Astronomy & Astrophysicenanuscript no. ASTRO PH March 20, 2022
(DOI: will be inserted by hand later)

Search for low energy v in correlation with the 8
events observed by the EXPLORER and
NAUTILUS detectors in 2001

M.Agliettal, P.Antoniol?, G.Bar?, C.Castagnoli W.Fulgioné, P.Galeott,
M.Garbin?, P.L.Ghid, P.Giustf, F.Gomez, E.Kemp, A.S.Malguirf, H.Menghett,
A.Portd, A.Pesd, I.A.Pless, V.G.Ryasn§, O.G.Ryazhskaya O.Saavedrg
G.Sartorellf, M.Selv?, D.Telloni, C.Vigorito!, L.Votand, V.F.Yakushef,
G.T.Zatsepify, A.Zichichi?

1 IFSI-CNR,Torino, University of Torino and INFN-Torino aly

University of Bologna and INFN-Bologna, Italy

3 University of Campinas, Campinas, Brazil

Institute for Nuclear Research, Russian Academy of Scierdescow, Russia
5 Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Cambridge, USA

6 INFN-LNF, Frascati, Italy

Received xx-yy-zz, Accepted xx-yy-zz

arXiv:astro-ph/0403207v1 9 Mar 2004

Abstract. We report on a search for low-energy neutrino (antineujtinwsts in correlation
with the 8 time coincident events observed by the gravitatio/aves detectors EXPLORER

and NAUTILUS (GWD) during the year 2001.

The search, conducted with the LVD detector (INFN Gran Sakstanal Laboratory,
Italy), has considered several neutrino reactions, cporagding to dfferent neutrino species,
and a wide range of time intervals around the (GWD) observemts. No evidence for

statistically significant correlated signals in LVD has tvéeund.

Assuming two diferent origins for neutrino emission, the cooling of a neustar from
a core-collapse supernova or from coalescing neutron atatghe accretion of shocked
matter, and taking into account neutrino oscillations, wew limits to the total energy

emitted in neutrinos and to the amount of accreting maspentisely.
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1. Introduction

The analysis of the data collected in coincidence by the igtéanal wave bar detectors
EXPLORER and NAUTILUS during the year 2001 (Astone et al.020shows an excess (8
events against 2.6 expected from the background) when thdetectors are favorably oriented
with respect to the Galactic Disc. Moreover, this result esrfrom the present day most sensi-
tive experiments for the detection of gravitational wavesbsiand a search for neutrino bursts in
correlation with the 8 GWD events is, therefore, appropriat

A few astrophysical transient sources are indeed expeot@doduce associated bursts of
neutrinos and gravitational waves. It is well known that hafsthe energy (99%) released in
the gravitational core collapse of a massive star is caavedly by neutrino originated both from
the matter accretion in the shock and from the cooling of tieégpneutron star (see for example
Burrows et al., 1992). Depending on the collapse dynamigagsfraction of the total energy is
emitted in GW ( Thorne 1988, Muller 1997 ), asymmetric supgae in our Galaxy being the
best candidate sources for GW bar detectors. Two coaleseimgon stars would also constitute
a source for both neutrinos and gravitational waves. Frapthint of view of GW emission, it
is likely that the merging event would produce powerful gtaional wave bursts, and, even if
the physics of the merger is not known, there are estima#sftr binary systems of large mass,
coalescence waves are likely to be stronger than the inggies. Some amount of the kinetic
energy is converted in thermal energy so that the hot remmantd probably emits thermal
neutrinos.
The search for a neutrino burst associated to the eventstedtiey the GWD EXPLORER and
NAUTILUS in 2001 has been performed with the LVD apparatysrating in the INFN Gran
Sasso National Laboratory (ltaly) since 1992 with the mairmppse of searching for neutrinos
from gravitational stellar collapses within the whole Gala

The paper is planned as follows: in Sect.2 we briefly desdtieelLVD detector, and we
explain the selection of the data. In Sect.3 we present thdtseof the analysis: a time inter-
val spanning from 12 preceding each of the 8 events up to 12 hours later, has baanest,
searching for any excess over the statistical fluctuatidghe@background. Further, a search for a
v signal coincident in time with every event has been perfarriée conclude in Sect.4, where
we discuss the results of the search, taking into accewostillations, and considering the two
processes for emission, i.e., cooling and accretion. Since we do not find reutrino burst
candidate associated with the 8 GWD mentioned events, ifotlesving assumed scenarios we

derive upper limits:

— on the neutrino flux, without reference to any particularrseu

— on the total amount of energy emitted in neutrinos, in thdingaase,
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— on the accreting mass, in the accretion case.

2. The LVD Experiment and the Data Selection

The Large Volume Detector (LVD) in the INFN Gran Sasso Nadidraboratory, Italy, consists
of an array of 840 scintillator counters, 1.5 each, interleaved by streamer tubes, arranged in a
compact and modular geometry (see Aglietta et al., 19923 figtailed description). The active
scintillator mass isM = 1000 t. The experiment has been taking data, und&rdnt larger
configurations, since 1992, and reached its final one dug 2

There are two subsets of counters: the external ones (43#iated at energy threshdig =~ 7
MeV, and inner ones (57%), better shielded from rock radieié¢ and operated ab, ~ 4
MeV. To tag the delayeg pulse due tar-capture, all counters are equipped with an additional
discrimination channel, set at a lower threshéldy 1 MeV.

The main purpose of the telescope is the detection of nestfinm gravitational stellar collapses
in the Galaxy. In the following we will focus on reactions with free protons artdC nuclei,

constituting the bulk of the expected signal and having &t bignature in the detector, namely:

— (1) inverses-decay:vep, €'n, observed through a prompt signal frahabove thresholé&y,
(detectable energ§y ~ E;, — 1.8 MeV +2mec?), followed by the signal from thep, dy
capture E, = 2.2 MeV), aboveS, and with a mean delagt ~ 180us.

— (2) v andv; neutral current interactions witC: §. 12¢ §), 12 (i = e u, 7), whose signature
is the monochromatic photon from carbon de-excitatien£ 15.1 MeV), aboveS,.

— (3) ve charged current interactions withC: v¢ 12C,12N e, observed through two signals:
the prompt one due to tres aboveSy (detectable enerdyy ~ E,, - 17.3 MeV) followed by
the signal, abovéy, from theg* decay of'N (mean life timer = 15.9 ms).

— (3”) ve charged current interactions withC: ve 12C,1?B e*, observed through two signals:
the prompt one due to thes (detectable energiy ~ E;, — 14.4 MeV + 2mcc?) followed by
the signal from thes~ decay of'8 (mean life timer = 29.4 ms). As for reactior{3’), the

second signal is detected above the thresBgld

After being subjected to a preliminary process to reject ns,ithe raw data are grouped in three

different classes, with specific signatures to tag tifemint described reactions:

1. IBD class (inverse beta decay): pulses wijh > &, followed by a delayedAt < 1ms)
low energy Eq > &) pulse in the same counter. Thefieiency in tagging the n-capture is
€ = 60% for the core counters,= 50% for the whole detector;

2. NC class (neutral current): pulses with 11 M&VEy < 17.5 MeV, the dficiency in tagging
they from 12C de-excitation being = 55%

3. CC class (charged current): two pulses whih > &, MeV, within At < 150ms, in the
same counter. Thefliciency in tagging thé?N and'?B decay are = 85% ande = 70%,

respectively.
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3. The Analysis

The LVD detector is sensitive to neutrino bursts from coapese supernovae within the whole
Galaxy (Aglietta et al., 1992). The scintillator countirgge is continuously monitored: all the
events are examined on-line on the basis of their time sagudteutrino burst candidates are
identified as clusters of scintillator counter pulses withiraitation frequency less than a prede-
fined threshold (Fulgione, Mengotti and Panaro, 1996). myutihe year 2001, no neutrino burst
candidate has been evidenced, thus allowing to concludeehasignal from gravitational stel-
lar collapse in the Galaxy has been detected (Aglietta £2@03).

However, the absence of candidates in the LVD detector tal@re does not preclude the pos-
sibility of positive gfects, when combining it with another detector, since thet jmieasurement
allows to increase the sensitivity. The analysis in cotigfawith the 8 candidate events has then

been conducted, in four steps described in the following.

3.1. Step 1. Check of the detector stability.

First of all, the LVD detector performance at the occurreoicéhe 8 GW events (see the list in
Astone et al., 2002) has been checked by studying the batahtite counting rate in a 24 hours

interval around the time of each of them.
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Fig. 1. Distributions of the deviations af;s (see text), with respect t;s), for events of IBD

class (top) and NC class (middle), amd distribution, for CC class (bottom). The superimposed
dotted lines are the fits to zero mean and unit-width gausgi8D and NC) and poissonian
(CO).

For each event, the 24 hr average of the number of counts &Bamjinutes{n;s), is evalu-
ated: including all the 8 events, we show in figllke 1 the distions of the deviations af;5, with
respect tan;s), for events of IBD class (top) and NC class (middle); for C&ssl (bottom), due
to the smalk n;5 >, we directly show th@ys distribution. They have been fitted with zero mean
and unit-width gaussians (IBD and NC) and poissonian (Qy are shown superimposed in
the same figures, together with the resulting reducedalues. The LVD counting rate, for all
the 8 events and all the data classes, is then well understéeans of poissonian statistics: this

sets a firm base for the following steps.

3.2. Step 2. Search in a sliding window.

The search for a possibleburst has been conducted in a 24 hours inteéfvatound the occur-
rence of each of the 8 events. The 8 intervals have been stamueigh a “sliding window” of
variable duration: more in detail, they have been divideo My = 2- % — 1 intervals of diferent
durationét, each one starting at the middle of the previous one. Theipfidity distributions of

clusters (i.e., the number of events within eathhave then been studied for the three classes



6 LVD Collaboration: LVD and GW antennas

of data and fost = 1,5,10,20,50,100 s, and have been compared with the expectations from

poissonian fluctuations of the background.
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Fig. 2. Distributions of cluster multiplicities, for IBD class ewes (top), NC class (medium), CC

class (bottom), together with expectations from poissofiiectuations, in the case of GW event
n.5.

We show as an example the case of GW event n.5: the distritsutibcluster multiplicity,
for events of IBD class (top), NC class (middle) and CC clasdtém), in the case of the 6 dif-
ferentst, can be seen in fiff 2, together with the expectations frorsspaiian fluctuations of the
background, the relative reducgtivalues ranging from 0.1 to 1.2. The agreement between data
and expectations holds also in the case of the other sevatseVéis, together with the check of
the poissonian probabilities associated to each measuniblicity, in each class and for each
event, allows to state that there is no evidence for any tikn’ signal in correspondence of

any of the considered events.

3.3. Step 3. Search in a fixed window.

The search for & signal in coincidence with every GW event has been furthedooted us-
ing a “fixed window” centered at the time of each of them. Intjcatar, for each data class,

we compare the number of pulsdg,f, recorded during time windows offiérent duratiorst,
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centered on each event time, with the average number ofpelgected from backgroundyy.
The value of\y is evaluated by using the rate in the 24 hours around each, exeuding the
contribution of the central portion of time to avoid the camination due to a possible signal.
Results corresponding & = 1,5, 10, 20,50, 100s, for each of the 8 events, are summarized in
table1[2 for IBD and NC classes, respectively. The tabktire to CC class is not shown since
in all the casedy = 0, andNy < 3- 102

Table 1.1BD class: number of events detected in coincidence witl8tB&V events, for dferent
durations of the time windows{), compared with the expectations from the background. The

effective LVD massM, at the time of each event is also shown.

Ev. n. ot=1s o6t=5s 6t=10s o6t=20s 6t=50s o6t=100s
(M)

1 Ng 0 1 1 1 4 6
(740t) Npk 5-1072 0.2 0.5 1.0 2.4 4.8
2 Ng 0 0 0 1 4 7
(740t) Nok 5-1072 0.2 0.5 1.0 2.5 4.9
3 Ng 0 1 1 1 2 6
(728t) Npk 4-1072 0.2 0.4 0.9 2.1 4.3
4 Ng 0 0 0 0 1 2
(726t1) Nok 5-1072 0.2 0.5 0.9 2.3 4.6
5 Ng 0 0 1 3 4 11
(666t) Npk 3-1072 0.2 0.3 0.7 1.7 3.4
6 Ng 0 0 0 0 1 2
(786t) Npk 4-1072 0.2 0.4 0.9 2.2 4.4
7 Ng 0 1 1 2 2 2
(364t) Npk 2-10°2 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.8 1.6
8 Ng 0 0 0 0 0 0
(364t) Npk 2-1072 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.8 1.6

_ Ef Ng 0 3 4 8 18 36
M=639t || Npk 0.3 1.5 3.0 5.9 14.9 29.7




8 LVD Collaboration: LVD and GW antennas
Table 2.NC class: number of events detected in coincidence with B#\8events, for dferent
durations of the time windows{), compared with the expectations from the background. The

effective LVD massM, at the time of each event is also shown.

Ev. n. ot=1s o6t=5s 6t=10s o6t=20s 6t=50s o6t=100s
(M)

1 Ng 0 0 0 0 1 3
(740t) Nk 1-102 6-102 0.1 0.2 0.6 1.2
2 Ng 0 0 0 0 0 1
(740t) Nk 1-102 5.1072 0.1 0.2 0.5 1.0
3 Ng 0 0 0 0 0 2
(728t) Nk 1-102 5.1072 0.1 0.2 0.5 1.0
4 Ng 0 0 0 0 0 1
(726t1) Nk 1-102 6-102 0.1 0.2 0.6 1.1
5 Ng 0 0 0 0 1 2
(666t) Nk 1-102 5.102 0.1 0.2 0.5 0.9
6 Ng 0 1 1 1 2 2
(786t) Nk 1-102 5.1072 0.1 0.2 0.5 1.0
7 Ng 0 0 0 0 0 0
(364t) Nok 4-102% 2.102 4-10°2 0.1 0.2 0.4
8 Ng 0 0 0 1 1 1
(364t) Nk 4-10% 2.102 4.102 0.1 0.2 0.4
_ Ef Ng 0 1 1 2 5 12
M=639t || Npk 0.07 0.35 0.7 1.4 3.5 7.0

The diferences betwedxdy andNgk are within the statistical fluctuations, for all data classe
and for all the events. The most significaffiieet is observed in correspondence of GW event
n.5: 11 pulses detected against 3.4 expected, when usingl/H data andt = 100 s. Taking
into account the number of trials (83 x 6), the associated chance probabilityPis= 0.03. In
order to check the consistency of such #e& with a physical one, we complete the coincidence

analysis with the study of the time distribution of both higid low energy signals.

3.4. Step 4. Time distribution of pulses.

We have studied the time distribution of LVD pulses arourche@W event. FigurEl 3 shows such
a distribution for each of the 8 events (and for their sumy) |BD data (full line) and NC data
(dash-dotted line) t(= O corresponds to the time of the GW event): as for all the atlasses,

no particular time structure is present.
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Fig. 3. Time distribution (bir-5s) of the detected pulses (full line for IBD class data anghda
dotted line for NC class data) around the corresponding Géviteime € = 0); the bottom panel

shows the distribution for the 8 events taken together.

Finally, for IBD class data, we have also checked the timgidigion of secondary pulses
(i.e., those possibly due to neutron capture) with respettie¢ prompt ones. The measured dis-
tribution is uniform and compatible with the one expectethimcase of pure background, where
delayed and prompt signals are uncorrelated and the disotbof the diferences in time is
flat (On the contrary, if the pulses were duevtointeractions with protons, the distribution of
time delays should show an exponential behavior, with18Qus, corresponding to the average

capture time of neutrons in the LVD counters).

4. Calculation of Upper limits

4.1. Upper limits on neutrino fluence

No evidence for any statistically relevant signal in LVDtlire three considered reaction channels
(corresponding to dlierent neutrino species) and over a wide range of time dustitas been
found in correspondence of any of the 8 excess events detectmincidence by NAUTILUS
and EXPLORER.

In the absence of any signal, we calculate 90% C.L. neutrino fluence upper limitthe de-
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tector without assuming particular energy spectra, i mono-energetic neutrinos afffdirent
energies:

Nago
M-N;-o(E,) - «E,) 1)

where:Ngg is the 90% c.l. upper limit on the number of LVD signals per G\V¢r&, obtained

CD(E,,) =

following Montanet et al. 1994 in the case of Poisson praegssth background. The considered
background value represents the total number of expectddjbaund events for all the 8 GWD
events; the signal value, as well, is the total number ofaleteevents for all the 8 GWD events.
M is the detector active mass in ton (summed over the 8 evéiits)the number of targets per
ton (either protons ot°C nuclei); ¢ is the detection ficiency;o(E,) is the appropriate cross

section. Results are shown in tafle 3 foe= 20sand 106.

Table 3. Fluence upper limits (90% C.L.) for neutrinos offérent energies, obtained from IBD

and NC classes of events.

E, ot=20s ot =100s

®;, [cm™?] @, [cm?] || @, [em?] @, [cm?]
10 MeV 4.64-10° — 9.85-10° —

15 MeV 1.94-10° — 413-10° —

20 MeV 1.08-10° 1.29-10 | 2.30-10° 3.32.-104
30 MeV 497-10° 151.-10% || 1.05-10° 3.90-101
40 MeV 294.-10° 6.06-10° 6.25-10° 1.56-1010
50 MeV 2.00-10¢ 354.-10° 425-10° 9.10-10°
60 MeV 148-100 250-10° 315-10¢ 6.44-10°
70 MeV 1.16-10° 2.01-1¢° 247-108 5.18.10°
80 MeV 952.10" 1.74-10° 2.02-10°F 4.48-10°
90 MeV 7.85-10° 1.60-10° 1.67-10° 4.12.10°
100 MeV || 6.89-10° 1.53.10° 146-10¢ 3.93.-10°

This model independent fluence can be used to test a specifielnjcharacterized by

®we«(E,) ) by performing the convolution:

100MeV
1omev Drest(Ey)

and if the quantity x is less (greater) than 1.0, the modedlipte more (fewer) events than the

event limitNgg, and is therefore excluded (not excluded) at the 90% condilkavel.

4.2. A model dependent interpretation

We can discuss the result of the search within two possibipldied scenarios for neutrino
production, namely (i) thermal emission (which we will catboling”) and (ii) non thermal

emission (which we will address as “accretion”).
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We assume that the 8 events are due to a unique kind of soudcthanthe distance to the
hypothetical sources b= 10 kpc, since the 8 GWD events are consistent with a galadjgo
Concerning neutrino oscillations (Dighe and Smirnov, 20@kahashy et al., 2001; Aglietta et
al., 2003), due to the unknownoscillation parameters, i.gl)es|?> and the mass hierarchy, we
consider four dierent cases:

1 - normal mass hierarchy with adiabatic transition at thyh lensity (H) resonanc®&laq);

2 - normal mass hierarchy with non-adiabatic transitiomatt resonanceNHon-aq);

3 - inverted mass hierarchy with adiabatic transition atHhesonancel Hyg);

4 - inverted mass hierarchy with non-adiabatic transitiothhe H resonancd Hyon_ag)-

More details on the féect of neutrino oscillations in the supernova neutrino aigm LVD can

be found in (LVD coll., 2004).

We refer to Appendix A for details on the calculation of therher of events in each detec-

tion channel.

4.2.1. Cooling

In the simplified “cooling” process we are considering (feample in the case of a newly formed
neutron star), neutrinos of every flavor are emitted by ed@epositron annihilationeg e*, vij,

i = e u, 7)with thermal spectra, that is, we are assuming zero pirchife assume exact equipar-
tition of the total emitted energlgg among all neutrino flavord,, = f,, Eg with f,, = 1/6) and

a hierarchy of the mean temperatures of thedént flavorsT,, > T;, = T,, (X = u, 7). The
characteristics of this emission process and the numeritaks used are summarized in {db. 4

and in the Appendices.

Table 4. Characteristics of the considered processasavhission and numerical values used in

the limits calculation.

Process “cooling” “accretion”
Emitted flavors Vivi Ve, Ve
Energy spectrum thermal non thermal
T 1+10MeV 1+10MeV
k=T,/Ts 13+15 -
f,, = f5, 1/6 1/2

f, 1/6 0

X
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Fig. 4. 90% c.l. limits to the total energy emitted in neutrinos, lire ttooling process, during
20 s, assuming pure Fermi-Dirac spectrum. The dashed Ipresents théH,q case, while the
other three cases are represented by the solid curve. Theolitained through NC events is

represented by the dash-dotted line.

The limits obtained using IBD events - which are the moshgent (see the appendices for
the calculation) - in terms of total emitted eneffgy, are shown in figlJ4 as a function @f,, in
the case of exact energy equipartition among all flavors) Wjf = 1.5T;, andst = 20s. ! The
dashed line represents thid,y case, while the other three cases are not distinguishatdeg@m
them and are represented by the solid curve. For the sakemgfleteness, we shown in the same
figure the limit obtained through NC events (dash-dotteg))limhich is independent onflavor.

As an example for the case of cooling, we show in the same fitperéotal energy expected to
be emitted in two of the most probable sources: a new-bortrowestar (Keil, R&elt and Janka,
2002, and references therein) empty box, and collidingroawgtars, full box (Rffert and Janka,

1998).

4.2.2. Accretion

During matter accretion in a neutron-rich ambient, angginecess appear to generatemission
(see e.g. T.J.Loredo and D.Q.Lamb, 20@2)pairs, created in the accreting matter, are captured

by protons and neutrons and the resultirftpuxes have the following characteristics: (i) ony

1 Using the valuesf,, = 1/5 andT,, = 1.3Ty,, the limits weakens of a facter 2.
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andve are emitted,; (i) the thermal energy spectrum is multipfieda E2 term accounting for
the capture cross section energy dependence. The chasticsaf this emission process and the
numerical values are shown in t&b. 4. The obtained limits {se appendices for the calculation)
in terms of accretion mass multiplied by the neutron frattibaccreting matteiy,, are shown in
Figure[®, as a function df;,. The solid line represents the limits obtained using IBRiattions

in the case oNH and|Hpon_ag. Since forl Hyg only a minimum part|Uesf?) of the originalve
flux will interact asve, we do not use the IBD events. It still remains valid the onginied with

NC events, represented by the dash-dotted line.

o o
b a

M, Y, [Solar Masse}
o
N

e = =~
o
w

[
© © -~ o

=
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T
o o
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o o
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=
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Fig.5.90% c.l. limits to the total accretion mass, multiplied by tlactorY,, as a function of
Ts.. The solid line represents the limits obtained using IB2iattions in the case &fH and

I Hhon-ad» the dash-dotted one refer to limit derived through NC event

As an example, we show in the same figure (full box) the amotiatcreted matter (multi-

plied by Y, = 0.5) expected for coalescing neutron starsftBu and Janka, 2001).

5. Conclusions

We have conducted a search for low-energy antineutrinaiine) bursts with the LVD detector
in coincidence with the 8 event excess found by the grawitaliwaves detectors EXPLORER
and NAUTILUS during the year 2001.

We have found no evidence for any statistically relevanhalign LVD, in three diferent
reaction channels (inverse beta decay, charged curremteartchl current interactions witiiC)

corresponding to dlierent neutrino species, over a wide range of time duratfongny of the
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8 events. Consequently, we have derived 90% fluence uppits lisnantineutrino and neutrino
emission from an average GW event, dfelient energies in the range of sensitivity of the LVD
detector.

We have then related the result of the search with two passibiplified models for neutrino
emission, i.e., “cooling” and “accretion”, deriving lirsiton the one side, to the total energy
emitted in neutrinos at the source, and, on the other, tontfeuat of accreting mass. Assuming
a source distancé = 10 kpc, possible candidates as new-born and colliding apudiars have
been excluded by this analysis. This makes even more clgaligand interesting the search for

a likely astrophysical source for the reported GWD events.

Acknowledgments. The authors are grateful to the director and théf sitthe National Gran
Sasso Laboratory for their constant and valuable suppbet.alithors thank precious comments

by Francesco Vissani.

Appendix A. Limits calculation: inverse 3 decay interactions.

The number of, interactions due to inverse beta decay in a detector is diyen

= ANy,

NIBD =M - Np'
& Q GIE,Te

-0(Es,) - &n - &(Eqg, Etn)dE;, (3

where: M is the detector active mass in toN; = 9.36- 10?8 is the number of free protons
per ton; ey is the neutron detectionfficiency; e(Eg, Ey) is the e" detection €iciency; Ey =

E;. — Q + 2mec?, with Q = M, + me — M, = 1.8 MeV is the positron detectable enerdgy; is

the detector energy thresholefE;,) is the cross section (Vogel and Beacom, 1999; Strumia and
dN;,

Vissani, 2003)z== is the antineutrino energy spectrum.

In the case of cooling process it is:

dN; Eg 120
c - —= . F; 4
dE;, 4rxd? 74 ¢ ()

whered = 10K pc is the assumed source distance;
Es = ) f,,Eg is the total energy emitted in neutrinos;

F, is the term accounting for fierenty oscillation scenarids

— for NHad; NHpon-ad; | Hhon-ad:

E2

f, E2
1+ eF/Tw ©®)

__be 2
Fre = Té’e'Uell 1+eE/Te

f,
+ T7|U&|2

2 NC data are not féected by oscillations. However, the limits from IBD dataystdmost the same
even assuming that MSW oscillations are completely absefact, on accounting for vacuum oscillations
we getPg = 1 — sin?26,,/2 ~ 0.6 in all scenarios; this is practically the same value imply MSW

oscillations in the scenarid$H andlHpon aq, P = 05201, ~ 0.7.
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— for IHqg:

E? f E?

F, = 2 + 2 (1-|Ugl?) ——r— 6
e T4| E3| 1 eE/T Téx( | e3| )1+eE/T‘7x ()

with: |Ugl? ~ cos2012 = 0.67, |Ugl? ~ sin01> = 0.33,|Ug|? > 1074 for the adiabatic case and
|Ue3|? < 1078 for the non adiabatic one (M. Apollonio et al., 1999) (J.Balhand C.Pena-Garay,
2003).

In the case of mass accretion process it is (Loredo and Ladti2)2

dNy, ,
i =% s A Yo M )

where:
Mot IS the mass of hot emitting material;
Y, is the neutron fraction;

_ l+39 c . _ _ 4 .
A= =2 w(ﬁcz)z o5 With ga = 1.254,00 = 1.7- 10%cm?;
and with respect t&

— for NHad; NHnon-ad;  Hnon-ad:

2 E4
FL = Uegf—— 8
Ve | e1| 1+eE/T\7e ()
— for IHqg:
E4
r 2 ~
Fl. = Vesl™ g > 0 9)

Appendix B. Limits calculation: neutral current interacti ons

The number of interactions in the detector due to the neatnaént is given by:

0 dN;
Nchm.NC.gC.f i
& 151 Mev dEj;

d:v o(E,)]dE (10)

o(Er) +
where:N¢ = 4.24- 10?8 is the number ot?C nuclei per tongc is the detectorficiency for 151
MeV gammayr(E,) is the cross section (M. Fukugita et al., 1988).

The neutrino energy spectrum in the case of cooling prosess i

dN; dN, Eg 120

dE;; dEvi “ @ Tt T (1)
with F; = T4 1+eE/Tve +2- T4 heETZ/Tx
while, for the mass accretion case, we considered all theteasy. and we used:
dN;;  dN; 1 E4

e : = Yn-M 12
dE; ~ d;,  ance MY Mt T (12)
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