportalgorithm . Com parison ofsuch a transportalgorithm with m ore sophisticated
transportalgorithm s in 1 and 2-dim ensions have found thatthe such calculations can
drastically change the fate ofthe collapsing star (Buras et al. 2003). Note also that
these m odelsassum e Newtonian ratherthan GeneralRelativistic gravity,which notonly
a�ectsthe bounce ofand convective m otionsin the core,butalso forcesusto calculate
the gravitationalwave signalusing a post-processtechnique. Allofourresultsm ustbe
tem pered by theseuncertainties.

However,as we shallsee in x3,the gravitationalwave signalis so weak that the
back-reaction ofthe gravitationalwave em ission isunlikely to e�ectthe dynam icsin the
core. The rem aining uncertainties are less easy to quantify,butby com paring to m ore
detailed 2-dim ensionalwork (M �ulleretal.2004),we can estim ate thelevelofuncertainty
in ourresults(x3).

W e calculate the gravitationalwave signalfrom baryonic m ass m otions using the
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form ulism ofCentrella & M cM illan (1993):
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where r is the distance to the source. The angle brackets in these equations denote
averaging overallsourceorientations,so thatforexam ple
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: (3)

The quantities �Iij are the second tim e derivativesofthe trace-free quadrupole m om entof
thesource.Thediagonalelem entsaregiven by,forexam ple,

�Ixx =
2

3

NX

p= 1

m p(2xp�xp � yp�yp � zp�zp + 2_x2p � _y2p � _z2p); (4)

where m p isthe m assofan SPH particle,and (xp;yp;zp)isitscoordinate location. The
other diagonalelem ents can be obtained using Eq.(4) plus cyclic perm utation ofthe
coordinatelabels: �Ixx ! �Iyy via x ! y,y ! z,z ! x;�Ixx ! �Izz via x ! z,y ! x,z ! y.
Theo�-diagonalelem entsaregiven by,forexam ple

�Ixy =
NX

p= 1

m p(xp�xp + yp�yp + 2_xp_yp); (5)

the rem aining o�-diagonalelem ents can be found via sym m etry (�Iji = �Iij)plus cyclic
perm utation. This approach provides only averaged square am plitudes,instead ofthe
speci�c am plitude ofthe gravitationalwave signal. Thispaperisconcerned with general
qualitative featuresofthe wave signals,ratherthen detailed predictions. In thisvein,the
averaged squaream plitudesarea cleanerand m oree�ectivedescription.

Forthe trendswe a studying here,thisform ulism issu�cientand providesa cleaner
signal.

Forgravitationalwavesfrom neutrinos,weusetheform ulaederived by M �uller& Janka
(1997):
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where G isthe gravitationalconstant,c isthe speed oflightand r isthe distance ofthe
object. (hTTxx )pole denotes the em ergent strain foran observersituated along the source
coordinatefram e’sz-axis(orpole)and (hTTxx )equator isthecom parablestrain foran observer
situated perpindicularto thisz-axis(orequator).Foroursim ulations,therotation axisor
asym m etry axisisthe z-axisand the polarview correspondsto the axisofsym m etry for
theinitialperturbations.

In SPH calculations,theseexpressionsreduceto:
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(9)

where�tisthetim estep,thesum m ation isoverallparticlesem itting neutrinosthatescape
thisstar(prim arily,theboundary particles).W eassum ethattheneutrino em ission atthese
boundariesisalong theradialdirection oftheparticle,so �L � issetto E �=�twhere E � is
the neutrino energy em itted by thatparticle.Ifthe neutrinosare m oreisotropic,thiswill
weaken thegravitationalwavesignal,butnotby m orethan a factorof2.The� correspond
to observersalong the positive/negative directionsofeach axis:forinstance,in the polar
equation,thiscorrespondsto thepositive/negative z-axis.In theequatorialregion,thex,y
axisisdeterm ined by thechoiceofx ory position forthe(x,y)coordinatein theequation.

3. R esults from 3-dim ensionalSim ulations

A m assivestarendsitslifewhen itsiron corebecom esso m assivethatthatthetherm al
and electron degeneracy pressureofthestarcan no longersupportthecoreand itim plodes.
Thisim plosion continuesuntilthecore reachesnucleardensities,where nuclearforcesand
neutron degeneracy pressure haltthecollapse.The \bounce" ofthecoredoesnotproduce
an explosion.The bounceshock stallswhen neutrino cooling and photodisintegration saps
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theshock ofitsenergy.Ifthereareasym m etriesin thestar,thiscollapseand bouncephase
producesrapidly varying quadrupolem om entsand gravitationalwaves.

The stalled shock leaves behind a convectively unstable region between the proto-
neutron starand the accretion shock ofthe infalling star. Neutrinosleaking outofthe
proto-neutron starheatthisregion,driving furtherconvection.W hen thepressurefrom this
convection overcom esthe pressure oftheinfalling star,a supernova explosion islaunched.
Them assm otionsin thisconvection also producerapidly varying quadrupolem om ents.

Ifstellarasym m etriesorconvective m otionsaresu�ciently asym m etric,the neutrino
em ission willalso be asym m etric. These neutrino asym m etriescan produce a signi�cant
gravitationalwave signal. Aswe shallsee,these signalscan dom inate the GW signalin
som ecases.

Let’stakea closerlook ateach ofthesephasesin turn,using core-collapsesim ulations
asa guide.

3.1. G ravitationalW aves from C ore B ounce

R otation:Although m assivestarsareobserved to rotateatnearly break-up velocities
while on the m ain-sequence,the angular velocity (ofthe envelope at least) decreases
dram atically (justfrom angularm om entum conservation)when these starsexpand into
giants.Ifthey coresarenotcoupled to theirexpanding envelopes,they willspin up asthe
corecontracts.Ifthey arecoupled,thecontracting corewillim partitsangularm om entum
to the envelope and slow down as this envelope expands. The extent ofthis coupling
depends sensitively on uncertain m agnetohydrodynam ic physics and current supernova
m odels(Heger,Langer,& W oosley 2000;Heger,W oosley,& Spruit2004)predicta range
ofanswers(see Fryer& W arren 2004 fora review).Ifthese corescollapse with signi�cant
angularvelocity,centrifugalsuppportwilldeform thecollapse,m aking strong asym m etries
and,ultim ately,a strong gravitationalwave signal. GW observations provide an ideal
m eansto probethisasym m etry.

Figure1 showsthe gravitationalwave signalsfora range ofrotating stellarcollapses.
M odelRot1 isthethefastestspinning coreproduced by Heger,Langer& W oosley (2000).
The signalin Fig. 1 assum es the collapse occurs 10kpc away. At 10kpc (within the
Galaxy),thisbouncesignalfrom m odelsRot1 and Rot2 (peaking at2� 10�21 at�1kHz)is
wellabovetheexpected noiselevelofadvanced LIGO,suggesting itshould notbedi�cult
to observe.Thestrong signaldiesaway very quickly and isstrongestrightatcorebounce.
Butthe strength ofthissignaldependssensitively on the rotation. The slowerrotating
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coresdo notproducegravitationalwave signals(Rot3)thataresigni�cantly strongerthan
thoseproduced by asym m etries(Rot4 and Rot5)1 in a non-rotating core.

A sym m etries from Explosive B urning: Rotation isnottheonly way to produce
asym m etriesin thestarjustpriorto collapse.Explosive burning in theoxygen and silicon
shellsproducesstrong convection in these shells,causing density perturbationsin these
shells(Bazan & Arnett1998). Ifthisconvection hasm any down
owsand up
ows(high
m ode convection),these density perturbationswould be random ly distributed acrossthe
oxygen and silicon layersofthe star,sim ilarto the 5-10% perturbationsintroduced using
thesm ooth particlehydrodynam icstechnique.Thesignalfrom ournon-rotating star(Figs.
1,2)iscaused by thesepertubations.

Butwhatiftheconvection isdom inated by low m odeswith thedensity perturbations
taking on a m ore globalscale? Burrows& Hayes(1996)argued thatglobalperturbations
from oxygen and silicon burning would lead to asym m etriesin the bounce and could be
the source ofneutron star kicks. Lai& Goldreich (2000)argued that this convection
would drive oscillatory m odesin the iron core thatwould grow during collapse and drive
large asym m etriesin the bounce. Fryer(2004a)m im icked these globalperturbationsby
decreasing the density to theoxygen and silicon layers(orin the entire star)in a cone an
thepositivezaxis.

Fig. 3 shows the gravitationalwave signals from these globabally asym m etric
explosions.Thebouncesignalfrom theseglobalasym m etriesism uch di�erentthan thatof
therotatingstars.Thepeak signaldoesnotoccuratbounce,but10-20m slater.Thesignal
from baryonicm assm otionsisdom inated by theasym m etriescaused by theoscillationsin
thecoreasejecta and neutrino asym m etrieskick theneutron star.

M odelsAsym 1,Asym 2 correspond to the large asym m etry cases for\ShellOnly",
or \W ith Oscillations" sim ulations in Fryer (2004a). M odels Asym 3,Asym 4 are 30%
perturbationsin the oxygen/silicon burning shells. Asym 3 and Asym 4 di�erin thatthe
m om entum im parted by the lastscattering ofneutrinosisincluded in Asym 3 and notin
Asym 42.Notethatthereisvery littledi�erencebetween theGW signalofthesetwom odels.
Neither m odelproduces sizable kicks (vkick < 30km s�1 ) in the neutron star orstrong
oscillationsin thecore.M odelsAsym 1 and Asym 2 producem uch strongeroscillationsand

1O urSPH initialconditionsintroduce� 5-10% asym m etries.Although thesearenum ericalartifacts,they

do notdi�ersigni�cantly from the asym m etriesexpected from explosiveburning priorto collapse.

2The 
ux lim ited-di�usion schem e used by Fryer (2004a)includes the e�ects ofneutrino pressure and

m om entum . Below �� = 0:03, we m ake a light-bulb approxim ation. At the boundary, the neutrino

m om entum m ustbe included.The prescription forthisisdescribed in Fryer(2004a).
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slightly strongerGW signals.The largestsignaloccurswhen oscillatory m odesaredriven
in the iron core priorto collapse (Asym 1). However,aswe shallsee in x3.3,the neutrino
GW signalforthese m odelsism uch strongerthan thatofm assm otions,and thatwill
dom inatethesignalatlatetim es.

Fig. 4 com paresthe gravitationalwave signalsfrom the extrem e cases ofrotating
(Rot1)and globally asym m etric (Asym 1)sim ulations along with a non-rotating m odel
(SPH1 -equivalentto high m ode perturbations). Form assm otions,the rotating m odel
hasthe strongestsignalwhich peaksatbounce. The globally asym m etric m odelcan also
produce a signalwhich should detectable by LIGO,peaking at�10-20m safterbounce.If
therotation orasym m etriesarenotextrem e,thegravitationalwavesignalwillnotbeeasily
detectable. However,even a non-detection willtellusm uch aboutthe core,asitwillrule
outtheselarge(orlarger)asym m etriesin theinitialcore.

3.2. G ravitationalW aves from C onvection

W ith accurate equations ofstate,when the bounce shock stalls,it leaves behind
an unstable entropy pro�le above the proto-neutron star. The region bounded by the
proto-neutron staron theinsideand theaccretion shock wheretherestofthem aterialfalls
down onto thestalled bounceshock quickly becom esconvective.Thisconvection isfurther
driven by heating from neutrinosleaking outofthe proto-neutron star.Convection allows
theenergy deposited from neutrinosto convertinto kinetic energy ofrising m atter.W hen
thism atterisable to push o� the infalling star,an explosion islaunched (see Fryer1999
fora review).

Herantetal.(1994)found thattheenergy in thisconvection wasprim arily carried in
justa few up
owsand Herant(1995)argued thatifthe convection were dom inated by a
singleup
ow,they could explain thehigh spacevelocitiesofpulsars(seex4.3).Indeed,the
convective m odesm erge with tim e (Fig. 5). In our3-dim ensionalm odels,the explosion
occursso quickly thattherearestill�3-6 up
owswhen theexplosion islaunched.Hence,
the convective m odesdo notproduce a strong signalforourm odels(Figs. 1-4). Indeed,
the only sim ulationsthatproduced strong signalsfrom baryonic m assm otionswere the
globally asym m etriccollapsesim ulationswith strongly oscillating neutron stars.

However,Scheck etal.(2003)havefound thatforsu�ciently delayed explosions(which
m ay wellbe m ore typicalin supernovae),the convective up
owscan m erge untilthere is
only 1 single up
ow. Thiscan produce a gravitationalwave signalthatrivalseven the
bouncesignalforsom erotating stars(M �ulleretal.2004).To geta betterunderstanding of
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thissignal,wecan approxim atethem assm otionsby assum ing thattheconvective m otions
have m erged,leading to a single down
ow,butthatthe down
ow occursin spurts(large
blobsaccreting). Such an assum ption isnottoo unreasonable,asm assbuildsup atthe
accretion shock untilitsweightcarriesitdown,punching itsway through the up
owing
m aterial. To estim ate the m axim um signalfrom convection,we assum e the m assofthe
accreting blob is0.1M � and itacceleratesatfree-fallfrom theedgeoftheaccretion region
to halfway between the accretion shock and the proto-neutron starsurface (at50km ),at
which pointthey begin to decelerateand stop attheproto-neutron starsurface(wechosea
deceleration thatwassym m etric in m agnitudeaboutthehalfradius).Thesignalproduced
by this\convection" variesasthe blob falls. Figure 6 plotsthe m axim um ofthatsignal
asa function ofthe accretion shock radius. Asthe convection region expands,the signal
willdecrease,butitcould take500m sfortheshock to m ove from 100km to 500km .Note
thatthissignalisan upperlim itto the possible signalfrom convection and isan orderof
m agnitudehigherthan thatpredicted by M �ulleretal.(2004).Itisalso nearly an orderof
m agnitudegreaterthan therotating sim ulationspresented here.

3.3. G ravitationalW aves from N eutrino A sym m etries

Allofthese asym m etries in the bounce and convection lead to asym m etries in the
neutrino em ission.These asym m etriesproducea gravitationalwave signalthatgrowswith
tim e. In m ost cases,the asym m etry in the neutrinos isnotlarge enough to dom inate
the GW signal(e.g. M �ulleret al. 2004),but neutrino asym m etries can dom inate the
gravitationalwave signalin thecase ofasym m etric collapse (e.g.Burrows& Hayes;Fryer
2004a).

Figs. 7 and 8 show the gravitationalwave signalfrom m odelsAsym 1 and Asym 2
respectively.Thesignalcontinuesto grow with tim eand,forthesetwo sim ulations,exceeds
the bounce orconvective signals by over an order ofm agnitude! Unfortunately,these
signalswere notcalculated forany m odelspriorto Fryer(2004a),so we can notpresent
gravitationalwave signalsforearlierm odels.Butthe neutrino asym m etry in the rotating
and sphericalm odelsare m ore than � 2 ordersofm agnitude lessthan the asym m etries
ofthese sim ulations,so neutrinos asym m etries m ay notplay a dom inant role in m ost
supernovae. Indeed,M �uller et al. (2004)found thatthe GW signalfrom asym m etric
neutrino em ission wasslightly lowerthan thatproduced by baryonicm assm otions.

Figures7 and 8 show theGW signalfrom neutrinosalong 6 linesofsite(positive and
negative x,y,and z axes). The m agnitude ofthe signalisstrongestalong the positive z
axis(the positive z axisiswhere the initialdensity perturbation wasplaced). Reviewing
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allaxesgivesa handle on how observation location wille�ectthe signal. These extrem e
asym m etrieswilleasily producesignalsdetectablein a Galacticsupernova.In addition,the
tim eevolution ofthissignalissigni�cantly di�erentthatitcan easily bedistinguished from
signalsby m assm otions.Unfortunately,unlikethesignalfrom m assm otions,thesignalfor
neutrinospeaksatlowerfrequencies(Fig.9)and,in advanced LIGO sensitivity band,the
neutrino asym m etry GW signalisonly slightly strongerthan m assm otionsforthesestellar
im plosions.

Detecting a Galacticsupernova in gravitationalwavesand following thetim eevolution
ofthe GW signalcan easily tellusm uch aboutthe behaviorofthe innercore ofa star
during collapse.W ecan distinguish between rotating and asym m etriccollapseand between
low-m odeand high-m odeconvection.W ecan also estim atethelevelofneutrino asym m etry.
Gravitationalwavesprovidean idealwindow into them assm otionsin,and justabove,the
proto-neutron starcore.

4. C om paring w ith other O bservables

Especially with Galactic supernovae,we have a num ber ofadditionalobservations
which can beused to help learn aboutsupernovae ranging from directobservationsofthe
core with neutrinosto indirectm ethodssuch assupernova asym m etries,nucleosynthetic
yields,and studiesofthe com pactrem nantfrom these explosions. Com bined with these
constraints,gravitationalwavescan tellusm uch aboutthesupernova engine.

4.1. N eutrinos

Neutrino detectionsprovidetheonly otherm eansbeyond GW sto study thesupernova
enginedirectly.SuperKam iokandewilldetectover5000 neutrinosfrom a supernova 10kpc
away (Burrows,Klein,& Gandhi1998). The bulk ofthese detections willbe electron
anti-neutrinos,butboth SuperKam iokande and the Sudbury Neutrino Observatory will
detecta few hundred electron and � neutrinos. Thissignalwillbe su�cientto produce
reasonable neutrino light-curvesthatcan be used to m ake detailed com parisonswith the
neutrino em ission predicted by m odels.

How dothem assm otionsa�ecttheneutrinoobservations? Theactualnetasym m etries
in the neutrino em ission tend to be sm all(a percentorless-see Janka & M �onchm eyer
1989a,1989b),butKotake etal. (2003a)have found thatrotation can lead to a neutrino
energy thatvariesby asm uch asa factorof2 fordi�erentangularlines-of-sight.Figure10
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showstheelectron neutrino lum inosity and energy fora rangeofm odels(from sphericalto
rotating to asym m etric collapse). Forourm odels,the electron neutrino lum inosity does
notchange m uch even though the actualprogenitorsforthese objectsdoesvary in som e
cases. The electron neutrino energiesvary by <30% . However,bearin m ind thatthese
calculationsrely upon a single-energy 
ux-lim ited di�usion schem e and we should take
thesequantitativeresultswith a grain ofsalt.

The �,�,and electron anti-neutrinos vary m uch m ore than the electron neutrinos
(Figs.11-12).Even so,itwould bevery di�culttodistinguish asym m etriesin thecorewith
neutrinos. Butneutrinosdo give usan idealprobe into the equation ofstate in the core
(e.g.Ponsetal.2000).Thedetailsoftheequation ofstatewillalso a�ectthegravitational
wavesto a lesserextent(Dim m elm eieretal. 2002)and we can use neutrino observations
to distinguish equation ofstate e�ectsfrom m assm otions. Com bining the neutrino and
thegravitationalwave signal,wecan study both them assasym m etriesin thecollapseand
the behaviorofm atteratnucleardensities. Quantitative analyseswillrequire m uch m ore
detailed core-collapsem odels.

The detection ofboth gravitationalwaves and neutrinos also has im plications for
calculating the neutrino m ass.The delay between the em ission ofneutrinos(te)and their
arrivalata detector(td)is(e.g.Arnett& Rosner1987):

td � te � (d=c)(1+ 0:5m 2
�=E

2
�) (10)

where d isthe distance from the supernova to the observer,c isthe speed oflightand
m �;E � arethem assand energy oftheneutrino respectively.Ifweknow thatourGW signal
peaksatbounce (asisthe case forourrotating supernovae),the tim e between the peak
em ission ofthegravitationaland neutrino signalsshould notdi�erby m orethan 5m sand
can easily bedeterm ined to thisaccuracy.By di�erencing thedelay in theneutrinosby the
delay in thegravitationalwave signal(td � te)� � (td � te)G W ,wecould then determ inethe
neutrino m assfrom a 10kpcsupernova to betterthan 1eV (seealso,Arnaud etal.2002).It
willbem oredi�cultto usethistechniqueiftheneutrino signalisdeterm ined by convective
m odesorneutrino asym m etries,wherethetim ing islessaccurate.

4.2. O bservations ofExplosion A sym m etries

The sam e asym m etric m ass m otions that produce gravitationalwaves m ay also
produceasym m etriesin thesupernova explosion.Forexam ple,rotation causesthestrongest
convection tooccuralongtherotation axisand thisbipolarconvection willdriveasym m etric
explosions(Fryer& Heger2000;Kotake etal.2003a;Fryer& W arren 2004).The m erger
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ofconvective m odeswillalso produce wildly asym m etric supernovae (Scheck etal.2003).
Burrows& Hayes(1996)also argued thatasym m etric collapsewould produceasym m etries
in theexplosion,but3-dim ensionalcalculationshavefound thattheseasym m etriesarem ild
(Fryer2004a).

ForGalactic supernovae,there are m any observationaldiagnostics that can help,
albeitindirectly,determ ine thelevelofasym m etry in thecore.Supernova 1987A provides
a num ber ofexam ples ofhow powerfulthese diagnostics can be fornearby supernovae
and m odern telescopes. One ofthe surprises SN 1987A provided forastronom ers was
thatsom ehow the nickelin the core wasm ixed wellinto the star,causing the gam m a-ray
lum inosity powered by the 56Niproduced in this explosion to peak 150d earlier than
expected by theorists(Pinto & W oosley 1988). Sphericalexplosionscan notexplain this
easily (Kifonidisetal. 2003),butm ild (� 2 tim esstrongeralong the rotation axisover
the equator)asym m etries would easily explain thism ixing (Fig. 13: Hungerford,Fryer,
& W arren 2003,Fryer2004b). Because ofthese asym m etries,the nickelisalso ejected
preferentially along the asym m etry axis(Fig. 14)and thisasym m etric distribution leads
to a gam m a-ray line pro�le that,in principal,can determ ine the angle and levelofthe
asym m etry (with som euncertainty dueto thedegeneracy ofthese two e�ects:Hungerford
etal. 2003). Supernova 1987A wastoo distantto easily m ake these distinctions,buta
Galacticsupernova with m odern telescopeswould providestrong constraints.

Asym m etriesalsoe�ectthenucleosyntheticyields,opticallinepro�les,and polarization
ofsupernovae.Varyingtheshock velocity changestheyieldsfrom explosivenuclearburning.
Nagatakietal. (1998)found thatm ild asym m etries(on the sam e levelasthose required
to explain the gam m a-ray lines)were required to best�tthe nucleosynthetic yieldsofSN
1987A.Interpretationsofthe polarization signalhave argued thatm ostsupernovae m ust
be jet-like with explosions100 tim esstrongeralong the rotation axisoverthe equatorial
plane(Akiyam a etal.2003).However,thisinterpretation requiresseverallayersofdetailed
radiation transportcalculations. Thisresultisin contrastto m ore directm easurem ents
from both radio studies ofsupernovae (Berger et al. 2003)and speci�c studies ofSN
1987A (e.g.them ixing and nucleosynthetic yield resultsdescribed above)which arguefor
m ild asym m etries. Itislikely thatthe interpretation ofthe polarization m easurem entis
overestim ating theasym m etry and such largeasym m etriesareprobably lim ited to a sm all
fraction ofallsupernovae.Butthisdescrepancy highlightsthe lim itationsofsuch indirect
m easurem entsofasym m etries.

W hatindirectobservationsfrom currentsupernovae can tellusatthispointisthat
asym m etries exist. The situation willchange with a Galactic supernova. A Galactic
supernova willprovideenough gam m a-ray photons(which havefew transportuncertainties)
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to constrain notonly thelevelofasym m etry,buttheaxisofasym m etry.Such inform ation
can beused to help usunderstand theGW signaland use gravitationalwavesto constrain
them assm otions.

4.3. C om pact R em nants

Asym m etricm assm otionsalso a�ectthevelocity and spin oftheneutron starrem nant
produced in the supernova explosion.Spinning,m agnetized neutron starsare observed as
pulsars. Forthe fastestspinning collapse progenitors(the onesthatproduce sizable GW
signals),theangularm om entum isso high in thecorethat,ifno angularm om entum were
lostin the supernova explosion,the resultantcore would be spinning atsub-m illisecond
periods. During the collapse and subsequent supernova explosion ofthe core,the high
angular m om entum in the core is ejected,but the newly-born neutron star willhave
periods in the 1-3m s range,with totalrotationalenergies in excess of1051ergs(Fryer
& W arren 2004). Ifsuch a pulsarhad m oderate to high (above 1011G)m agnetic �elds,
itsem ission would easily be observable in the Galaxy (even ifnotdirected toward us!).
Indeed,thepulsarem ission m ay alterthesupernova explosion energy (seeFryer& W arren
2004).A detailed,strong GW signal(orthelack ofa signal)could giveconstraintson this
em ission.Sim ilarly,pulsarobservationscan help interprettheGW signal.Sincethepulsar
spin dependsprim arily on the rotation ofthe core,itism ostsensitive to thissource of
gravitationalwaves. A num beroflim itationsm ay confuse such results: e.g. the neutron
starcould lose angularm om entum due to GW driven m odesafterthe explosion,som e
collapsing starsproducefast-spinning neutron starsbutonly weak GW signals.

The evidence that neutron stars receive a sizable \kick" (� 500km s�1 ) at birth
continues to grow (see Lai,Cherno�,& Cordes(2001);Brisken etal. (2003)forrecent
reviews).Thesekicksareeitherproduced by ejectaasym m etries(e.g.Herant1995;Burrows
& Hayes1996;Scheck etal.2003)orneutrinoasym m etries(Lai& Arras1999;Fryer2004a).
Itislikely thatthe velocity ofthe neutron starrem nantofa Galactic supernova willbe
m easured.The velocity oftheneutron stardoesnotdepend so m uch on the rotation,but
m ay depend on thelevelofasym m etry in thecollapse(Burrows& Hayes1996;Fryer2004a)
orthe m ergerofconvective m odes(Herant1995;Scheck etal. 2003). Because these two
GW m echanism shave such distinctsignatures,GW observationsofa Galactic supernova
(com bined with a neutron starvelocity m easurem ent)willbe able to determ ine which,if
either,ofthesem echanism sproduceneutron starkicks.
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5. C onclusions

A num berofasym m etriesin thestellarcollapsecan produceagravitationalwavesignal
in a Galactic supernova thatshould bedetectable by advanced LIGO.These asym m etries
arecaused by rotation in the star,asym m etriesinduced by explosive nuclearburning just
priorto collapse,orlow m ode convection in the supernova engine. Each hasa distinctive
gravitationalwave signalwhich can be used to study the m assm otionsin the supernova
engine.

But the realpower ofGW s arises when com bined and corroborated with other
observations.Thecorrelation between GW and theseobservationsissum m arized in Tables
2 and 3.Fastrotating progenitorscan producea strong signalatbounce,m ild asym m etries
in the ejecta and fast-spinning neutron starrem nants. The tim ing ofthe GW signalis
within 5m s(m aybe even closer)ofthe neutrino signaland such an eventcould be used
to constrain the neutrino m ass. Asym m etries in the collapsing starcaused by explosive
burning can produce strong signalsatlate tim esthrough asym m etric neutrino em ission
and m ild velocities on the neutron star,but the explosion is roughly sym m etric. Low
m ode convection willproduce a gravitationalwave signalduring the convective engine
phase,asym m etric explosionsand possibly strong neutron starkicks. The GW signalwill
help determ ine the m echanism behind the SN and ourunderstanding ofthese additional
phenom ena.

Supernovae are notthe only explosions produced by stellar collapse. The favored
m echanism for long-duration gam m a-ray bursts,the collapsar m odel(W oosley 1993;
M acFadyen & W oosley 1999),invokesthecollapseofa m assivestar.Collapsarsarem assive
starsthatdo notproduce strong supernova explosions,butinstead collapse to form black
holes.Ifthe starisrotating fastenough,the high angularm om entum stellarm aterialwill
form an accretion disk around the black hole. Energy liberated from the disk drives a
strong explosion (even strongerthan supernovae)in a jetalong therotation axis.

Because rotation isrequired to produce a collapsarexplosion,thecollapsing starswill
necessarily befastrotators.Thusthey willhavea strong bounceGW signal.However,this
signalisunlikely to be m uch strongerthan ourfastrotating collapse m odels(too m uch
rotation willalso preventthecollapsarenginefrom working -M acFadyen & W oosley 1999).
Itislikely thatcollapsars arise from extrem ely m assive stars(Hegeretal. 2003),but,
because the coresofm assive starsareessentially allthe sam e,thisdoesnotaltertheGW
signalsigni�cantly from ourextrem erotating case(Dupuis,Fryer,& Heger2004).

The bounce ofcollapsardriven gam m a-ray burstswillonly be detectable when they
occurin the galaxy. The accretion onto the black hole willcause ringing,butthissignal
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too willonly bedetectable in a Galacticgam m a-ray burst.Finally,forthelow-m assdisks
produced in collapsars(Popham ,Fryer,& W oosley 1998;M acFadyen & W oosley 1999),no
disk instabilitieswillform and the accretion phase ofcollapsarsare unlikely to produce
strong GW signals. The narrowly collim ated,low-baryon jetproduced in collapsarswill
produce a signalakin to neutrino driven signals. However,fora bipolarjet,there willbe
no signalalong thejetaxis.Perpendicularto thejetaxis,thesignal(using equation 8)can
beashigh as5� 10�24 fora 1051erg jet,on parwith thesignalfrom thedisk,butstillonly
detectablewithin theGalaxy and only ifthejetisnotdirected toward us(so notassociated
with GRBs,butm aybe with hypernovae). W hatthisallboilsdown to isthatcollapsar
driven gam m a-ray bursts,likesupernovae,willnotbedetectablebeyond theGalaxy.Given
theirlow rate (� 10�5 year�1 in the Galaxy),collapsarswillnotbe a strong GW source.
However,othergam m a-ray burstm odelswillproducestrong GW signals(e.g.neutron star
m ergers)and GW scan easily distinguish thesetwo burstengines.

Itisa pleasureto thank L.S.Finn whosequestionssetup thedirection ofthispaper.
Thiswork underthe auspicesofthe University ofArizona and the U.S.Dept. ofEnergy,
and supported by itscontractW -7405-ENG-36 to LosAlam osNationalLaboratory aswell
asDOE SciDAC grantnum berDE-FC02-01ER41176,NSF grantPHY-0244424 and NSF
GrantPHY-0114422 to the CfCP.The sim ulationsused in thiswork were run on LANL’s
ASCIQ m achineand theSpaceSim ulator.
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Table1. CollapseM odels

M odel Reference InitialRot. Initial Num berof
Nam e Nam e (rads�1 ) Asym m etry Particles

Rot1 SN15A-hra 4 sym m etric 5� 106

Rot2 SN15Ba 10 sym m etric 5� 105

Rot3 SN15Ca 0.25 sym m etric 106

Rot4 SN15B-nra 0 sym m etric 106

Rot5 SN15A-nra 0 sym m etric 106

Sph1 M odelCb 0 sym m etric 3� 106

Sph2 M odelBb 0 sym m etric 106

Sph3 M odelA b 0 sym m etric 3� 105

Asym 1 ShellOnlyc 0 40% in O,Sid 106

Asym 2 W ith Oscillationsc 0 25% in Fe,O,Sid 106

Asym 3 ShellOnlye 0 30% in O,Sid 106

Asym 4 ShellOnlye 0 30% in O,Sid;f 106

aFryer& W arren (2004)

bFryer& W arren (2002)

cFryer(2004a)

dThisrefersto thedensity decreasein a 30� conealong thepositivezaxiseitherin just
theO,Silayers(ShellOnly)ortheentirestar(W ith Oscillations).

eSim ulations�rstpresented here,butusing thesam econditionsasin Fryer(2004a).

fBackreaction from m om entum carried away by neutrinosnotincluded.
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Table2. CollapseResults

M odel Peak GW Signal f(Hz) Pulsar NS Velocity Asym m etry
Nam e (10�21 at10kpc) atPeaka Period km s�1 vpole/veq

Rot1 2.3 �1000 > 0:66m s < 30 � 2
Rot2 1.9 �1000 > 0:35m s < 30 � 1:5
Rot3 0.5 �1000 > 17m s < 30 < 1:1
Rot4 0.4 �100 > 1s < 30 < 1:1
Rot5 0.5 �200 > 1s < 30 < 1:1
Sph1 0.1 �200 > 1s < 30 < 1:1
Sph2 0.1 �100 > 1s < 30 < 1:1
Sph3 0.1 �100 > 1s < 30 < 1:1
Asym 1 0.9 �1000b > 1s � 200 � 1:2
Asym 2 0.4 �1000b > 1s < 100 � 1:2
Asym 3 0.2 �1000b > 1s < 30 < 1:1
Asym 4 0.3 �1000b > 1s < 30 < 1:1

aBecause m ost ofthe signals are dom inated by a single burst,this frequency is just
t
�1

burst
wheretburst istheburstduration.

bThisisthe frequency ofthe baryonic m assm otions.Neutrino asym m etriesdom inate
thesignalbelow thisfrequency,peaking below 10 Hz.
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Table3. GW sourcesin Core-Collapse

Initial GravitationalW aves Correlation
Asym m etry Source Peak GW Signala T� � TG W Expl.Asym . m sPulsar NS Kick

None Convectionb 10�22 50-500m s Y? N Y?
Rotation Bounceb 2:5� 10�22 0m s Y Y N
Densityc Neutrinos > 4� 10�22 50m s-1s N N Y?

aat10kpc

bBaryonicm assm otionsdrivesignal.

cDensity Perturbation caused by explosive shellburning priorto collapse.
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Fig.1.| Theangleaveraged waveam plitudes(< h2+ > 1=2:solid line,< h2x >
1=2:dotted line)

forthem assm otionsfrom 4 rotating supernova m odels.Rot2 isthefastestrotating m odel.
Rot3iswhatwould bepredicted foram agnetically braked core.Rot4showsthesignalfrom
thesam estarasRot2,butwheretherotation wassettozero justbeforecollapse.SeeTable
1 for m ore details. Note that the gravitationalwave signalis a factor of5 higher in the
rapidly versus slowly rotating m odels. A fast-rotating supernova in the Galaxy should be
detectableby advanced LIGO.
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Fig. 2.| The angle averaged wave am plitudes (< h2+ > 1=2: solid line,< h2x > 1=2: dotted
line)forthem assm otionsfrom 4 non-rotating supernova m odels.Sph1-Sph3 are3 di�erent
m odelswith 3levelsofresolution (0.3,1.0,3.0m illion particles).In thesesim ulations,gravity
wasassum ed to be spherically sym m etric. Rot5 isa rotating progenitor(corresponding to
Rot1:see Fig. 1)where the velocity angularwassetto zero justbefore collapse,butwith
thecollapsefollowed underfullgravity.Thedi�erencein signalsarisesboth from fullversus
spherically sym m etricgravity and from thedi�erentprogenitors.
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Fig.3.| Theangleaveraged waveam plitudes(< h2+ > 1=2:solid line,< h2x >
1=2:dotted line)

forthem assm otionsfrom 4 supernovaewith globalperturbationspriorto collapse.Asym 1
correspondsto a 25% globalperturbation throughoutthe entire core (assum ing oscillatory
m odesin theneutron star).Asym 2 correspondstoa40% globalperturbation in theburning
shellsonly. Asym 3 and Asym 4 correspond to 30% pertubationsin the burning shells,sith
and withoutm om entum being carried away by neutrinos.
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Fig. 4.| The angle averaged wave am plitudes (< h2+ > 1=2: solid line,< h2x > 1=2: dotted
line) for the m ass m otions from 3 representative m odels of rotating, non-rotating, and
asym m etriccollapse.Thefast-rotatorproducesthestrongestsignalwhich occursatbounce.
Theasym m etriccollapsesim ulation producesareasonably strongsignal,butnotnecessarily
atbounce,and theweak signalfrom thenon-rotating casealso doesnotpeak atbounce.
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Fig. 6.| M axim um gravitationalwave signalfrom convection as a function ofthe radial
extent ofthe convective region. As the convective region expands,the m axim um signal
decreases. Note thatthisestim ate isan upperlim it,and calculationspredict signalsthat
are1{2 ordersofm agnitudeweakerthan thisvalue.
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Fig.7.| Gravitationalwavesignalforthesim ulation with a25% coreoscillation pertubation
asa function oftim e and observerlocation.The signalsobserved o� the perturbation axis
arenearly allidenticaland arebracketed by thepositiveand negativez axisobservations.
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Fig.8.| Gravitationalwavesignalforthesim ulation with a 40% burning shellpertubation
as a function oftim e and observer location. As with Fig. 7,the signals observed o� the
perturbation axisarenearly bracketed by thepositiveand negativezaxisobservations.
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Fig. 9.| Spectralenergy distribution (calculated by taking the Fourier transform ofthe
data from �g. 7) ofthe GW radiation from the neutrino asym m etries for m odelAsym 1
(25% perturbations throughout the star). The advanced LIGO noise curve is plotted for
com parison (Gustafson etal. 1999). The neutrino signalform ore reasonable asym m etries
islikely to bean orderofm agnitudelower.
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Fig. 10.| Electron neutrino lum inosity and energy as a function oftim e since bounce.
The lum inosities (and energies to the 30% level) are allvery sim ilar. Based upon these
sim ulations,itwould be di�cultto distinguish the m assm otionsfrom observationsofjust
thetheelectron neutrinos.
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Fig.11.| Anti-electron neutrino lum inosity and energy asa function oftim esincebounce.
Thedi�erencesin thelum inositiesand energiesaregreaterfortheseneutrinosthan thoseof
the electron neutrinos(Fig. 10),butthe uncertainties(due to the lower
uxes)are higher
forthese m odels. Neutrino observations m ay be able to constrain the m ass m otions with
m oredetailed 3-dim ensionalneutrino estim ates.
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Fig.12.| �;� neutrino lum inosity and energy asa function oftim esince bounce.Aswith
the anti-electron neutrinos,the di�erences in the lum inosities and energies are greaterfor
these neutrinos than those ofthe electron neutrinos (Fig. 10),but the uncertainties (due
to the lower 
uxes) are higher for these m odels. Anti-electron neutrino observations are
easier to observe, and their observations willprobably place stronger constraints on the
m assm otionsand equation ofstate.etailed 3-dim ensionalneutrino estim ates.
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Fig. 13.| Am ount ofm ixing ofthe inner 0.1M � (left) and the inner 0.5M � (right) of
supernova ejecta fora sym m etric explosion with decay energy added in (solid line),a polar
explosion with a jet2 tim esstrongeralong thepolesthan along theequator(dotted lines),
and an equatorialexplosion with the explosion 4 tim esstrongerin the equatorthan along
thepoles(dashed line).SeeHungerford etal.(2003)fordetails.
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Fig. 14.| Two contoursofthe nickeldistribution foran asym m etric explosion. The inner


