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Abstract. We study hydrodynamic instabilities during the first secomd core collapse supernovae by means of two-
dimensional (2D) simulations with approximative neutrimansport and boundary conditions that parameterize fileete

of the contracting neutron star and allow us to obtaifiiciently strong neutrino heating and, hence, neutrinoedrigxplo-
sions. Confirming more idealised studies as well as suparemaulations with spectral transport, we find that randosdse
perturbations can grow by hydrodynamic instabilities tol@bglly asymmetric mass distribution in the region betwésn
nascent neutron star and the accretion shock, leading tmanence of dipole/(= 1) and quadrupol€ & 2) modes in the ex-
plosion ejecta, provided the onset of the supernova expidsisuficiently slower than the growth time scale of the low-mode
instability. By gravitational and hydrodynamic forcese thnisotropic mass distribution causes an acceleratiomeofascent
neutron star, which lasts for several seconds and can pitopakutron star to velocities of more than 1000 kfaBecause the
explosion anisotropies develop chaotically and changemrmslidifferences in the fluid flow, the magnitude of the kick varies
stochastically. No systematic dependence of the averageomestar velocity on the explosion energy or the propsiethe
considered progenitors is found. Instead, the anisotrdppe mass ejection and thus the kick seems to increase wieen th
nascent neutron star contracts more quickly, and thus lodenmstabilities can grow more rapidly. Our more than 70 eted
separate into two groups, one with high and the other withdewtron star velocities and accelerations after one seabnd
post-bounce evolution, depending on whetheritkel mode is dominant in the ejecta or not. This leads to a binitydail

the distribution when the neutron star velocities are @xdiated to their terminal values. Establishing a link to teasured
distribution of pulsar velocities, however, requires a mlazger set of calculations and ultimately 3D modelling.

Key words. hydrodynamics — instabilities — radiative transfe 1 )4 ¢ 9 ney
— neutrinos — supernovae: general — pulsars: general [; il )5, . t 005). Claims of a
bimodality of the pulsar velocity distribution are still o

. troversial. While some authors have obtained evidence for
1. Introduction

such a bimodality: [ 3 | )8;
Spectropolarimetry [ a0 _oti200, D Z @22003), others found
., and references therein) indicates that global anjsies that a simple Maxwellian fit works besi iney
are a common feature of many core-collapse supernovae (S, 1 D5).

Since the asymmetry inferred from the observed polarisatio Binary disruption, e.g. as a consequence of the SN explo-

grows With the dﬁpth one cfar;] IOOk. into the expanding SHions which give birth to the NSs, does not lead tfiisiently
pgrn.ov:ﬁ ei_eckta(,jt € r?”g'n oh the amioLropy slee|_”ns th>? € ngh velocities. Furthermore, the orbital parameters ofiyna
tr_|nS|ca y linked to t_ € mechanism o t_ € explosion. eceBinary systems imply an intrinsic acceleration mechani$m o
high-resolution imaging of SN 1987 A with the Hubble Spac&z1e pulsars, probably linked to their creation (I 5001

TelescopelS e 02) as well as I_arge values for | L 1 for reviews). Quite a number of explanations
measured space velocities of young galactic pulsars may'beHave been suggested, mostly involving anisotropic mass eje
terpreted as a support of such a link. The average pulsarivel%j

. . ion in the SN explosion or anisotropic neutrino emission of
ties are as high as 200-500 Jenand some neutron stars (NS e cooling, nascent NS. The former suggestion might be sup-

move through interstellar space with more than 1000sk@.g. ported by the fact that some pulsars seem to propagate in a

Send offprint requests to: L. Scheck direction opposite to mass distribution asymmetries af te
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missing, and hydrodynamic simulations have ireviouswieit by _r-O) an-z-)(-OOZ) in

produced rather small recoil velociti ¥ application to Bondi-Hoyle accretion of black holes. It was
or started from the assumption that a dipolar asymmetry wa®re recently considered for supernova-core like conutlmy
already present in the pre-collapse iron core and thus ¢ ed -5). This instability relies on thadt
to a large anisotropy of the SN explosi yahat the infall of entropy and vorticity perturbations puogs
‘). The origin of such big pre-collapse perturbatiomsy-h acoustic waves that propagate outward and create new gntrop
ever, is not clealﬁkM). and vorticity perturbations when reaching the shock, thos-c
Suggestions that a “neutrino rocket engine” boosts N8g an amplifying feedback cycle which eventually resuttsi
to large velocities (e. * 988pminant/ = 1 or/ = 2 mode. The advective-acoustic cycle
87; for reviews I} Laian even operate under conditions, in which convectivainst
L andR 1) make use of the fact that the hulgiéities are hampered, e.qg. if the advection of matter ouhef
reservoir of gravitational binding energy released dutimg convectively unstable region is too fast to allow for a siigaint
collapse of the stellar core is mostly carried away by thenteu convective growth of small perturbations.
nos. Creating a global emission anisotropy of these negiGin ﬁ -3) investigated numerically an idealise
even only 1% —which is dficient to obtain a NS recoil of aboutsetup for the stalled shock in a supernova core and showtd tha
300kms?t —, however, turned out to be veryflitult. Most a spherical shock is dynamically unstable to non-radiaiper
ideas refer to unknown neutrino properties (_et bations, even without neutrino heating and convection.dthe
;_-)6 and refs. therein) @mdequire thors referred to this as the “standing accretion shoclabibt

the presence of a very strong magnetic field with a large dipaty”, or SASI, which reveals a preferred growth b 1 mode
component (instead of being randomli structured and vigriabdeformation and was explained l_ppa

with timei in the newly formed NS (e. a,b(.) as a consequence of the propagation of sound waves
5). Such assumptions are not generallyia¢he volume enclosed by the shock.

cepted and are not the result of self-consistent calculatimt While these investigations lacked the use of a detailed de-
put into the models “by hand”. scription of the neutrino physics and of the e
ht 0

uation ofestat
If the observed high pulsar velocities indeed go back td the supernova mediu g =et al.
the early moments of the SN explosion, the simplest explz:’H w a 0 etal.
tion would certainly be a common origin of explosion asy ), an I-OG) provided results which
metries and pulsar acceleration. In this case anisotrge@ e demonstrate that the instability of the accretion shoclk als
tion of mass would lead to a recoil (or “kick”) of the NS dueoccurs in models which include the relevant microphysics
to (linear) momentum conservation. Various kinds of hygrodwith more realism a‘04) suggested a link of
namic instabilities might in fact be responsible for a lasgale these low-mode instabilities of the supernova shock dur-
deformation of the ejecta and globally aspherical explusio ing the neutrino-heating phase to global explosion asymme-
Perturbation analysis of volume-filling thermal conventia tries (see in particul“%) and pulsarkki
a fluid sphere bhh-%l), found largest growdlost previous two-dimensional (2D) simulations of suceess

rates for thd = 1, m = 0 mode (in terms of an expansion irful neutrino-driven explosion L
spherical harmonicg}" of order/, m). This is supported by -l;jl- -95) failed to
(full 47) three-dimensional simulations of convection in redee the development éf= 1, 2 modes (such an anisotropy,
iant and non-rotating main sequence st ettedwever, showed up in one of the weakly exploding mod-
h 3). Motivated khars-anals of SR 6) because most of the simulations
ysis,-|t-5) speculated about the formation of destalwere done with limited computational wedges of only %0
[ = 1, m = 0 convective mode in the neutrino-heated layed2(® latitudinal width, or because very rapid explosions were
between the gain radius and the supernova shock. In this cohtained. In these cases the low-mode asymmetries were ex-
figuration there exists only a single buoyant bubble (oufflJowcluded by constraining boundary conditions, or they cowit n
and a single accretion funnel (inflow), which reaches from tlgrow in the time available between shock stagnation and re-
postshock region down to the 995) suggested tval. The latter &ect may have been the reason why low-mode
potential importance of such a convective pattern for N&kicinstabilities were not found to be dominant in the 3D simula-
up to nearly 1000 kiis. Instability of the accretion shock to ations o_n--)4), which developed explo-
global Rayleigh-Taylor mode which could lead to asymmetrgions on rather short time scales after bounce. It is alssipos
shock expansion and a net recoil of the NS of several 108 krble that these 3D simulations were not evolveflisiently far
was also predicted 00). However, accordimgtime to observe the formation éf= 1, 2 modes. Without
to the linear analysis 06), advecterds a suficiently strong contribution of thé = 1 mode, the neu-
to stabilise the growth of long-wavelength perturbationthie tron star recoil velocities remain low (typically less thaout
neutrino-heated accretion flow behind the standing shock.280 knys, se_'4).
convective trigger of such instabilities therefore reqsithe lo- The main goal of the present paper (the first in a se-
cal growth rate to exceed a critical threshold value. ries) is to show that global anisotropies and large NS kicks
Non-radial, low-mode instability of shocked accretiowan be obtained naturally in the framework of the neutrino-
flows can also be caused by the “advective-acoustic cycldiiven SN explosion mechanism due to the symmetry break-
In the astrophysical context, this instability was firstodissed ing by non-radial hydrodynamic instabilities, without theed
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to resort to rapid rotation (e._ t 003), large- p and a module that computes the source terms for energy and
collapse perturbationsin the iron cor 5,.t199epton number which enter the hydrodynamic equations due
I )€ { 00), strong magoetio neutrino absorption, scattering, and emission prosgsee
fields | Al D2, ¥ 004), anisotropi@low). The equation of state is that 1 096
neutrino emission associated with exotic neutrino progertin contrast ta 2 DT 06) we do not follow
(e.g.l ( D F )03), or je Ceexplosive nucleosynthesis in this work. This allows us teesa
3; | )<, g 101). To this end wa considerable amount of computer time, which is mandatory

present a comprehensive 2D parameter study of supernovafdy-carrying out an extended parameter study like the one pre
namics that can be considered as a significantimprovement aanted here. For the same reason, the neutrino transpart in o
extension of the earlier calculations I 09 simulations is described approximately (see Jllk. 2.2)mad
with respect to the treatment of neutrino transport, tharmesl dense NS core is replaced by a moving inner boundary (usu-
characteristics of the neutrino emission from the neuttan sally a Lagrangian shell) whose contraction mimics the d&rin
core, the inclusion of rotation, the influence of the inisaked ing proto-neutron star.

perturbations, the spatial resolution, and the coverellitoa- We include self-gravity with relativistic corrections bysi

ary time of the supernova explosions. . solving the Newtonian two-dimensional Poisson equation us
Parts of the present work were already presented ina Legendre expansion according ety

Letter by Al S04), but a detailed description »), and by subsequently replacing the “spherical pafrt”
both our methods and results will be given here. We procegd, " .. o . -
resulting gravitational potential of the 2D mass disti

by summarising our numerical algorithms anc_i.computat.lo_r}‘ n by the “dfective relativistic potential” o o ka
approach in Secll 2, and our boundary conditions and init ) (for details, se )06). For describireg t
data in Secll3. We then give an overview of our simulations g'r'avity of the central “point mass” (i.e., the mass enclosed

Sectl, discussing two representative neutrino-hydranya by our inner boundary) we use the baryonic mass where
calculations in some detail. In Selk. 5 we explore the dep%%/- . i . o
g. (53) in o <& 102) requires the gravitational

o et ony, a5 T e ut 0y ey oo agreemen i e
: : ' .Tmproved version of the feective relativistic potential devel-

relations between explosion parameters and neutron sfes.ki oped by Y )6)

Sectiorllb is devoted to thefects of rotation. In Sedll 7 we re- ) '

turn to the neutron star recoils and investigate their roless

with respect to the approximations and assumptions that

have employed. Furthermore, we investigate the long-tiroe e

lution of the recaoil velocities for a few models beyond thedi - .

. : The original code version ¢ al)03) made use

interval of one second after core bounce, for which we ha\é?a simole liaht-bulb aoproximatior | 96)

evolved most of our models. Estimating the terminal values 0 e g bp :

I : . i which luminosities of neutrinos and antineutrinos of all
the NS velocities by a calibrated extrapolation procedwes, . : S
. oo flavours were imposed at the inner boundary (which is usu-
will speculate about the possible implications of our restdr

the velocity distribution of neutron stars in Sdiit. 8. A suanyn ?E}igglﬁj\/&mgsri]t?gstrwgrs;?erizgldcr]izéﬁotgﬁ?\g \;V(':t?d':l?é
of this work and our conclusions can be found in Sedlion 9. yp 9

In - . .
Appendixill we define and tabulate some physical quantiti\e%lues for t_he qu_xes preva|l_|ng below the neutrlr!osphg_xw I_
; ) ! . €rs, but their choice was guided by the asymptotic lumiressit
of interest which characterise thef@éirent runs of our large set

. : . . that emerge from the contracting and accreting nascentareut
of simulations. Furthermore, we describe the post-pracgss g g g

. ) . tar at/ radii. This was necessary in order to cope with the
procedures that we applied to the numerical calculations 13 oo’ 8¢ y p

o " : . main problem of a light-bulb approach, namely that it neglec

compute these characteristic quantities. Appellllix B dises| P g pp y
. . . . changes of the neutrino fluxes and spectra that result frem th
the solution of the hydrodynamics equations in an acceldrat . : . .
-Interactions of neutrinos with the stellar matter, thusoigmg,
frame of reference. In Appendll C we analyse the explosign - : S
. . ) : or example, the contributions of the neutrino emissiomfro
energetics of our neutrino-driven supernovae. Appellllix-D fi

. . accreted matter to the neutrino luminosity.
nally details our new neutrino transport scheme.

Y. Neutrino transport and neutrino source terms

In this work we considerably improve upon this former ap-
. . proach by explicitly including thesefects. We achieve this by
2. Computational approach and numerical abandoning the light bulb in favour of a gray, charactesssti
methods based scheme which can approximate neutrino transporgin th
transparent and semi-transparent regimes. The approach is
particularly suited to handle also the regime of very largé-o
The basic version of the computer program that we emplogl depthsz. Therefore we still perform our simulations with
for this study is described i alll 1)03). It eonan inner grid boundary at ~ 10...100. However, the lu-
sists of a hydrodynamics module which is based on the direainosities prescribed there have no relation to those used i
Eulerian version of the Piecewise Parabolic Method (PPM) thfe older light-bulb calculations. We have chosen them 1o re
di4) (augmented by the HLLE solveproduce qualitatively the evolution of the luminosities an
of i 3 to avoid the odd-even-decouplinginsialii Lagrangian mass shell below the neutrinospheres as obtaine

2.1. Hydrodynamics and gravity
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in recent Boltzmann transport calculations (see also Il ejecta move coherently in the opposite direction of the noeut
and especially Appendll.2 for details). star’s recoil. This can be achieved technically by addirey th

The transport scheme itself solves the zeroth order momegtocity of the relative motion to the gas velocity on the eom
equation of the Boltzmann equation. The transport of neatriputational grid, which is tantamount to performing (afteey
number and energy is accounted for separately, by integratiime step) a Galilei transformation to a new inertial frame i
two such moment equations for neutrinos and antineutrihosvhich the neutron star core is at rest and centred-a0 (see
all flavours (eu, 7). This allows us to adopt a non-equilibriumAppendixi for details). Simulations including this proceel
description with the assumption that the spectral form isfre  Will be used to investigate potential deficiencies of oundead
Dirac, but the neutrino temperatur@s are not necessarily assumption that the NS has an infinite inertial mass and takes
equal to the gas temperatufeSolving transport equations forup momentum without starting to move (see Sdill. 4.4nd 7).
neutrino number and energy, we can determine locally neutri
number and energy densi_ties and thus the spegtral tem@qtg_ Initial and boundary conditions
T,, from the mean neutrino energies. A detailed description
of our approximative solution of the non-equilibrium transt  3.7. Boundary conditions
problem and the exact expressions for the employed interac
kernels can be found in Appendlik D. While giving qualitative
similar results as Boltzmann-solvers in spherical symyneft  For solving the hydrodynamics equations reflecting boundar
SectllB), the computational cost of this approximatigesr conditions are imposed at the lateral boundaries at0 and
port scheme is two orders of magnitude lower. 6 = x, while transmitting (i.e. zero gradient) boundary condi-
tions are employed at the outer radial boundary.

The inner boundary, which is located at the Lagrangian
mass coordinate where we cut our initial (i.e. immediatdpos
We adopt 2D spherical coordinatesd) and assume axisym-bPounce) models, is taken to be impenetrable. The contractio
metry. Unless noted otherwise, the calculations preséntbe  Of this mass shell (and hence of the neutron star core) is mim-
following are carried out in the full sphere, i.e. for0¢ < x, icked by moving the inner boundary of our Eulerian grid from
with a grid that is equidistant in the lateral direction. Anao ItS initial radius ;. inwards to a final radiugj, according to
equidistant grid is employed in the radial direction whaszal the expression
spacing,Ar, is chosen such that square-shaped cells are ob-

'3 1.1. Hydrodynamics

2.3. Numerical grid and frame of reference

R
tained in the convective region, i.Ar ~ rA6. Typically 400 Rip(2) = b — (1)
radial and 180 lateral zones are used. 1+ (1-expt/tb)) (Riy/Rip = 1)
The outer boundary of the computational domain is typj r 6). The parametﬂ;g is typically in the

cally located atRop, ~ 2 x 10°km, while the inner boundary range 55kmk R < 85 km.
is placed within the forming neutron star after core bouate,  gq, be andlzb we use two alternative prescriptions: In
| :

a Lagrangian mass shell somewhat below the electron neutfghat we henceforth will call the “standard boundary contrac
nosphere. The spacing of the zones near and below the Nk case” — as this is the original parametrization that eras
trinospheres is chosen such that variations of the optigatid ployed by ar )6) — we s&f = 15km and
per zone remain smaller than a few. The baryonic mattert%f: 1, where the time scah is connected to the luminosity

the_neutron star intgriorto the inner_ bound.amOre (which is. decay and is defined in Appendlll.2. In the second prescrip-
typically ~ 1.1 M), is removed and its gravitational attrac'uoqion, the so-called “rapid boundary contraction case”, e s
is taken into account by assuming a point mass at0 (see pi _ 105Kkm ands, = 0.25s.

Sectlll). ib I_:i _ ) _
gurell comparegi,(r) for both parameter choices with
Since we are mainly interested in neutron star kicks in thégich other and with data from a supernova simulation with
paper, we need to point out that the use of the inner boundgi¥ nuclear equation of state >{ 1 1991) and
condition (enclosing the NS “core”) implies that the NS is atyith Boltzmann neutrino transpoi.. t 003) foe on
tached to the centre of our computational grid. It is ther@foof our initial models. The standard boundary contracticults
not free to move relative to the ejecta during the simulatigi a larger final radius and a slower contraction of the neu-
(unless special measures are taken, see below). This & taftbn star. The rapid boundary contraction gives resultschvhi
mount to assuming that the NS has an infiriitertial mass. are almost indistinguishable from the Boltzmann calcatati
Two implications result from this approximation: A poteaiti Although this latter parametrization is potentially moealis-
hydrodynamic feedback of a displacement of the NS relativetic than the former, we have performed the simulations with
the ejecta is neglected, and the neutron star recoil vglbeis the “standard” case unless noted otherwise. On the one hand
to be determined indirectly in a post-processing step by-makis reduces the fierences compared to our previous work to
ing use of the assumption of total momentum conservatia (sshly the treatment of the neutrino transport. On the othadha
Appendixill). the more compact neutron stars obtained with the “rapidé cas
The relative motion between neutron star and ejecta caequire the use of a much finer zoning for adequately resolv-
however, be accounted for during a simulation by “waggirigg the steep density drop in the neutron star “atmosphere”.
the dog”, i.e. by assuming that instead of the neutron star thhis leads to computing times which are at least a factor of
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. . . first was calculated b ni 993) with a general relgtivi
standard — — - | tic, one-dimensional (1D), Lagrangian hydrodynamics code
rapid oo ; coupled to neutrino transport by multi-group, flux-limited-
Boltzmann ] fusion (see his Model WPE15 LS 180). It employs theMb
. progenitor of Al 88). Simulations based @ th
model will henceforth be called the “B-series”.
~ - : Our second 1D post-collapse model, provided by
S~ ] M. Rampp (priv. comm.), uses a Mg, progenitor star of
T T TS . . [.0) and was computed with theReTHEUS
I J PR ] PPM hydrodynamics code coupled to ther¥tx multi-group
ol 1 variable Eddington factgiBoltzmann neutrino transport solver
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 0 ( - r D2). Our “L-series” of simulations makes
. use of that model.
We also consider two post-bounce models that were com-
) . _puted for the s15s7b2 progenitor ) ar . 1995)
Fig. 1. Evolution after core bounce of the radius correspondirygy, ProMETHEUS/VERTEX by I ¥ 6a) (see
to, a mass coordmate_of.]]!\/I@ from a supernova simulation i \odels s1BAD and s15r). The first of these models is
with Boltzmann neutrino transporii tEEEE003), COMom 4 one-dimensional simulation and gives rise to the “W-
pared to the motion of the inner boundary rad_|us as def'n§9ries” of runs, while the second is a rotating, two-dimeni
by Eq. W) for the standard boundary contraction case (Wifljsymmetric) model, which we use for our “R-series” of-cal
. = 1s) and the rapid boundary contraction case. culations. This latter model has been described in detail in
).
five larger than those of the standard case. Exclusive use of The level of numerical noise in our hydrodynamics code
the rapidly contracting boundary would thus have severely S S0 low that a one-dimensional, isotropic initial configur
duced the number of computed models, leading to much pod#€p remains isotropic, even in the presence of a conveytive
statistics. For this reason we have chosen the rap|d|yamqtr unstable stratification. Therefore we need to eXleCltI)d ad
ing boundary only for a limited set of models to investigatédndom perturbations to trigger the growth of non-radial hy
whether the results obtained for the standard case chamtje q@rodynamic instabilities in the post-shock flow. The pokeab

radius [km]

tatively. Both cases together therefore provide infororatiow high-quality random number generator RANLUX du ames
the results depend on the contraction behavior of the faymif+EE56) and 1e52094) is employed. We apply the
neutron star (see Selli7.3). perturbation to the velocity field and typically use an artuole
of 0.1%. To break the equatorial symmetry of the rotating 2D
) model of L) )6a), we have to add perturba-
3.1.2. Neutrinos tions with an amplitude of several per cent, since in this ehod

The boundary conditions for the neutrino emission at the i€ initial perturbations have already grown to such a leyel
ner grid boundary are chosen to berropic. Luminosities the time we map the model to our full 18@rid (see Seclll 3).
and mean energies for neutrinos and antineutrinos of akthr

flavours are |mpos_ed there in order to solve the trgpspott—prq_ Overview of the simulations

lem as described in Appendll D. These luminosities and en-

ergies are chosen as time-dependent functions that are céri- The computed models

strained by prescribed and varied values for the total Iéss . . . . .
energy and lepton number from the core of the forming neﬁ@ble_‘ give an overview of all our simulations (thic

tron star. For example, the lepton number loss during the fi ere performed with the “standard boundary contraction”) |
second is of order 0 1’_0 2 in all our simulations. and thal totS'MS ©f some characteristic quantities which are defined in

. - Appendixill.
asymptotic) energy losAES,. .. does not exceed the gravita- . . .
'Eionyal gnerg)y 9y v-core 9 The naming convention we have chosen for the models is

the following: The first letter denotes the initial modele(i.
o Mns 2 Ros \1 the_progenitq’npost—bounce data), followed byatwo-digit_code
E~3x10° (V) (10 km) ergs (2)  which corresponds to the chosen value for the total asyisptot
e neutrino energy loss of the neutron star CvE; ., in units of
which can be released during the birth of a neutron star (S%% Myc?. Thus B18, for example, refers to a simulation based
TableJlll D). on the _all s 1103) initial data with an
assumed release of gravitational binding energy of the abre
3.2. Initial models and initial perturbations AL core = 0‘.18M®CZ.' The seco_nd fundame_ntal model parame-
ter, the luminosity time scalg, is not taken into account in the
Our calculations are started-atl5— 20 ms after core bouncemodel names, because it has the same value for all models of
from detailed post-collapse models. We make use of four suzlseries. The chosen value in each case is given in the caption
models which are based on thre@eient SN progenitors. The of Table S 5.
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Simulations performed on a larger grid (with an outeFhey form, merge with other accretion funnels, or are blown
boundary radius of 2§ cm and 500 radial zones) are indicatedway by the rising buoyant matter on a time scale of 10-20 ms,
by the letter “g” appended to the model name, e.g. B18-g, simvhile their number decreases with time. The most massive of
ulations which account for the recoil motion of the neutrtar s these downflows originate from the kinks at the shock surface
contain the letter “m” in the model name, and model seri@gere the deceleration of the infalling matter is weaker tbue
started from dferent random seed perturbations are denottitk (local) obliqueness of the shock.
by numbers appended to the model names. Hence Model B18-
1 differs from Model B18 (and from Models B18-2, B18-3 etc.g)
only in the random perturbations imposed on the initial gelo P

During this phase of violent “boiling” the shock devel-

S a strong, time-dependent deformation and expandsyslow!
A . . . . outward. In Model B12, whose evolution is shown in the se-
ity distribution (with the perturbation amplitude beingtbame quence of plots on the left side of Figl. 2, pronounced bipo-

in all cases). _ lar hemispheric oscillations become visible after aborbs.
Note that in TableSll Sll5 the total lepton number angych pipolar oscillations (and the consequent “sloshirg”)
energy loss of the neutron star cor&e core and AE e '€ the shock have been found to be typicall/of 1 mode in-
spectively, the time-integrated energy lossdrandve, AEsoo,  gapilities as associated with the advective-acoustialility
the explosion energyex,, the anisotropy parametergas the o the SASI. Hence these instabilities are likely to dorménat
shock deformationysnock the neutron star mass and recoil Vege eyolution of this model in this strongly nonlinear phase
locity, Mns, andV75, respectively, as well as the correction ofote that Model B12 diers from Model B18 (on the right side
the latter due to the “neutrino rockeffect”, vz are all given ¢ rig W) by lower neutrino luminosities at the inner bound-
at the timer = 1's, at which we usually stop our simulations. ary and, correspondingly, by a later onset of the explosion (
We need to point out here that the listed neutron star Mgz, = 220 ms compared tQy, = 152ms) and a lower explo-
locities arenot the final ones, but that even at the end of owion energy of B7x 10°erg versus 1.6 x 10°*erg (measured
simulations the neutron stars can still experience a lacgela at: = 1s). Model B18 shows also violent convective activity,
eration. We therefore also give this acceleratidh,= dv/d:  but no bipolar oscillations. This fact might indicate thathis
(averaged over the last 100 ms and without neutrifieces), model the convective instability might play a more impottan
and will attempt to estimate the final neutron star velositie role. A detailed investigation of the growth offiirent kinds
Sectl. of non-radial instabilities in the postshock flow and theine
petition will be presented in a subsequent paper of thigseri
(Scheck et al. 2006, in preparation). Here we only note that
their combined ffects can have a decisive impact on the explo-

Giving an accurate qualitative description of the flow that eSION mechanism of supernovae, since one-dimensional coun-
tablishes in our calculations is afficult endeavour, as thet€rparts of both Models B12 and B18 failed to explode.

evolution that we observe dUring the first300- 400 ms is The h|gh|y dynamic phase of the evolution comes to an end
wildly time-dependent and extremely nonlinear. One mayievground 300- 400 ms after bounce. At that time the explosion
characterise it as chaotic. The layer between the prottr@reu js well underway, and the overall flow settles into a state of
star and the supernova shock is Ledoux-unstable, becausggsi-self-similar expansion, which is remarkably stgbten-
negative entropy gradient is established due to neutriat- hgyare the lower panels of Filll 2, and see ¢ 1995). Yet
ing within ~ 50 ms after bounce. In all simulations diSCUSSQ_ﬁe conseqguences of the dynamic phase are felt |ong tlf'emeaft
here, it is consequently Ledoux convection which breaks tBgce the strongly nonlinear boiling motions lead to a finatm
initial spherical symmetry: small Rayleigh-Taylor musbmes  phology that is sensitive to even tiny initialftirences in the
grow from the imposed random seed perturbations and start fiow. These may not only result from the influence dfetient
ing towards the shock. They merge quickly and grow to fewgbundary conditions, as in case of Models B12 and B18. The
but larger bubbles that deform the shock and push it outwagge-time morphology is even sensitive to the seed pertiata
(Fig.W). that we apply to trigger the non-radial instabilities. Figlli
Due to the violent motions of the rising high-entropyllustrates this for the B18-series of models in which thedse
plumes the shock gets bumpy and deformed, and caustic-ljerturbation was varied as described in Slll. 4.1. It isafsvi
kinks of the shock emerge where two such bubbles approabkht the dominant mode in the flow is unpredictable. It can be
each other and collide. Downstream of the shock, decelée 2, with two bubbles which are separated by a single accre-
ated and compressed matter forms a high-density (low-gyfrotion funnel, and which occupy roughly a hemisphere each (as
shell, which sits atop high-entropy material that boilsarig in Model B18-4 and the original Model B18). Yet the bubbles
ously as it is heated by neutrinos from below. The interfaeze may also difer significantly in size resulting in a dominance
tween these layers is Rayleigh-Taylor unstalii s 19®f thel = 1 anisotropy as in Model B18-3 (top right panel of
and gives therefore rise to narrow, low-entropy downflows &ig.ll) and Model B12 (left panels of Fii§. 2). This sensitiui
matter, which penetrate from the postshock layer to the nehe seed perturbation is so extreme that the system may be de-
tron star with supersonic velocities. When they reach sumle  scribed as exhibiting symmetry breaking in a chaotic manner
ings with entropies lower than their own, the downflows al@e fact even the same model computed ofiedent machines
decelerated and their material spreads rapidly aroundehe n(with slightly different 64-bit round & behaviour) may actu-
tron star. The evolution of these downflows is highly dynamially end up with a diferent morphology.

4.2. The character of the flow
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Fig. 2. Entropy distributions in Model B12 (left column) and Model 8(right column) for diferent times. The figures are plotted
such that the polar axis is oriented horizontally with “$8uUtp = ) on the left and “north”§ = 0) on the right. Dotted black
lines mark the gain radius and white lines the supernovaksidmte that the scalesftiér between the plots. Convective activity
starts with small Rayleigh-Taylor structures=£ 50 ms) which then grow and merge to larger cells and globacardpy. In
contrast to Model B18, the low-energy model B12 developsipomced bipolar oscillations (compare the plotsifer 200 ms
and: = 250 ms between both cases). After the explosion has setd@n;dhvective pattern “freezes out” and the expansion
continues essentially self-similarly (see the plots#er 500 ms and = 1000 ms). At 1s after bounce Model B18 shows the
emergence of an essentially spherical neutrino-driverdvexpanding away from the neutron star surface (region ardoe

coordinate center in the bottom right panel).
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Fig. 3. Density distributions one second after core bounce for &nmulations with the same initial and boundary conditions
as Model B18, but dierent patterns of the random seed perturbations imposekeovetocity field of the initial model. The
amplitudes of the perturbations (£ are the same in all cases. The morphology of the explosipertis in a chaotic way on
the initial perturbations.

For suficiently high core luminosities, accretion of matter These movies also show that the impact and rapid de-
onto the neutron star is eventually superseded by the ohaet oeleration of the accretion streams in the vicinity of the
nearly spherically symmetric neutrino-driven wind (seeth- forming NS create acoustic and weak shock waves that em-
gion around the coordinate center in the lowermost righeparanate from the neutron star’s surface. As was recently also
of Fig.ll and in the left panels of Filll 3; cf. al 't ahoted by al.n 06), these waves propagate pre-

5; ) )6). If the wind is strong enough, asominantly into the hemisphere opposite to the accretion fu
in Model B18 where the mass-loss rate of the nascent neutrarl. While traversing the low-density cavity, also the azou
star by the wind is,s = -5.1 x 102 M, /s, it blows away the tic waves steepen into shocks, dissipate energy, and heat th
accretion funnel and establishes a high-entropy shell er ca&xpanding material. However, in accordance with the result
ity of rapidly expanding low-density material around theine of ri.6), we observe only a modest produc-
tron star, which is separated from the ejecta by a strongsevetion of entropy due to these waves when they propagate out-
shock. Otherwise accretion through the funnel continuéis urward in the rapidly expanding neutrino-driven wind. In case
more than about 1 s after bounce, as in Model B12. In this cake ILE_2D6) simulation the acoustic energytinp
the accreted material reaches infall velocities of abgdtaf from neutron star g-mode oscillations was found to be ctucia
the speed of light, while the accretion raterat 1s has de- for the explosion of an 1M, model. Nonspherical accretion
creased tVacer ~ 4 X 102 M /s. Since at the same time thevas found to lead to the excitation of core g-mode oscilla-
neutron star mass changes at a raté/gf ~ 1.1 x 102 M,/s, tions at late timesX 300-500 ms) after bounce, whose sonic
only a fraction of~ 25% of the infalling matter is actually in- damping transfers a significant amount of acoustic power to
tegrated into the neutron star. The remaining 75% are heatled surrounding medium and supernova shock. G-mode oscil-
and reejected with high velocity in a neutrino-driven wihdt lations are in fact also present in the outer layers of our neu
inflates a buoyant bubble of neutrino-heated gas in the nortton stars — i.e. in the layers that are included on our grid —
ern hemisphere opposite to the remaining accretion furmel laut their amplitudes are modest and thus they do not lead to
the other side (see Fifll 2, lowermost left panel). The resuthe strong consequences reported., € (2006). |
ing flow, which is characterised by a strong dipole mode, cépossible, however, that our simulations underestimaté s
be conveyed only incompletely with plots such as llg. 2 amttects, which would require the inclusion of the whole neutron
is much more impressively captured by movies that we hastar without excising the central core, and the ability titofe
produced from our data the excitation of deep modes due to a self-consistent augipli
between accretion, core motion, and core-mode gener&lion.
the other hand, our models are characterized by explosions d
to convectively supported neutrino heating (whereas the# 11
model of Burrows et al. seemingly did not explode in that way)

1 A collection of movies is provided as online material of taisi-
cle.
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Fig. 4. Radial profiles of the sum of the andve luminosities Fig. 5. Evolution of the luminosities ofe andve at the inner

for Models B12 and B18 at fferent times after the start of theboundary, at the.-sphere, and at a radius of 500 km. Note the

simulations. different importance of the accretion contribution to the lumi-
nosity in the low-energy explosion (Model B12) compared to
the high-energy explosion (Model B18) and the rapid decay of

After the explosion has been launched, our models reveal the accretion luminosity after the onset of the explosiothan

development of a strong neutrino-drivenwind, in which tie d latter model.

sipation of acoustic waves may have &elient €fect than in

a more or less static gas around the oscillating neutron star

We point out that numerical simulations of this neutrindseln  local thermodynamic conditions, which takes place in a few

outflow require very high radial resolution of the steep dgns radial zones next to the inner boundary, the luminositiss ri

gradient near the neutron star surface. We are not sure ahethteeply in the cooling region below the gain radius, andidecl

suficiently fine grid zoning was guaranteed in the simulaticslightly in the heating region farther out. The rise is calise

by [.5.06). A more detailed investigation aftsu by the creation of neutrinos when gravitational energy is re

guestions is in progress. leased during the accretion and the contraction of the aputr

star, while the slight decline results from the absorptibthe

ve andve in the heating region.

The “accretion” luminosity that is produced on the grid is
The fact that earlier 2D simulations, which were performedsually of the same order as the luminosity emerging from
with a neutrino light-bulb descriptior, [ )9 the core. In low-energy models, like B12, the accretion com-

i 3), were not dominated by low-ordeponent exceeds the core component early on, while in high-
modes, poses the question to which extent the developmengeoérgy models the core componentis dominant at all times (se
such global asphericity in the flow is sensitive to the treatm the neutrino “lightcurves” for Models B12 and B18 shown in
of the neutrino transport. Figullk 4 shows that our new neaitriFig. ).
transport description yields radial profiles for the sumhahit, Our transport scheme can account qualitatively well for the
andve luminosities which deviate markedly from the radiusevolution of core and accretion components of the neutrino
independent luminosities used in a light-bulb approacte Thuminosities, for the radial and temporal evolution of the |
luminosities are significantly modified compared to the galuminosities and mean energies of the radiated neutrinos, and
imposed at the inner boundary. After some adjustment to tfug the relative sizes of the, andve emission (see Figll -6,

4.3. The influence of the neutrino transport
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. . . . The exponential, “burst-like” decline of the neutrino lidiulb

] implied fairly high initial luminosities (i.e., 4.5-810°%erg s*

for ve plusve at the inner grid boundary) — which were required
in case of the exponential decay for getting “typical” sujmea
explosion energies — and thus strong neutrino heating cexdur

at early times after bounce. This led to rapid explosionscivh

in turn did not leave enough time for the convective cells and
bubbles to merge before the expansion became so fast that it
continued in a quasi self-similar way. Since these bubhies a
initially small, their early “freezing out” in the rapidlyx@and-

ing flow had the #&ect that small structures (i.e. high-order
modes) prevailed until very late times. The rapid explosion
also caused a quick end of accretion onto the proto-neutron
star, and therefore the neutron stars remained small. fmain

the present transport description gives neutrino lumtiesshe-
tween the neutrino spheres and a radius of 500 km that vary
much less steeply than exponentially with time (see Hlig. 5).
This leads to explosion time scales that arfiisiently long to
allow for the formation of low-order modes.

<e,> [MeV]

4.4. Acceleration and recoil of the neutron star

<e,> [MeV]

v—sph. 500km As is detailed in AppendillA, in a 2D axisymmetric calculatio
e TTTIT T T - T the neutron star recoil can only have a component paralib&to
e T T T T T z-axis. For its calculation only themomenta of the gas in the
northern and southern hemispheres need to be consideeed (se
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 Eq.llW). If the momentum density of the ejecta(r, §), is

time [s] mirror symmetric with respect to the equatorial plane, ife.

10

Fig. 6. Evolution of the meane andve energies at the inner p(r,0) = —p.(r,m - 6) 3
boundary (ib), at thee-sphere, and at a radius of 500 km. Not
that due to the contraction and compressional heating of
nascent neutron star the average energies of the radiated e
trinos continue to rise until the end of our simulated eviolut

?ﬁ%lds the sum of the-momenta of the two hemispheres van-

P_gas= Plyas+ Pogas= 0, (4)

z,gas —
and thus also the neutron star remains at rest (cflfl A.10).
The latter situation is given e.g. for dn= 2 mode, i.e. for
and compare wit i e two polar bubbles of equal size separated by a single downflow
), - < 0] t !0 ((D6a,b amhich is located in the equatorial plane. However, in gelnera
u J3). We therefore think that our curretite expansion of the ejecta will proceedrdiently in the two
transport treatmentis a reasonably good method for pemfigrmhemispheres, so that a net momentﬁrgasqt 0 will result.
parametric explosion studies with the aim to better undeacst If a single downflow has formed, e.g., in the southern hemi-
the role of hydrodynamic instabilities during the shockival sphere, the expansion of the ejecta will be hampered there.
phase of neutrino-driven supernova explosions. On the other hand it will proceed ufiected in the northern
Yet, we point out here that all the previously not modaemisphere, and thus® ,J will be larger tharP3,.J. Hence,
elled neutrino transportects arenot the reason why the de- P, gaswill be dominated b)P[}fgaS(which is positive since all of
velopment of/ = 1,2 modes is seen here, whereas it wake gas in this hemisphere is moving outwards). According to
not visible in the calculations ¢ le"996) andq. [l ®), the neutron star must then be accelerated indfye n
..8). Highly anisotropic explosions calso ativez-direction, i.e. towards the (southern) hemisphere which
be obtained with the light-bulb assumption (s et@bntains the downflow. This is the situation that ultimatedy
3; 3 4a for an example). In other words, tlablishes in Model B12 (compare Fifl 2 and Talle 1), and
details of the functional form of.(r), which are visible in which is also illustrated in the right panel of Fl§. 7. In thizse
Fig. W, arenor decisive for the growth of thé = 1,2 modes. the neutron star has attained a velocityvdf = —389 knys
What is crucial, however, is that the explosions in the aurreone second after core bounce, and is still accelerated with
models startslowly. This was not the case in all but one of:"s = —372 knys* (Fig.H).
the simulations o el 96) a tal Model B18 also develops a single downflow, which, how-
( 3), where the neutrino luminosities were assumed to @srer, is located in the northern hemisphere, rather closigeto
cay exponentially with a time scale of typically 500—-700 msquator. Although this model is clearly less anisotropinth
(see Table 1i . 96) instead of varying siowlModel B12 (which is dominated by ah = 1 mode), the
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ejecta (middle panel). In case accretion flows reach dowhdmeutron star surface (right panel), additional (hydnzadyic)
forces may contribute, but the gravitational force, in gah@emains dominant.

1 E T T T T E 4 [ T T T T
3 E L B12 N derivative
— — T gravity ------ 1
2 o 2F ! AN downflows — — -
3 g '
£ €
o o
'© kS
= = | Vi ]
&~ e -2r Lo outflows —-—- 7
© i : " pressure —--- ]
E 3 i total — — ]
_4 E 1 1 Il 1 9 —4 1 .I 1 1
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
time [sec] time [sec]
2E T T T T
£ B18 derivative 3
— — E P gravity ------ ]
g RIS ~downflows — —
{ ﬁ E ]
€ € ‘ e _
~ MY IW N LT T
e ke SO
AR — (N
- E Vo ]
By ¢ —1r V outflows —-—-
© E pressure —--- ]
E total — —
E E —2 E 1 1 1 1 ]
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
time [sec] time [sec]

Fig. 8. Left: Evolution of the neutron star velocities for Models B12 artBBThe solid curve is the neutron star recoil velocity
derived from total momentum conservation of gas and newgtan(see EJEllll0). The dotted curve includes correctioesa
anisotropic neutrino emission. The dashed curve is an astiobtained by integrating E@l (5) over tinkéghz: Evolution of the
neutron star acceleration (solid curve), as computed fleEnfriumerical) time derivative of the solid curve shown ia tielocity
plots on the left side. Also shown are the individual term&qf {B), corresponding to momentum transfer due to downflows
outflows (e.g. in the neutrino-driven wind), anisotropiegsure distribution around the neutron star, and grawitatipull of the
anisotropic ejecta. The sum of these terms (the long-dasiree labelled “total”) agrees well with the (solid) curvitained
independently from total momentum conservation appligtiéchydrodynamics results.
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Table 1. Integrated momenta of the ejecta in the northére ( equation over the volume of that sphere, resulting in
n/2) and southern hemispheres as well as their S and

. . S _
the resulting neutron star recoil velocity?, ats = 1s. P~ _56 DS — gg oy, dS + f GMns% dm. (5)
r=ro r=ro r>ro r

Model ngas [%1 Pigas [%ﬂ Pz,gas [%1 V?S [k_m]

B12 126x 1007 —020x 1077 1.06x 10% —38533 Here the individual terms account for the varying pressre
B18 177x 10"  -307x 10" -1.30x 10 5151 around the sphere, the flux of momentum through the sur-
face of the sphere, and the gravitational acceleration due t
the anisotropic matter distribution outside the sphere.tke
larger explosion energy and faster expansion result ingefar gravitational term we assume that the matter distributisicie
IP.gad (Tablel). This leads to a larger neutron star kick @fie sphere is spherically symmetric and that the gravitatio
Vv2® = 515knys att = 1, while the acceleration at this time iyotential isNewronian.
a® = 290 knys’ (Fig.M). Note that these values are comparable The time evolution of the acceleration corresponding to
to the mean pulsar birth velocities derived from observetiothese terms, calculated from the data of Models B12 and B18,
(see Seclll4), and that they are considerably highertioset js shown in the right panels of Fill 8. Here the second term
found in earlier simulations (e._ [FEED94)iSlis  nhas been split into two components associated with momen-
mainly due to the low-order modes in our calculations, whigQym flux into (“downflows”) and out of the sphere (“outflows”).
result in a larger gas momentum anisotrapys (cf. Eq. Il Also displayed is the sum of all terms (labelled by “total”).
for a definition), compared to previous work. Integration over time of the latter quantity yields the desh
The neutron star velocities shown in Fl§. 8 (left panelsje|ocity curve fon™*"in the left panels of Fidll8. This should
as well as their time-derivatives labelled with “derivathand pe compared to the solid curve’f) which was computed with
plotted with solid lines in the acceleration plots of Hyr®Kt our standard post-processing approach of the gas momentum
panels), are calculated from the simulation data with cam-st (and which includes thefkects due to general relativistic cor-
dard post-processing approach by assuming total momentig®tions). It is evident that there are only smaffefiences be-
conservation (see Appendll A). The use of this approach kgreen both results, which are significantly smaller than 10%
quires a justification, because, numerically, energy and mghis demonstrates that the flow morphology indeed produces
mentum might not be strictly conserved (i.e. up to maching, anisotropic momentum transfer to the nascent NS, which is
aCCUracy%. Moreover, momentum conservation can be guaraﬂh’e cause of the estimated NS velocities.
teed analytically only if the gravitational potential cae rit- An interesting implication of Figll8 is the fact that the
ten as the solution of a Poisson equation. This is, of courgggest contribution to the acceleration is, in generas tithe
the case for Newtonian gravity. Yet, for the “general refatic  gravitational term. In certain evolutionary phases alsodther

potential” of i @ H02) that we used in the simysyms may contribute significantly. Yet, the total accetiera
lations, an equivalent of the Poisson equation cannot besder points nearly always in the same direction as the gravitatio
( | 6). pull. Momentum transfer by pressure and gas flow (the first and

Since the neutron star kicks discussed in this work depefpg second term in EM 5) are only important as long as the inho
on the anisotropic distribution of the ejected gas, we d@met mpgeneous ejecta have sonic contact with the neutron star an
pect that the small general relativistic corrections or atioal s can exert hydrodynamic forces on the central objeds. Th
errors of the mentioned kind can seriouslieat the results of is the situation found in Model B18 for times befare 0.5s.
our calculations to an extent that unrealistically large®afor after that time the supersonic neutrino-driven wind, whish
f[he neutron star recoil velocities are qbt_ained. This etgtien very strong in this energetic model (due to the high neutiino
is supported by the fact that we find similarly large neutrian s minosities) has blown away the accretion downflows from the
kicks in simulations with Newtonian gravity (see Sdll 7-3heutron star. Ongoing acceleration is then exclusivelysedu
Since the NS recoil estimated from our simulations is & con§g; the gravitational pull of the anisotropic ejecta and éases
quence of the anisotropic ejection of mass in the explo#ian, slowly as the nearly spherically symmetric wind clears the s
also unlikely to be linked to nonconservation of energy/and roundings of the neutron star. Hydrodynamic forces theesfo
momentum on a small level. In order to provide additional anf}y not contribute at later times in Model B18. On the other
independent evidence that the neutron star velocitiesat#d pHanq, they are important at all times in Model B12. The ac-
on grounds of the assumption of total momentum conservatigileration due to the momentum flux associated with the nar-
are reliable, we check them by verifying the estimated meuUtrqy downflows that reach the neutron star is usually the sec-
star acceleration as a sum of thefelient forces which con- ong most important term, and is directed opposite to the-grav
tribute to a momentum transfer to the neutron star. itational acceleration. Anisotropies in the pressureritiistion

For this purpose we consider a sphere of radius 1.1Rns  and wind outflow contribute on a smaller level.
that encloses the neutron star. The time-derivative of the n Finally, we show in Figli8 (left) with dotted lines the neu-
tron star momentum (and hence the neutron star acceleratigp, star velocities corrected for théects of anisotropic neu-
at a certain time) can then be obtained by integrating therEui,o emission (see Appendll A). Thesfieets turn out to be

2 The energy and momentum conservation properties of neutrifsmall. For Model B12 the neutron star kick is thus reduced by
hydrodynamic codes like the employed one are discusseddh oier  @bout 10%, which is unusually large. For most of our mod-
tail in . ‘a . 02) a t £...1006). els (including Model B18) the corrections due to anisottopi




Scheck et al.: Multidimensional supernova simulations 13

F T T T T ] 0’4: T T T T
o4f © ; :
: z : A 5
IS X ] 0.3F + E
0.3F + E — b ]
o * R & X X x x - ot T x+ X ]
= : $ & 4 ] T 0.2F + E
s 0.2F +t 1 & 5 + x
- ] + + ] G E A A
¢$¢'|'+ : <>+i+ *
01F = 0.1F + + A -
: + T
: s & %’E{rf
0.0F : : : : 0025 S e X
L <>+ 8 + -
E 15_ + — E‘ r
s yAN i
© oF « Eer ]
2 10f o J * X . g $+ x *
[a— L 4: A :14_ + AN B
> + + X — $+ + +
$osk o * X ] = ok % + + ]
w U §+ A £ " + +T
+
I '8 , , , , | ol o+% 8"' .+¥?K s P 3
1'75 T |x T T E [ T T T T
E E 8F ]
E ¥ E & | +
1.6 F *EOX 3 oo + *
E ] X - n
2isp oa i g1 2
~ o A E S | R A *
2 E+ o A E 4+ i + .
EAE tEy o A E = [ 4 + ¥
= | +, o A ; 2o, AR
E o 3 e 2F o+ ]
: ++$¢ E S ¥ @Jr %t o+
E + E |
1,2: 1 1 |+ 1 3 O 1 1 %+ +| *
20 30 40 50 60 20 30 40 50 60
Ly, [10°" erg/s] Ly, [10°" erg/s]

Fig. 9. Dependence of some global quantities on the inner boundamybsity. The quantities in the left column (explosiondim
scale, explosion energy, and neutron star mass) dependwotie progenitor and the boundary conditions. The quastiti the
right column (anisotropy, neutron star velocity, and aecaion) are strongly influenced by the initial perturbasioAll time-
dependent quantities are shownr at 1s. Crosses stand for the B-series of models, stars mark sdsulthe L-series, triangles
denote the W-series, and diamonds refer to the R-series déissee Sedlll.2 for thefidirences between these models).

neutrino emission are smaller than 5% (for more details, seeutron stars simultaneously, provided thaffisient time is
SectllL). available for low-order unstable modes to form. Typical su-
pernova explosion energies of aboub4€rg, typical baryonic
L neutron star masses around M, (actually between.B and
5. Dependence on the initial model and the core 1.6 M,, depending on the progenitaryd high neutron star re-
luminosity coils (with a maximum of 800 kyis in Model B18-3 after 1 s of

In this section we discuss the variation of the quantiti¢mn post-bounce evolution, see TallA. 1), are obtained atlines

duced in Appendifl as functions of the initial model and gme.
systematic variation of the imposed core neutrino lumityosi  What is also apparent is that the quantities displayed in
Lip. Table LIS give an overview. To facilitate their interFig.ll can be grouped in two classes, those which show a clear
pretation, we also display the most important quantitiesafb correlation with the core luminosity,i,, and those which do
models as a function dfi, graphically in Figlp. not. Among the former are the explosion time scalg, the

The results plotted in that figure show that the neutrinexplosion energyEex, and the neutron star mase,s. For a
driven mechanism as computed in our models is able to @iven initial model these integral quantities show a systin
count for diferent key observational aspects of supernovae avatiation with the boundary luminosity with only little Ster.
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In particular, these quantities (together with the mearckho 0.08 . . . .

radius) are only weaklyfeected by varying the random seed [

perturbations in the way described in Sl 4.1 (see THlks A s o

). Among the quantities which do not correlate withare e 0-06[ ]
= & *

the ones that depend on the morphology of the explosion, i.8= . o Ay

the anisotropy parameteryss the neutron star recoil velocity, ’5 0.04F o i oy X ]

v, and the neutron star acceleratiops. These show a strong < Tt o + R T % ¥

sensitivity to small dferences in the flow (e.g. to the initial E& [ "

perturbations), and hence essentially stochastic betiavibe < 0.02F ¢ X + .

large scatter of neutron star recoil velocities for Model88 [ AT

to B18-6 of between- 80 knys and 800kn's (see Tabl{illlll) 0.00 . . . .

illustrates this clearly. 20 30 40 50 60

A higher luminosity,Li,, from the neutron star core causes
the explosion to develop faster, to become more energetic, a
to leave behind a neutron star with a smaller mass, becasse le ) )
material can be accreted onto the core when the explosion Big 10- Mass of the gain layer at the onset of the explosion
curs faster. The monotonic correlation betwégnand the ex- (fexp) @s @ function of the boundary luminosity for the set of
plosion energye. shows that our chosen approach to param%‘pdels d|s_played in Fidll 9. F.or every initial model theresexi
terise our simulations can also be interpreted as one irstefm &N @Pproximately linear relation betweangain andLi.
explosion energy. In this sengg andEey, can be exchanged
as governing parameters. Note, however, thal i, rela-
tion differs between the initial models.

A similar behaviour is also visible in FiglliLO for

Ly [10°" erg/s]

simulations with the . al. progenitor delays the de
velopment of convective motions, and thus the onset of the ex
. . . __plosion ¢exp) compared to the other models. This prolongs the
AMgainltep), the_ mass contained in the gain layer at M6 that the revived bounce-shock needs to reach a ceaain r
fexp: @S & function ofLj, for all models. In fact, it is actu- dius. It also reduces the explosion energy, and leads tagarlar

ally AMgain(texp) Which is responsible for the progenitor depene o star mass, for a given value of the boundary lumiyosi
dence of theiy-Eexp relation visible in Figl®, mainly because, '

the recombination of free nucleonsdmarticles and nuclei in
the expanding and cooling ejecta from the gain layer yield

significant fraction of the final explosion energy. This @¥er 7 yariation of the initial perturbations described in S,

Corlt”?fht'on |n|crgases with _m(;re rtnatis in the g?'tr;] Iayer.t'_l' fie can understand that there is no clear correlation batwee
restotthe explosion energy IS due 1o the power of the ne ”nLib and the quantitiesgas v°, andal’®, which depend on the ex-

driven wind of the proto-neutron star (see Apperllix C). 8in losion morphology. When, howevergasis plotted as a func-

AMgain(fexp) d_epends on the mass accre'uc_m rate_ through §n of the explosion energy (see Hill 11), it becomes apypare
shoz_:k, there is a depend_eru_:e on the density p_rofl_le_z of the_ Pif5t the area near the upper right corner in dg-Eexp dia-
genitor star. The diierent initial models reveal significant dif- C g

. : ) gram, satisfying
ferences in this respect. In particular, 1 . ctab-p
genitorexhibif[s cons?(_jerably higher densities at the eddiee @gas/ @0 + Eexp/ Eexpo > 1 (6)
iron core and in the silicon shell than the Woosley et al. nimde
but this progenitor explodes later and thus at a time when théh Eeypo ~ 2 X 10°%erg andag ~ 0.3, is almost void. This
mass accretion rate has already decreased significantly.  indicates that high-energy explosions with large anigne®

It should be noted that rotation will alséfectAMgain(texy) —are disfavoured, which is plausible because there is it su
(see Seclll6). The systematically larger mass of the gaér lagient time available for high-order modes to merge. In order
(Fig. ), and the up te- 50% higher explosion energies ofto assess the impact of this result on the neutron star recoil
the rotating models compared to the non-rotating modelseof toy virtue of Eq. [lll), we need to consider also the scalar
s15s7b2 progenitor (Fifll 9), though, are strongligeted by quantity Pej, which is defined in Eq lijiilll2). FigullliL1 shows
the larger initial perturbations that we have used in thatiog that it is linearly increasing with the explosion energync®
case (see SecllB.2 dd 6). [V o agasPej, this increase oPgj With Eexp Will tend to com-

A progenitor dependence is also visible in case.gfand pensate the smaller values @fas for higher explosion ener-
Mys as a function ofLi,, as displayed in the left column ofgies. Therefore high neutron star velocities (up to 80Qkat
Fig.ll. The simulations that are based on the neweé¢dpro- = 1s) can result for a wide range of explosion energies, or,
genitor model s15s7b2 | ) Vi 1995) give erquivalently, boundary luminosities (cf. FI§J. 9). Indeed see
plosion time scales that are systematically highe~b$0%, that neither bipolar oscillations nor the dominance of anl
and final neutron star masses that are higherh}0% than mode are excluded when the explosion energy is moderately
those of the olde _al_)88) core. On the othiarge. We expect, however, that forfBaiently large bound-
hand, the results belonging to t .t 22 2000) prary luminosities the explosion time scale, and correspuagidi
genitor again exhibit larger systematic deviations fromst agas Will become so small that the neutron star velocities will
for the Woosley et al. stars. The higher mass accretion naterémain low for (very) large explosion energies.

ib-
We focus now on the right column of Fi. 9. Recalling the
5hf’bhly nonlinear, chaotic hydrodynamic evolution in respe
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Fig. 11. Anisotropy parametetgss (upper panel) and (scalar)Fig. 12. Top: Neutron star acceleration as a function of the neu-

quasi-momentum of the eject®y;, (lower panel, see EIJllL2) tron star velocity after one secorhrrom: Acceleration com-

for a time of 1 second after core bounce as a function of the g@uted as time-averaged value over the last half of a second of

plosion energy. The éierent symbols have the same meanintye simulations versus neutron star velocity. The acciédera

asin Figb. is multiplied by a factowr = sign¢?®), i.e. o(al® < 0 corre-
sponds to a deceleration of the neutron star. THemdint sym-
bols have the same meaning as in llg. 9. Typically, low values

An important result of the present work is that neutron stags the accelerationof(a? < 250 knys?) are associated with

which have attained high velocities at= 1s typically expe- |ow velocities ("% < 200 knys), while much higher values

rience very high accelerations, too (reaching up to mora thgf (4 are reached for higher velocitigg9. This suggests

700 knys’). This becomes apparent in the panels of . 180 components of the distribution, one with low velocities

which display the acceleration at the end of our simulatiogsd lower average acceleration values and one with both val-

(top) or averaged over the last half of a second, respegtiveles being higher. The thin solid line indicates the meanesalu

as a function of the neutron star recoil velocity. In fact twegf o(a®), binned in velocity intervals of 100 kfs.

populations of models may be discriminated, a low-velgcity

low-acceleration component and a second component extend- . . . . .

ing to much higher accelerations and velocities. The latter pattern of convection via the H‘i’"af?d condition, which esat

tains simulations with a strong contribution of the 1 mode, that the flow is stable to convection if

whereas the former is made up of models in which 2 or Ch:=Cs+CL (7)
higher modes are dominant. Since in many of the simulations 1di2 1 P s

the accelerations are still high at= 1 s, one can expect that =3 J: L 24, {(_p) Vs +( p) Vye} >0,
their neutron star recoil velocities will significantly ir@ase at ode p S py, Y. Jps

still later times. We will discuss this in Seli7 .4. holds (see e.¢ : )78). Heris the total (gravitational

and centrifugal) acceleration, afdis the specific angular mo-
mentum (., = x - v4, Wherex = rsing is the distance from
the axis of rotation). In the non-rotating case the conditio
We have shown that the magnitude of the neutron star reanfilEq. ) reduces to the familiar Ledoux criterion for stabi
depends sensitively on the convective mode. Here we will caty, C. > 0, whereas for negligible entropy- arvgd-gradients
sider the influence of rotation, which can have fieet on the Eq. lf) becomes the Solberg-conditiog > 0.

6. The effects of rotation
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0.0t . . R18-c | Fig. 14. Distribution of the specific angular momentujnof
107 108 102 therotating model R18-c at= 150 ms. Matter with larger and
r [em] larger specific angular momentum has fallen through thekshoc

(outer solid line), which leads to an overall positive geadi
Fig. 13. Radial profiles of the specific angular momentym, dj.?/dx in the gain layer. However, due to convection, which is
at the equator of Model R18-c for several times after the stauppressed only near the poles, jhstratification and its gra-
of the simulation. dient are locally perturbed. The rotation axis is oriented-h
zontally.

] R18—c entropy [kg/nuc] B
= 0.400 sec

In order to investigate how rotation changes the morphol- g 1.5

ogy, the energetics of the explosion, and the neutron stailre « 12
velocities, we have computed the R-series of our modelsd@he —, '-© 10
models start from a post-bounce configuration with a pertur- x 05 8
bation amplitude of several percent (cf. Sdll 3.2), which i ' 6
more than an order of magnitude larger than the standard per- 4
turbations that we employed in our non-rotating modelshSuc -2 -1 e O% ern] ! 2

a large increase of the perturbation amplitude leads ta@&oti

able Ch?‘”ges in the explpsmn time scale and energy. A Cleﬁg. 15. Entropy distribution of the rotating Model R18-c
discussion of rotationally inducedfects therefore requires r®-400 ms after the start of the simulations. The white line rark

computing some of the non-rotating models with a higher e supernova shock. Note the two polar downflows. The rota-
plitude of the initial random perturbations. We do this isea tion axis is oriented horizontally
0 g

of Models W12-c and W18-c (see Tallle 2), in which the sam
initial perturbations are applied as in Models R12-c and-R.18
whose results are also listed in Tallle 2. 6.2. Morphology

The rotating models evolve almost identically to the non-
6.1. Evolution of the rotation rate rotating ones during the first 75ms after the start of the cal-
culations. This is so because the Solberg-te?g,is negligi-
The initial rotation profile that we employ was discussedén dble in this early phase. The total angular momentum and the
tail by .l.4) (see also Fig. 1 there). Our ceoi derivative of;, in the postshock region are initially rather small
of this angular velocity profile on the one hand maximisea-rot(Fig.llB). However, the influence of the Solberg term incesas
tional dfects in view of the most recent evolution calculationwith time because there is a positive gradienj.aipstream of
for magnetised rotating massive stars: it yields rotatimes the shock, and matter with increasingly large specific agul
that are more than a factor of two higher in the iron core, amiomentum is advected into the postshock region (seeligs. 13
on average a factor of ten higher in the silicon shell than andll}). Therefore the positive derivative pfwith x grows
the calculations o < al1)04). On the other handwithin the postshock flow. Note that, since we assume axisym-
avoids sub-millisecond rotation of the newly formed nentrametry, there are no forces (other than fictitious ones) gatig
star, which would result for rotation rates that are sigaiiity direction, and hence no source termsjfcaire present. The spe-
higher than the 0.5 raslwith which our iron core was assumedtific angular momentum of a fluid element therefore remains
to rotate prior to collapse. With our “standard” contrantiaw constant, and, is simply carried along with the flow.
the proto-neutron stapins up due to angular momentum con-  Fort > 75 ms this causes the Solberg term to become suf-
servation to a maximum angular velocity of abowt B’ rad/s ficiently large so that it fiects the pattern of convection and
at one second after core bounce. This corresponds to a réias leads to dierences compared to the non-rotating case: All
tion period of several milliseconds at the end of our simofet the rotating models develop downflows at both poles, whereas
(and close to £2 ms after NS contraction to a radius of 10 km}here is no preference for the formation of polar downflows in



Scheck et al.: Multidimensional supernova simulations 17

Table 2. Rotating and non-rotating models with the same initial pbdtions. For more details, see the caption of THEE A.1.

Model Ly, AE%ore AYe,cc:)re (Lsoo) AEs00 Eexp Texp M V?S V?sv “?S Qgas dshock
[B/s] [B] [B/s] [B] [B] [s]  [Mo] [km/s] [kmys]  [km/s’]

W12-c 29.7 715 0.11 68.7 57.1 040 0.301 1.535 44.4 54.0 8343 0.63

W18-c 445 107.3 0.16 79.0 61.1 1.06 0.215 1.392 640.4 -8.5 4.4440.21 0.08

R12-c 29.7 715 0.11 64.8 51.1 0.43 0.329 1.480 49.9 31.3 1148.04 -0.03

R18-c 44.5 107.3 0.16 75.5 58.1 1.26 0.236 1.345 166.1 -3.5 6.2110.04 0.05

7_ T T T T i 7__ T T T T T T T i
10 equator, t = 50 ms j 10 equator, t = 150 ms §

108 1 10tk ]

10E \ P TN

10%E

10° 4 10°
102 1 1 1 1 102 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1.0 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2.0 1.0 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2.0 2.2 2.4
r[1O7 cm] r[1O7 cm]
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pole, t = 50 ms 3 pole, t = 150 ms
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1.0 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2.0 1.0 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2.0 2.2 2.4
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Fig.16. Radial profiles of the Solberg-terr@s, and of the Ledoux-ternG,, (see Eqli7) fow = 5° (“pole”) and§ = 90°
(“equator”) in Model R18-c. We show these quantitiesfer 50 ms (left column) and = 150 ms (right column). For regions
in which Cs or C_ are negative, the absolute values are plotted as dottesl ixie = 50 ms|C.| > |Cs| and unstable regions
(CL + Cs < 0) are present for both latitudes. At a time of 150 ms the @ratdij.?/dx has become sficiently large to make
Cs > |C.| at the pole, and thus to stabilise the flow, whereas in thetegabregion|Csg| is still small.

the non-rotating models (compare Al 15 with Fil§s. 2lind R)essed and perturbations of a gas configuration in rotation
These polar downflows remain stable until they are blown awayuilibrium can only grow parallel to the axis of rotation.

from the vicinity of the neutron star by the neutrino-driven ., & 75ms this stabilising féect of the positive angu-
wind. The stabilisation is caused by the positiveerivative |5 momentum derivative becomesfistiently large to sup-
of jZ in the Solberg term, which is amplified by the factgrd press convection near the axis of rotation, i.e. to make=

near the axis of rotation. Given a pos@tive derivativej&f a Cs+CL > Othere. In the rest of the postshock flow the Solberg
matter eleme_nt pushezd tgwards the axis feelg alarger tentrjgo iy is negligible (because of its dependence S compared
gal acceleratiom. = j:/x than the surrounding matter, and the | edoux term (i.6Cs| < ICL|) and convection is not af-

therefore moves back to its original position. Analogoualy fected much. Radial profiles 6fs andC, illustrating this situ-
fluid element pushed away from the axis feels a restoringforg;ion are shown in FiglL6.

as well. Thus, perturbations perpendicular to the axis ape s
The fact that only polar downflows and no polar outflows

form can also be easily explained. Material inside a polar
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guent phase, in which the explosion energy increases furthe
due to the neutrino-driven wind (see AIJlIC.6 and Appellllix C)
Itis caused by the larger equatorial shock radius in thdirga
model R18-c and the thus wider gain layer, which increases th
recombining mass by.013M, compared to the non-rotating
case.

dshock

6.4. Neutron star recoil

What are the implications of the morphologicafdrences be-
tween rotating and non-rotating models for the neutron star
kicks? In the non-rotating case the highest recoil was obthi
for Model B18-3, in which a pronouncdd= 1 mode with a
single polar downflow is present. In the rotating case such a

Fig.17. Evolution of the shock deformation parametifock . . .
(see EqIB) for the rotating (R-series) and the non—mgatiﬂow pattern cannot establish, since we always ot_)taln dow_n—
flows at both poles. However, significant asymmetries cdin sti

models (W-series). Positive and negative valuegqf char- develop, since one of the polar accretion funnels may be much

:\(/:;el;lse oblate and prolate deformation of the shock, [ESpgtrongerthan the other, or a third downflow may be dominating

the mass distribution. High neutron star recoils are thupre
cluded, although we expect the mean and the maximum kicks
to be somewhat smaller than in the non-rotating case.

downflow always consists of the lowegtgas which is ad- i ) ) ]
vected through the shock (see Al 14). This guaranteeble sta Th_e result; of our rather few simulations, which comprise
situation because the angular momentum derivative wita- ©Nly nine rotating models (see TabllA.4 #hd 2), are in agree
mains positive. In contrast, a polar outflow, i.e. a risingapo MeNt with this expectation: The largest neutron star recil
bubble, would contain postshock matter that would be ratH@fity obtained in the R-series of models is 32)/kpwhereas
well mixed, because a convective plume encompasses mdféf 640knys in case of the W-series (see Model W18-c in
from a larger range of latitudes. Therefore such a polar leubg2blel®). The average kick velocities for the R- and W-type
would not consist of gas with a lowgrthan the infalling mate- models are 151 ks, and 280 kii's, respectively. If one omits
rial near the poles that surrounds such a bubble. This &ituatMode! W18-c, the only W-type model with a “purie = 1
would therefore be unstable due to the absence of a positiy@de”, the average kick velocity of the non-rotating models
derivative g,2/dx. decr_eases to only 2_28_I¢En i.e. |t.|s 50% larger than_ that of the

Besides the dierences in the pattern of convection anothé&Ptating models. This is a relatively moderateeet if one re-
morphological diference becomes evident: The rotating mod&!!S that the initial angular velocity assumed in the proge
els remain more spherical, whereas the non-rotating manlel$Ore Of our calculations is clearly extreme compared todktee r
general develop a clear prolate deformation (. 17). Thistion rates obtained from the latest stellar evolution dalbons
partly due to the polar downflows, which damp the shock ke ' )4).
pansion near the poles. A second reason is the centrifugal ac
celeration of the matter between neutron star anql shockn@wg 5. Spin-kick alignment?
to the accumulation of angular momentum behind the shock,
the initially weak centrifugal forces increase, and thedial Does rotation lead to an alignment of the kick direction with
components reach up to 20% of the gravitational acceleratithe rotation axis (the so called “spin-kick alignment”)?i§h
Consequently the shock is pushed out farther in the equagoestion cannot be conclusively answered on the basis of two
rial region than in the non-rotating models. This has irgéng dimensional axisymmetric simulations, because in this taes
consequences for the explosion energy. neutron star kick is always along the rotation axis due to the
assumed symmetry of the calculations.

However in the context of our kick scenario also in the
three-dimensional caséects can be imagined which may lead
In both rotating Models R12-c and R18-c that are listed o a spin-kick alignment. On the one hand, the rotation axés i
Tablel the explosion energies are higher and the neutron steeferred physical direction of the system such that theldev
masses are correspondingly lower than in their non-ragatinpment of global anisotropies (e.g. polar accretion anflavat
counterparts, W12-c and W18-c, also listed in that Tableipolar oscillations) might be favoured along this direntiOn
In case of models R18-c and W18-c the energffedénce the other hand, if the rotation period is smaller than thetion
amounts to~ 20% (i.e. 02 x 10°*erg) and must be causedof the neutron star kick by a one-sided, non-axial accetarat
by rotational €ects. This diference builds up when the ex<in the corotating frame), then any asymmetry will retaityon
panding and cooling neutrino-heated matter in the gainrlayits component parallel to the spin axis, while the perpeuidic
recombines from free nucleons to alpha particles (andypartiomponent will be reduced or extinguished by rotationaf-ave
to nuclei) and remains approximately constant in the subsejing.

6.3. Energetics
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Our results seem to suggest that the fifié& may be the results in a “neutrino-rocket engine” that kicks the nentstar
more important one. For the angular momentum present in @onithe opposite direction (this circumstance was observedd a
models there is a tendency of anisotropies (e.g. of downfloveiscussed before I ) )04). However, the accelerdtien
to develop preferably aligned with the rotation axis. WHide to the neutrino emission remains small because the anjgotro
the relatively “fast” rotation of our models (in the senss-di parameter of the accretion luminosity is typically only afe
cussed in SectiliB.2 alll6.1), the secafecemay also con- per cent.
tribute to produce spin-kick alignment, the influence ofarot
tional averaging will be weaker for slower and possibly more There are several reasons for that. On the one hand, the
realistic rotation. In case of “slow” rotation, i.e. for sppe- heutrino-radiating tip of the accretion downstream is high
riods of tens of milliseconds in the nascent neutron star apgstable and its position varies with time, reducing the-neu
many hundreds of milliseconds in the neutrino-heated convé'ino emission anisotropy by temporal averaging. On theioth
tive postshock layer (which are ten times or more larger thBand there is a projection factor of adsf the downflow im-
in our models), rotation will be unable to enforce perfeigrl  Pact polar angleg, to be included due to the axial symmetry
ment of the directions of kick and spin. of our models. This factor also reduces the kick. Finallg th

Depending on the amount of angular momentum in tAigne scale of neutrino energy release from the accreted mat-
supernova core, the hydrodynamic kick mechanism discusé@gis typically significantly longer (the cooling time seab
in this paper therefore allows for both possibilities, skick ©Of order 10 ms) than the time scale that the gas remains com-
alignment for rapid neutron star rotationg(< 1s) and mis- Pressed in the downflow tips (between 0.1 and 1 ms) before
alignment or incomplete alignment for long rotation pesodt spreads around the neutron star surface. Only very close t
(ths > SOme 100 ms). This seems to be compatible with rthe lower end of the downdrafts the density of the gas is so
cent studies of observational constraints on neutron stask high (o < 10*gcnm®) that the neutrino emission is extremely

for isolated pulsars and for neutron stars in binary syste#@ge. During its violent impact on the NS surface, the gas,
( | 6), although the interpretation of obséonat however, overshoots equilibrium conditions. Once deegdet;

is stillvambiguous . )05). it bounces back, reexpands immediately, and wraps aroend th
neutron star at radii considerably larger than the minimadius

of impact. This is mainly due to the fact that the gas comes
from far out in the progenitor star and is shock heated dur-
ing accretion. As a consequence, its entropy is still carsid

We have seen above that rotation, even if it is noticeablgfasably higher than the entropy of the layers around and inside
than in the most recent stellar evolution models, does et pthe neutrinosphere (remember that neutrino cooling dutiag
clude neutron star kicks of several hundred&nowever, we infall is too slow to cool the gasficiently). Therefore the gas
have made a number of approximations in our post-processil@gits and forms an essentially spherical, high-entropyamel
analysis and used assumptions in our simulations whosecimgensity p ~ 10'°g cn3) envelope that radiates neutrinos with
on the neutron star recoil still needs to be assessed. Iti@uldi Significantly lower rates than the dense tips of the impiggin
we have stopped most of our simulations at a time of one sé@wnflows. A part of the gas is integrated in the cooling layer
ond after core bounce, when the neutron star acceleration w&d in response to the neutrino losses settles rather stmwly
in many cases, still high. Hence we need to comment also & NS, while the other, higher-entropy part is added to éhe r

the later evolution of the kicks. These issues are disclissedion outside of the gain radius and is neutrino-heated itntil
the following. is blown away again in the neutrino-driven wind. As a result,

our models reveal that only at most 10—-15% of the binding en-

. . . L ergy of the infalling gas in the downflows are radiated highly
7.1. Anisotropic neutrino emission anisotropically. A much larger part of the released gréiciteal
The neutron star recoil velocities!’, that are listed in binding energy is not emitted in the downflows but from the
TablesHlLIb are computed from EQElll10), i.e. they d@ssentially spherical layer enwrapping the nascent NSetrd s
not include the fiects of anisotropic neutrino emission. Adling onit’. Due to the mass ejection in the wind, the total rate
we show in Appendifl, anisotropic neutrino emission resulPf energy loss in neutrinos is actually significantly smathen
in a correctiony””, of the neutron star velocity which is de-the rate of release of gravitational binding energy comesi
scribed by Eqs Iillll7) andlillL9). In Sclll4.4 we have dRg to stationary accretion with the mass infall rate thiotie
ready seen that this correction is small for Models B12 aft@wnflow.
B18. This actually holds for most models. Only in a few cases
is VI%"/v™ > 10%, and in most of these cases the neutron stars
have small recoil velocities (cf. TabllENEER.5). The eor
tlpn due_to anisotropic neutrino emission in gengral redie " It should be noted that our transport approximation, whish a
k'd_(' This Can, be understpod from the fact that in most mOdeaJémes that the transport equations in radial direction essolved in-
asingle prominent accretion funnelis present. The neli@n gependently in all angular zones of the grid, has the tendenaver-
recoil caused by gas anisotropies is always directed tawvagdtimate the neutrino emission anisotropy compared tdyarfulltidi-
this downflow, while the neutrino emission associated with t mensional treatment. Therefore our “neutrino recoil” kely to be an
“hot spot” created by the downflow on the neutron star surfaapper limit of the correspondingfect rather than an underestimation.

7. Robustness and long-time evolution of the
neutron star recoils
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7.2. Inertial mass of the neutron star 7.3. Neutron star contraction and gravitational
potential

In most of our simulations we make the simplifying assumigor practical reasons, all simulations listed in Tadill-A.1
tion that the inertial mass of the neutron star is infinite, the Il and Tablell2 were performed with our “standard” pre-
consequences of the neutron star motion are ignored diming4dcription for the contraction of the neutron star core (see
hydrodynamic simulation. This assumption is dropped in ORg:ct. JllL), although the “rapid contraction case” als di
set of models which is listed in Tadillh.5. In these simulagio cyssed in Secill.l is potentially more realistic. To wtud
the feedbackigect of the neutron star motion is taken into agne corresponding ffierences, we take the “high-perturbation”,
count by changing the frame of reference in every time stefyn-rotating Model W12-c (see Sellk. 6 and Téble 2) as a refer-
thus allowing the ejecta to move relative to the neutronistar ence case and perform an additional simulation, Model W12F-
stead of following the neutron star motion through the amibiec iy which we replace the slowly contracting inner boundary
gas (see Sedll.3 and Appendiliés Allihd B). of Model W12-c with the prescription for a rapidly contraugi

, , proto-neutron star. Tabll 3 compares some quantities chara
Comparing the results obtained from both approaches fo{e"i‘ising the two models

sample of about 30 simulations (which made use of the bound- Model W12F-c explodes earlier and attains a higher ex-

ary parameters of Mod_els B12 and B18), one Sees that EH’fgsion energy than Model W12-c. This can be explained by
given model, all else being equal, developSatent explosion e f4ct that for a smaller inner boundary radius more gravi-

asymmetry and therefore NS kick, although the explosion Stional energy is released, and that for a shorter comntract

ergy and time scale are very similar (see Tall A. 1Bl A.p)o scale this release occurs earlier (see also Appdlidix C)
The ensemble distribution of kick velocities, however,880 \yi, WS(1s) = 611 knys the neutron star recoil velocity of
z

little change, and in particular neutron star velocitieeXeess \1q4al\W12E-cis very high. Large kicks are also found in a set

of 400kms after 1s of post-l_aounce_evolutlon are found 'St simulations performed with rapid boundary contractiéor
gardless of whether the relative motion of the neutron Hartésting this we consider for instance cases with

included or not.
1. smaller initial random velocity perturbations of 0.1%
Inspecting our simulations with and without NS motion, (Model W12F in FiglllB),
we can actually not discover any obviousfefences caused 2. a Newtonian gravitational potential and a constant ekntr

by the moving NS (the reader is invited to have a look at the point mass chosen such that the same initial gravitational
movies for Models B12 and B12-m6 which are prOVided as ON- gcceleration is obtained at a mass Coordinateb% as

line material of this article). We think that there are a ggyi in the models o al103), see Models W12F-n0,
of reasons for that. In the first place, the neutron star acgel ~ \W12F-n1 and W12F-n2 in FigiliL8,

tion and velocity are typically rather small, in particubs®fore 3. a Newtonian gravitational potential and a varying centra
and just after the explosion is launched when the accetérati  point mass, which is increased with time to reproduce the

is still unsteady (see Figll 8 allll 18). Secondly, the downflow eyolution of the gravitational acceleration at a mass coor-
deceleration and impact on the NS surface are so extremely Vi dinate of 11 M, in the models o all1)03), see
olentand create so much sound wave and shock activity tatth Mmodels W12F-nv, W12F-nv1 and W12F-nv2 in Flifil 18.
small egfect of NS motion cannot be discerned from other dy-

namical éfects. Thirdly, the downflows and also the neutrind?ll of these models have in common that they explode more
driven wind at later stages are so fastl0 000 knis) and their quickly than models with the standard boundary contraction
accelerations so high that the neutron star motion even wif@t, for all of these variations we obtain at least one simula

hundreds of kirs (but still rather modest acceleration) is onl§ion with a neutron star recoil velocity of more than 400/em
a small correction. atr = 1s (see Fidill8). This demonstrates that a faster neutron

star contraction does not preclude high neutron star kiokls a

Since the explosions in our models are triggered by nen-particular, it shows that it igot the absolute value of the
trino heating, supported by violent hydrodynamic insiéibs, rime scale for the onset of the explosion which matters. What
we suspect that the influence of the neutron star motion mighatters is theatio of the explosion time scale to the growth
just be masked and dwarfed by other dynamics so that the me scale of low-mode anisotropies by hydrodynamic insta-
plosion energy and time scale do not reveal any visible depéilities like convection, the acoustic-vortex cycle or thASI
dence. On the other hand, the nonlinear growth of the hydraechanism. With the faster shrinking of the neutron star not
dynamic instabilities in the shocked layer is so chaotit &my only the explosion time scale decreases, but also otherrimpo
small changes, independent of their detailed origin (elidr, tant conditions change. In particular the advection timedesc
ferent initial seed perturbations,fifirent rounding errors onin the postshock layer and the sound travel time betweerkshoc
different computers, fierent neutrino interactions, the movingand neutron star become shorter, because the faster Nacontr
neutron star, etc.) lead to modifications of the mass and ntion initially leads to a smaller shock radius, too. Therefthe
mentum distributions at the end of our simulations. Takimtgi velocities ahead and behind the stalled shock are highe¢hand
accountthe NS motion by our transformation does not have atgnsities in the accretion layer are larger. Since the fldtepa
specific consequences compared to ottiéces that influence between shock and neutron star surface reacts and adjusts on
randomness. hydrodynamic time scale, which is significantly shortermtha
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Table 3. Important parameters of models W12-c and W12F-c.

Model Lip AE%ore AYecore (Lsoo? AEspo Eexp Texp Ms V?s V?SV “?s Qgas dshock
(B/s] (B] [B/s] B] [B] [s] [Mo] [kmys] [kmys] [km/s’]
W12-c 29.7 71.5 0.11 68.7 571 040 0.301 1.535 44.4 54.0 89H3 0.63
W12F-c  29.7 101.2 0.08 110.9 62.0 094 0.118 1411 6117 -1.9%80.6 0.21 0.31
. , , , , In our largest sample of models sharing the same (slowly
600 F —— W12F—c ] contracting) boundary condition, i.e. the 18 B18-like misde
F o W12F ] listed in TableJlliL anil5, only three simulations develop
E — - - W12F-n0 , neutron star recoil velocities of more than 500/smand only
500F = =+ W12F-n1 -7~ 4 seven produce neutron stars with more than 300sat 1 sec-
F mg::fo F— i ond. In contrast, in just eight simulations with rapid boaryd
— 400F —— W12F—ny1 SN A contraction we obtain six models with neutron star velesiti
< E W12F=nv2 R of more than 300kns and three models with neutron stars
_§ 3 moving faster than 500 kys (Fig.llB). Better statistics would
— 300F require more simulations, which should also be based on the
@_; : same initial modéland should make use of the same gravita-
: tional potential.
200:_ We performed some of the simulations discussed above
: with Newtonian gravity to demonstrate that the choice of the
100 F effective relativistic potential in our models was not ess#nti
: for our results. We recall that only when we use the Newtonian
Og ( g gravitational potential, momentum conservation can be ex-
0.0 0.2 0.4 06 0.8 1.0 pected analytically (|rrespef:t|ve of ngmerlcal errors emﬂe
’ time [S]' ’ pendent of whether the point mass is increased with time, or

Fig. 18. Neutron star velocities (absolute values) as functio

of time for Models W12F-c, W12F and several other mode,

with fast neutron star contraction. In six out of eight made
the neutron star moves faster than 30Qkmtr = 1 s.

the contraction time scale of the neutron star, the growth
nonradial instabilities is accelerated in case of shoryead-
ical time scales in the accretion layer. Low-mode flow ther
fore develops faster (more details will be given in Schea.et
in preparation). Thus the faster NS contraction leads gelar
global ejecta asymmetry, in spite of faster explosionsaBse
of stronger neutrino heating by the higher accretion lursino

ties the explosion time scales are indeed similarly shoimas

¢

the light-bulb studies ¢ e, ..096). Thep
vious “burst-like” light-bulb calculations were actualtsither
disfavorable for large global anisotropies: Due to the high
tial luminosities they produced fast explosions, and bseanf
the extended NS the growth of low-mode nonradial instabi
ties was slow. What therefore finally matters is the ratioof e

plosion time scale to low-mode growth time scale, and not tﬁ]
absolute period of time in which the explosion develops. Th

faster growth of non-radial instabilities can result inelerger
values of the anisotropy parametggsfor “rapid” as compared

. . W
to “standard” models with the same explosion energy. Inrothﬁ-,

words, the envelope in theyas— Eexp plane of Figllll appears
shifted towards larger values afsfor a faster contraction of

not). The results therefore show that large neutron stavilrec
velocities arenot linked to any violation of total momentum
@Bnservation associated with the use of theaive relativistic
tential (see the discussion in S@lll 4.4).

7.4. Long-time evolution of the neutron star kicks

In, order to investigate how the neutron star recoil velesiti
(9\];olve beyond a time of one second after core bounce, we per-
form six exemplary long-time simulations. For these we add
950 radial zones to our grid and place the outer grid boundary
at a larger radius of #8cm, which allows us to simulate the
first 3—4 s of the post-bounce evolution. In three of the simu-
lations an infinite inertial neutron star mass is assumedewh
in the other models the hydrodynamic feedback of the neutron
star motion is taken into account. Four of the six models are
just continued from models which we have computed up to a
time of one second with our standard grid. We map the corre-
sponding data onto the larger gridrat 750 ms and extend the
initial model profile from the old to the larger outer boungar

f the new grid.

o The evolution of the neutron star velocities for all of the

ng-time simulations is displayed in FIJll19. The neutrtam s
&t Model B18-3 is accelerated to more than 120Q'kmwithin
3.7s. This demonstrates that the acceleration mechanism at
ork in our calculations has the potential to explain even th
ighest observed pulsar velocities (see ¢ L et

»). The fact that Model B18-3 is the only one in our sample

(0]

the proto-neutron star, and hence also the average redwii-ve “ The comparison between B and W models is viable, however, be-

ity (for a specified explosion energy) increases.

cause both progenitor models are quite similar.
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that produces a neutron star with more than 1000kdoes =  ~—————— T e e
not appear problematic to us. It may be a matter of low-number

ar g o 200 — B18-1t s -
statistics and might also change when more extreme conditio Foeeeee B18-3 .77
are realized in models, e.g. by a faster contraction of the ne [ ---B18 ]
tron star than assumed in our standard set of models. Inghisr 1000 | — -~ B18-mQ+~lt 5
spect the sample of simulations plotted in . 18 looks psem [ — B18-mb ]
ing. In quite a number of those the neutron stars have large v T B %fmg 1

800

e
locities at one second and also still high acceleratiors ¢sg., <
Model W12F-c in Tabl@i3). £ [
After 3—-4s the neutrino-driven wind has blown away aft~ 600
downflows from the neutron star vicinity and has generatedg_a I
nearly spherically symmetric wind bubble around it. Theref
the neutron star acceleration diminishes and the recailciel
ties approach their terminal values. The latter can be astidh i
by extrapolating the velocities at= 1's, applying an average 200
acceleration valués?®), as computed for the time interval be-
tweenr = 0.5s and 1, over a time peri@deyyapos according
to

400

Vns = V?S(t =1s)+ Atextrapol X <a?s>' (8)

The average acceleratiga’®) is introduced as a time-average

which is less sensitive to short-time variations and thienal  Fig. 19. Evolution of the neutron star velocities in six long-time
for a more robust extrapolation of the velocities. The factgimulations with the same boundary conditions as Model B18.
Atexrapol = 0.35s is “calibrated” by optimising the estimates\fter four seconds the acceleration has become very weak in
in case of the models of FigiliL9. The agreement of extrapl models and no significant further increase of the velesit
lated and computed terminal velocities is typically of the ois expected. For each model a thin horizontal line marks the
der of 10%. In the following section we use Ell (8) to estextrapolated velocity value according to Eql8), which is a
mate the final neutron star velocities for all models listed rough estimate of the final neutron star velocity.
TabledllLIG. The basic findings of our analysis do not de-

pend on whether we usé® (the acceleration values at the end

of our simulations) oKa?®) (the mean values in the lastS®) A comparison of the panels in FifJili20 shows that most
for extrapolating the velocities beyond the simulatedquof neutron stars of the high-velocity and high-acceleratimug
one second of evolution. (which is indicated by the darker shading) accelerate toifsig
cantly higher velocities on time scales longer than onersgco
In contrast, only very few stars of the low-velocity groupch
velocities in excess of 200 kis1 As a consequence, a minimum
develops in the extrapolated distribution around 300skisep-
In Sectlb we pointed out that FIJlli12, showing the neutran s&fating clearly the two components in velocity space.
velocities and accelerations at 1s, suggests the existence We interpret this result as an interesting demonstratiat th
of two groups of models. One group consists of cases with ldtae kick mechanism discussed here is able to produce a bimoda
velocities and on average low acceleration, and the otloenpgr distribution of neutron star velocities simply due to thespr
cases with high velocities and significantly higher average ence or absence of a domindnit 1 mode in the spatial distri-
celeration. The latter models are typically characterisgéh bution of the supernova ejecta. Invoking twéfdrent processes
strong/ = 1 mode in the flow pattern at the end of our simulder neutron star acceleration is not required. It is, howewe-
tions. clear whether this may provide an explanation of a possible
Provided the acceleration shows a trend of increasing mdignodality in the observed velocity distribution of pulsafrhe
steeply than linearly with the neutron star velocity, one eg- existence of such a bimodality is not only ambiguous, sorme au
pect a growth of the separation of both populations when tters finding hints (e.c 3, .
acceleration continues over a longer period of time. Thus a 3, A 0: t 003) while
modal velocity distribution will emerge, caused by the &rg others favour a one- component Maxwellian distributiorgy(e.
acceleration associated with the presence of a dominart £ 4, €9 ot al.
mode in the models of the high-velocity group. To test this-pc X { )5). Also the parameters for the two-
sibility, we extrapolate the neutron star motions of all of 30 component fits dfer significantly between the publications.
models listed in Tablelilill. ll.5 from one second to the ex- Though our result is inspiring as well as tantalising, we re-
pected final conditions by applying E@ (8). Figillk 20 digpla frain from making a direct connection with observationscisu
both the velocity distribution at the end of the simulatedlav attempts are hampered by the limitations of our analysigtwh
tion (att = 1s; left panel) and the terminal distribution (rightloes not only assume the extrapolation of llj. (8) to be valid
panel). for all cases. Our analysis is alsffected by our finding that

8. Implications for the neutron star velocity
distribution



Scheck et al.: Multidimensional supernova simulations 23

20 _ t 1s _ " i extrapolated

N(Vrs)

0 2 4 6 8 10 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14
Vps [100 km/sec] Vps [100 km/sec]

Fig. 20. Histograms of the neutron star velocity distribution foe th0 models of Tablcillll. llll.5. The left panel shows the
velocity distribution att = 1 s (solid black line). The darker shaded area correspontigetéraction of models whose neutron
stars are moving with more than 200 ksrone second after bounce. The same models are displayedawitishading also in
the right panel, which shows the final velocity distributmsobtained by extrapolation with Ell (8).

the magnitude of the neutron star kicks seems to dependout simulations by replacing the contracting core of theeaat
the neutron star contraction (see SHll 7.3) that is mirdigke neutron star by an inner boundary of the computational gréd a
our simulations by a moving inner boundary of the computassuming there suitable neutrino luminosities from thenoau
tional grid. Moreover, our analysis is constrained to a det star core (see the introduction I 006 fona:
15M, star$, while linking theory with observations would re-tivation and justification of this procedure in the light bétre-
quire modelling explosions for a representative distidoubf sults from recent Boltzmann transport supernova simuiajio
supernova progenitors, making reasonable assumptiong alithe boundary was placed at a Lagrangian mass coordinate of
the progenitor dependence of the explosion energy anddncltypically 1.1M,, where the neutrino optical depths were usu-
ing the dfects from binary breakup. A large set of calculatiorally 10 or higher. A systematic variation of the core neuwdrin
would have to account for the stochastic nature of the désmlis luminosities imposed at this boundary allowed us to ingadé
neutron star acceleration mechanism, thus establishindih the growth of hydrodynamic instabilities and the developme
tribution of kick velocities as a function of the progenipyop- of the explosion in dependence of the strength of the neawutrin
erties. One might have the concern that in the combined dhgating and thus of the size of the explosion energy.

of all of these runs the minimum visible in the velocity distr In contrast to previous work[, le )96;
bution of Fig Il is filled up. Finally, quantitatively meaugiful | 3) the neutrino luminosities of the nemt
calculations of neutron star kicks will ultimately have ®dib- star core in the models presented here were not assumed to de-
tained by three-dimensional modelling. cay exponentially, but — in better agreement with transpalrt

culations for the whole neutron star — were assumed to remain
(roughly) constant on a Lagrangian mass shell.@f¥,, over
hundreds of milliseconds after bounce. With this boundanyc
The aim of this work was an investigation of hydrodynamigition the approximative neutrino transport scheme deeto
instabilities in the neutrino-heated postshock layer afeeo fOr the present study ensures a radial and temporal befraiou
collapse supernovae and of the importance of such ingtabili the neutrino luminosities and mean spectral energies ds qua
for the development of explosion anisotropies and neutran statively also found in more complete and fully consistent su
kicks. pernova models, i.e. the core and accretion componentgof th
For this purpose we have presented a large number of (mBRYI{rino emission are both accounted for.
than 70) supernova simulations in two dimensions (i.eyrmss ~ Our main results can be summarised as follows.

ing axisymmetry) for dferent 15V, progenitor models, re- 1 random perturbations, by which we seed the growth of
lying on the viability of the neutrino-driven explosion nee non-radial instabilities in our simulations, can grow from

nism. Since this viability is still an open question and nplex small initial amplitudes (between 0.1% and some percent
sions are obtained in 2D models with a detailed spectrad-trea ¢ the fluid velocity) to global asphericities by convective

ment of neutrino transport for stars more massive than about instability as well as the vortical-acoustic cyc

9. Summary and conclusions

. e Lz
11M, (see 5 a,b), we triggered the explosions in LIET2), provided the time until the onset of rapid
5 The employed progenitor models, however, exhibit largéedi shock expansion is fiiciently long. Once the shock ex-
ences in core sizes and core density profiles, which actosly be pansion gains momentum, the further growth of the insta-
considered as reflecting the variations over a broader ramggenitor bilities, e.g. by the merging of smaller structures to large

masses. ones, is quenched, and the flow pattern essentially freezes
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out. Not the absolute time until explosion matters in this
context, but the ratio of the explosion time scale to the typ-
ical growth time scale of the instability. A detailed inves-
tigation of the growth of dferent kinds of non-radial in-
stabilities in the postshock flow and their competition will

do not have any qualitative influence on our results for
the neutron star kicks. Quantitatively, we discovered-indi
cations (based on a limited set of computations, however)
that a faster contraction of the forming neutron star —which
may correspond to a softer nuclear equation of state or more

be published in a subsequent paper (Scheck et al. 2006, inrapid cooling — seems to favour higher neutron star kicks on

preparation). The neutrino transport description and em-
ployed inner boundary condition for the transport used in
this work ensured a siicient delay of the shock accelera-
tion, in contrast to the light-bulb parameters employed by
ri.06) an al

early and chaotically such that the final ejecta anisotropy
turns out to be sensitive to the initial random pattern of the
seed perturbations as well as smafteliences between nu-

03). 5.
. The growth of the instabilities proceeds extremely nonli

average. This can be explained by a more rapid growth of
low-mode non-radial instabilities, leading to larger \egu

of the aniotropy parameteryas for a given explosion en-
ergy.

While the neutrino flux imposed at the inner grid bound-
ary was assumed to be isotropic in all of our simula-
tions, the neutrino radiation at large distances from the
neutron star could become anisotropic because of lateral
differences in the neutrino emission and absorption. The

merical runs (connected, e.g., to small changes in the grid biggest such dierences are associated with long-lasting,

zoning, machine roundberrors or small dierences of the
input physics). Despite thefiierent ejecta geometry, how-

narrow downflows through which the neutron star ac-
cretes gas anisotropically. The gas heats up strongly upon

. This is diferent for quantities, which depend on hemi-

ever, integral parameters of the models such as the neutronfalling towards the neutron star surface and getting decele
star mass, explosion time scale or explosion energy, show ated in shocks. We found, however, that the correspond-
little variability. ing anisotropic neutrino emission produces a neutrino-
mediated acceleration which accounts only for small cor-
spheric asymmetries. The instabilities lead to symmetry rections to the neutron star velocities produced by the
breaking and the ejecta can attain a net linear momentum, asymmetric mass ejection. These corrections rarely exceed
balanced by the recoil absorbed by the neutron star. In prac- 10%. Both accelerations usually produce motion in oppo-
tise, the momentum exchange was found to be mediated site directions. The reason for this is that the neutron star

by gravitational as well as hydrodynamic forces. Typically

the former are more important, but in cases where the neu-

tron star accretes anisotropically over long periods oétim
also hydrodynamic interaction can contribute significantl

receives a kickowards a downflow (which attracts the neu-
tron star gravitationally or leads to a momentum deficit of
the expanding ejecta shell on the side of the downflow),
whereas the neutrino radiation is more intense in the hemi-

In our standard setup for the calculations, the neutron star sphere of the downflow and thus propels the neutron star in
is fixed (due to the use of the inner grid boundary) at the the other direction. Since the accretion luminosity is +adi
centre of the grid. Since it therefore does not start moving ated near the neutron star surface, we do not think that our
in spite of momentum gain, this situation can be considered use of the inner boundary underestimates tfflisat. The

as a case where the neutron star is assumed to have infiniteinverse is more likely. Our radial transport tends to over-
inertial mass. In order to test whether thieats the results, estimate the anisotropy of the outgoing radiation, because
we performed a number of runs by imposing the negative of truly multi-dimensional transport would redistribute fbe

the instantaneous neutron star velocity (as calculated fro cally emitted neutrinos more isotropically in all direat®

its attained momentum) on the ambient gas on the compu- instead of favouring their radial propagation (see the dis-
tational grid. This leads to a collective gas motion rekativ.  cussion ir \ D4).

to the neutron star fixed at the grid centre and correspon@s After one second of post-bounce evolution, which was the
to a change of the frame of reference by applying a Galilei period of time we simulated for most models, we obtained
transformation after every hydrodynamics step. Of course, maximum neutron star velocities up to 800/&nThe mod-

for any given model, all else being equal, the model with the els appear grouped in two populations, one in which the
transformation yields a fferent explosion asymmetry and  neutron stars move with less than 200/krand have low

a different neutron star kick (but still very similar explosion acceleration at = 1s, and another one, roughly equally
energy and time scale). But despite thedtedénces of in- strong, where the stars have velocities higher than 206 km
dividual simulations, we could not detect any significant and on average also higher accelerations (sedilig. 12, and
changes of the ensemble behaviour with respect to explo- the left panel of Fighill0). The two groupdTdir by the ab-
sion parameters or magnitude and distribution of neutron sence or presence, respectively, of a strong or dominant
star kick velocities. [ = 1 dipole mode in the gas distribution around the neutron

. Further tests also showed that the details of the neu- star. The simulated models cover roughly equally a range of

trino treatment, the employed gravitational potentiad.(i. explosion energies between abol8 8 10°*erg and more
performing the simulations with Newtonian gravity or than 15x10°erg. We could not detect any systematic vari-
an dfective relativistic potential according tal. ations of the typical magnitude or scatter of the kick veloci
5), the assumed amplitude of initial perturbations or ties with the explosion energy. We also did not discover any
the assumed contraction of the inner grid boundary (which obvious correlation of the kicks with the properties of the

mimics the shrinking of the cooling nascent neutron star) three considered 14 progenitor stars, which exhibited
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major diferences in their core sizes and density structuremt reveal systematic fierences of the kicks in dependence
Rotation with a fairly high pre-collapse rate of 0.5fdh of the explosion energy or progenitor structure, we do neit fe
the iron core, which in view of the most recent stellar evable to exclude that a correlation of both over the range of su
lution models is probably unrealistically large for ordipa pernova progenitors could conspire such that the bimgdaidit
supernovae (se ot 004), lead to slightly higtég.ll gets wiped out.
explosion energies (due to a larger mass in the gain layer), The proposed hydrodynamic kick mechanism, however,
a more spherical shock surface, and the presence of doveads to an unambiguous prediction, which might be tested by
flows at both poles of the rotating neutron star. This sufisture detailed observations of supernova remnants: Thee me
gests a weaker contribution of &= 1 mode in this situa- sured neutron star velocity should be directed oppositédo t
tion compared to the nonrotating models, where downflowsomentum of the gaseous supernova ejecta. Thisflisrdint
in only one hemisphere are rather common. Although vefom many theories which explain pulsar kicks by anisotcopi
extreme cases were missing in our fairly small sample néutrino emission from the nascent neutron star. In that cas
simulations with such rapid rotation, we nevertheless otite direction of the acceleration can be independent ofajec
tained kick velocities in excess of 300 ker(still rising at asymmetries.
one second after bounce), and could not detect any bias to- Apart from all the assumptions and approximations enter-
wards the group with low velocities and low average accehg this work and discussed in detail above, the biggest defi-
eration. ciency of the present analysis is the fact that it is basedouo-s

7. The two populations in our velocity distribution at one-se lations which assume axial symmetry with the polar axis ¢pein
ond are certainly interesting in view of the possibility o& coordinate singularity that is impenetrable for the fluadvfl
a bimodality in the distribution of measured pulsar velocEurrently it is neither clear to which degree pronountedl
ties, which however is still controversial. We therefore atnodes of the ejecta distribution and long-lasting downflofvs
tempted to derive from our set of about 70 simulationsatter to the neutron star can develop in the three-dimeakio
the distribution at the time the neutron stars have reachevironment, and how common they are, although first 3D sim-
their terminal velocities. In order to do that we continulations with the setup and input physics described here are
ued some of our models until 3—4 seconds, at which tinpeomising (they will be presented in a future publicationt b
the accelerations have become very small. These modsds : 15b for some results). Nor is it clear aleat t
served for calibrating the typical period of time which alistribution of neutron star recoil velocities from 3D mdsle
representative acceleration must be applied to extrapolafill be. The large number of long-time simulations requibgd
from the velocity at one second to the terminal valuethe stochastic nature and long duration of the proposedhydr
The representative acceleration was taken as the averdgeamic kick mechanism, is currently out of reach due to its
value between 0.5s and 1s after bounce, a choice whaormous demand of computer time. Our results must there-
guaranteed that short-time fluctuations of the size and &tire be considered as indicative but they are far from piiagid
rection of the acceleration (which are rather frequent otefinitive answers.
case Of. low-energetic explosions) do nqt co_rru_pt the e?l(éknowledgements. We are grateful to T. Plewa for his contribu-
trapolation. Indeed the extrapolated velocity distribntie-

i . . tions to the early stages of this project and his continuedrést
vealed a clear bimodal structure with a minimum aroung this work. to R. Buras. M. Rampp and S. Bruenn for provid-

300 kny's and a high-velocity component that extends up {y us with post-bounce models, to M. Limongi and S. Woostay f
1300 knys (right panel of Fidill0). This component consistgeir progenitor models, and to J. Niemeyer for valuablegssg
of most of the neutron stars that belong to the high-velpcitions. We would especially like to thank an anonymous refeios
high-acceleration group at one second. Both componehis careful reading of the manuscript and his many insigdumn-
are similar in strength, but this may depend on the choiceents and suggestions, which helped us to improve our papeport
of parameters for the considered set of models. The bakycthe Sonderforschungsbereich 375 on “Astroparticle raYysf
result of a bimodality, however, turned out to be very robulte Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft is acknowledgedra/so

against variations of the exact way of extrapolation. ~ 9rateful to the Institute for Nuclear Theory at the Universof
Washington for its hospitality during several visits thghout the

Alth h th b f dcedl duration of this work. The computations were performed oe th
_OUQ . e pregen_ce Qr absence of a pronournce NEC SX-53C of the Rechenzentrum Garching (RZG) and the IBM
mode in the ejecta distributiorfiers a natural as well as sugyggq clusters of the RZG and the John-von-Neumann Instfarte
gestive way to obtain a bimodality in the context of our hydr@omputing in Julich.
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Table A.1. Simulations based on tt ot g [03) post-bounce model. The luminosity time sgale

1s. Unless noted otherwise the inertial mass of the neutaniissassumed to be infinite for these and the simulatiotedlis the
following tables, i.e. the neutron star takes up momentutcénnot move on the grid. For the definitions of the listednttias

see the main text. All time-dependent quantities are gitentaner = 1s, when we terminated the simulations. Energies are
given in units of 1 B= 1 Bethe= 10°*erg.

A Elol

Model Lip v.core AYecore {Lsoo) AEspo Eexp Texp Mns V?S V?SV a?s Qgas dshock
[B/s] [B] [B/s] [B] [B] [s] [M] [km/s] [knys] [km/s’]
B10 24.7 59.6 0.09 57.1 459 0.19 0.294 1.426 -164.1 44.4 .2180.24 0.67
B11 27.2 65.5 0.10 58.8 46.3 0.27 0.280 1.401 -23.6 0.7 -248003 0.97
B12 29.7 71.5 0.11 60.6 48.7 0.37 0.220 1.399 -389.5 45.0 .43720.32 0.06
B12-1 29.7 715 0.11 60.5 475 0.33 0.228 1.377 72.8 -4.7 40D7 0.22
B12-2 29.7 71.5 0.11 60.9 485 0.39 0.212 1.391 85.8 9.7 34907 0.82
B12-3 29.7 71.5 0.11 60.9 46.5 0.38 0.207 1.369 2420 2.0 34640.18 0.97
B12-4 29.7 715 0.11 61.1 47.7 035 0.216 1.385 -115.1 20.4 54.21 0.10 0.51
B12-5 29.7 71.5 0.11 61.0 47.8 0.33 0.211 1.387 -206.9 11.6 83.14 0.19 0.52
B13 32.2 77.5 0.12 62.4 49.6 045 0.188 1.378 -355.3 32.0 .64080.25 0.36
B14 34.6 83.4 0.13 63.6 496 051 0.198 1.345 -128.0 -11.2 .7-660.07 0.40
B15 37.1 89.4 0.14 65.3 50.3 0.65 0.162 1.318 36.1 -1.0 36.02 0. 0.27
B16 39.6 95.3 0.15 66.3 51.8 0.81 0.160 1.305 -214.6 -2.6  .43340.08 0.57
B17 42.1 101.3 0.15 67.6 53.3 0.95 0.146 1.289 -25.5 14.8 .61020.01 0.05
B17-1 42.1 101.3 0.15 67.8 534 092 0.160 1.290 -354.0 5.6 02.22 0.12 0.31
B18 445 107.3 0.16 68.3 548 1.16 0.152 1.275 515.3 5.2 29@a5 0.42
B18-1 44.5 107.3 0.16 68.4 547 1.12 0.154 1.274 -126.5 -0.8 49.1- 0.04 0.20
B18-2 44.5 107.3 0.16 68.9 547 114 0.152 1.268 82.5 -5.2 5 16.02 0.07
B18-3 445 107.3 0.16 68.8 57.1 1.15 0.142 1.305 798.8 -41.2 52.15 0.24 -0.06
B18-4 44.5 107.3 0.16 68.2 546 1.14 0.150 1.272 -171.6 4.0 .7 69.05 0.46
B18-5 44.5 107.3 0.16 68.5 55.2 1.09 0.164 1280 -121.8 -09 5410.04 -0.02
B18-6 44.5 107.3 0.16 68.7 554 111 0.160 1.283 502.1 -20.6 20.02 0.15 -0.06
B18-g1 44.5 107.3 0.16 68.7 545 112 0.142 1.269 -60.3 3.9 5.4-50.02 0.06
B18-g2 445 107.3 0.16 68.7 548 112 0.138 1.273 267.9 -8.1 26.71 0.08 0.28
B18-g3 44.5 107.3 0.16 68.5 549 110 0.150 1.274 -7.4 -3.5 9 (0.00 0.02
B18-g4 44.5 107.3 0.16 68.7 545 116 0.132 1.270 -416.8 1.7150.9 0.11 0.37
B19-g1 47.0 113.2 0.17 69.6 559 131 0.148 1253 -273.8 0.3 96.7- 0.07 0.41
B19-g2 47.0 113.2 0.17 69.5 56.0 1.33 0.148 1.255 188.5 6.4 .8 48.05 0.15
B19-g3 47.0 113.2 0.17 70.0 56.6 1.26 0.132 1.263 366.6 1.1 3.7180.10 0.13
B19-g4 47.0 113.2 0.17 70.0 56.8 1.33 0.130 1.267 477.1 -18.3195.6 0.12 -0.02
B20 49.5 119.2 0.18 71.0 57.3 149 0.128 1.238 133.2 5.6 52.®%3 0 0.40
B21 51.9 125.1 0.19 72.1 585 1.72 0.122 1.222 30.6 -0.9 -20201 0.24

Table A.2. Simulations based on tl . & 0B®mpp post-bounce model. The luminosity time seals 0.7 s for
these simulations. For more details, see the caption oE .

Model Lip AEE)éore AYecore (Lsod AEseo Eexp Texp Mns V?S V?SV a?s Qgas dshock
[B/s] [B] [B/s] (Bl [B] [s] [Mo] [km/s] [knys] [km/s’]
L12 42.4 94.6 0.13 90.7 70.7 051 0321 1.677 278.5 -12.9 3334.24 0.11
L13 45.9 102.5 0.14 91.7 69.2 0.68 0.268 1.620 -92.6 -5.9  .63330.05 0.77
L14 49.5 110.4 0.15 94.6 72.8 081 0.280 1.628 482.1 -22.0 .12970.26 0.31
L15 53.0 118.3 0.17 96.2 75.2 1.02 0.266 1.617 -2395 -3.9 8.87 0.10 0.63
L16 56.5 126.2 0.18 97.8 76.3 1.07 0.256 1.586 -437.9 12.8 5.271 0.17 0.47
L17 60.1 134.0 0.19 100.3 774 119 0.256 1.558 -24.7 55 6-470.01 0.37

wherei is the zone counter\m; the mass contained in zoneFor the sake of simplicity we use here the one-dimensional
i, and the total specific energy, is given by the sum of the Newtonian expression
specific gravitational, kinetic, and internal energies,

GM(r)

1 2
€tot = €grav + 5V~ + €int.
g 2 r

(A.6) egradr) = — (A7)
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Table A.3. Simulations based on the non-rotati" a J I
nosity time scale; is 1 s for these simulations. For more deta|ls see the aapfidablcilill .

)3) post-bounce model. The lumi-

Model Lip AEtvoéore AYecore (Lson) AEseo Eexp Texp Mg V?S V?sv a?s Qgas dshock
[B/s] [B] [B/s] Bl [B] [s] [Mo] [km/s] [knys] [km/s]
W10 24.7 59.6 0.09 64.3 554 0.21 0420 1568 -129.8 42,1 .1443.15 0.81
W12 29.7 715 0.11 69.0 539 031 0.322 1501 -97.7 -9.7 51320.10 0.61
W12-1 29.7 71.5 0.11 68.0 595 0.32 0.374 1563 -363.8 81.2 77.83 0.32 0.13
w14 34.6 83.4 0.13 72.9 56.6 0.46 0.250 1.473 -62.0 -15 66.104 0 0.37
W16 39.6 95.3 0.15 76.0 585 0.67 0.244 1.430 287.2 -5.5 4640214 0.68
W18 445 107.3 0.16 79.3 615 0.89 0.226 1.401 -283.6 4.2 .129M.11 0.44
W20 49.5 119.2 0.18 82.0 63.5 136 0.216 1.354 -377.3 0.6 .02770.10 0.39
Table A.4. Simulations based on the rotati™_ ) a1 )3) post-bounce model. The luminosity

time scale; is 1s. For more details, see the caption of Tl A.1.

Model Lip AEtvoéore AYecore (Lson) AEsco  Eexp Texp Mhns V?S ?sv “?S Qgas  dshock
[B/s] (B] (B/s] (B] [B] [s]  [Mo] [kmys] [kmys] [km/s7]
R10 24.7 59.6 0.09 59.9 48.8 0.25 0.418 1.521 -15.4 -14.3  .7118.02 -0.02
R12 29.7 71.5 0.11 64.6 499 050 0.316 1.461 -2358 175 .4203.16 0.15
R14 34.6 834 0.13 69.2 524 0.69 0.264 1.420 88.4 14.6 86.94 0.0.15
R16 39.6 95.3 0.14 71.9 56.0 098 0.256 1.396 321.2 -8.9 21@u1 0.06
R18 44.5 107.3 0.16 75.8 58.3 124 0.232 1.349 -4.8 -3.7 -260000 -0.07
R18-g 445 107.3 0.16 75.8 585 1.23 0.226 1.352 -113.9 2.1 8811 0.03 0.07
R20 49.5 119.2 0.18 78.8 609 1.64 0214 1309 280.1 0.8 12396 0.14
Table A.5. Simulations based on tf tE LY 1 [3) post-bounce model. The luminosity time sgale

1s. For more details, see the caption of T. A.¥eDént from the models listed in all other tables, the recation of the
neutron star was accounted for in the simulations listed tes described in Sell.3 and Apperlllix B).

Model Ly, AEf,Oéore AYecore  {Lsoo) AEsqo Eexp Texp Ms V?s V?SV “?s Qgas dshock
[B/s] [B] [B/s] B] [B] [s] [Mo] [km/s] [knys] [km/s]
B12-m1  29.7 71.5 0.11 60.9 474 036 0.226 1.384 -56.8 -1.7 08.2 0.06 0.48
B12-m2  29.7 71.5 0.11 60.9 47.7 031 0.222 1.385 -100.0 19.1 63.5- 0.10 0.72
B12-m3  29.7 715 0.11 61.2 47.8 0.38 0.210 1.388 272.6 -16.5 1.9 90.23 0.35
B12-m4  29.7 71.5 0.11 60.9 47.0 035 0.209 1378 -104.3 -7.4197.2 0.09 0.43
B12-m5 29.7 71.5 0.11 60.8 479 035 0.219 1389 365.6 -10.1 19.12 0.32 0.47
B12-m6  29.7 715 0.11 60.7 484 0.36 0.229 1395 -334.1 42.4462.9 0.30 0.26
B18-m1 445 107.3 0.16 68.9 549 112 0.136 1.274 43.3 -4.8 08.8L 0.02 0.12
B18-m2 445 107.3 0.16 68.9 548 114 0.139 1.273 -86.8 -1.1 31.1- 0.03 0.20
B18-m3 445 107.3 0.16 68.8 55,3 1.12 0.131 1.281 76.4 -8.8 1.4-10.03 0.39
B18-m4 445 107.3 0.16 68.5 549 114 0.150 1.274 -118.7 14.5156.4 0.05 0.13
B18-m5 445 107.3 0.16 68.3 547 112 0.166 1273 -339.7 -4.5152.4 0.13 -0.06
B18-m6 44.5 107.3 0.16 68.6 554 112 0.166 1.283 -439.3 1401945 0.17 0.04
B18-m7 445 107.3 0.16 68.8 547 112 0.138 1.272 109.2 86 1 2.04 0.38
B18-m8 445 107.3 0.16 69.3 545 113 0.134 1.269 455.0 -4.1 87.41 0.17 0.05

to evaluate the gravitational energy, neglecting the ixedigt To characterise the deviation of the shape of the supernova
small general relativistic corrections, which have bedw®ma shock from a sphere we introduce a shock deformation param-
into account in the simulations. eter,

The explosion time scaleeyp, is defined as the time after
the start of the simulation whefe,, exceeds 1¥erg. It turns
out that the exact choice of this threshold value does naemat
very much. Other definitions of the explosion time scale.(e.gvhereR4(0) is the local shock radius as a function of polar an-
linked to the time when the expansion velocity of the shock egled. The numerator and denominator in ElJlJA.8) are the max-
ceeds a certain value) do also not lead to qualitativefgint imum shock diameters in projection on the symmetry axis and
results. perpendicular to it, respectively. A prolate deformatieads to

max(Rs(6) coss) — min (Rs(6) cosp))
2 x max(Rs(6) sinb)

dshock := -1, (A.8)
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a positive value oflshock an oblate deformation gives a nega- The neutron star acceleration corresponding to the vglocit
tive value. Note that a linear shift of the shock surface i tithange at a given time is calculated by finitéeliences:
direction of thez-axis does not chang&nock (+l) (=)

The neutron star mass and the neutron star radius are con- al) = Yns _Tns (A.15)

1) _ #n-1) °
sidered to be associated with a certain value of the density, ) f(m ) t.(n : )
pons = 1011g cnm3. The neutron star radiuns, is then simply In computing the recail velocity according to Ecjilljll.10)

defined as the radius where the lateral average of the démsit"d ), we have so far neglected the fact that the neutron
equal topns, and the baryonic mass of the neutron stds, is Star may also be accelerated by anisotropic neutrino emnissi

given by the sum of the central point mass and the mass irhteé/r\ﬁ‘"e our core luminosities at the inner grid boundary are as
over all grid zones with densities pns. sumed to bésotropic at all times and no neutron star accel-

In evaluating the neutron star recoil velocity, we have to €7ation can result from these, direction-dependent variat

distinguish between simulations in which we consider the ne®! the thermodynamic variables in layers close to the neutro
tron star motion relative to the ejecta by changing the frafne Star surface develop during the simulations and ultimdeziyl
reference after each time step (see Sl 2.3 and App.mixtg)amsotroples of the neutrinospheric emission of neagin
and simulations in which this motion is not accounted for. i Particular, density inhomogeneities and local hot-sp(@t

the first case no post-processing is required, because the jlemperature) occur as a consequence of narrow accretios flow
tron star velocity is given at all times by the accumulatgeats that transport gas from the postshock layers to the neutaon s

of the Gallilei transformations applied until timer time step Where they are decelerated in shocks and radiate away energy
in neutrinos. The anisotropy of this neutrino emission caa g

_ n rise to a “neutrino rocketféect”, whose magnitude can be esti-
) = > AVige (A.9) b dorinethe g h .
L mated by considering the integrated momentum of the esgapin
o ~ neutrinos.
whereAv{,. is given by Eq. Jl®). In the second casg; is For a transport scheme along radial rays like ours, the neu-

computed a posteriori, by making use of linear momentum cafino momentum density has only a radial component and can
servation. The total momentum of the system, i.e. the sumgfys pe written as (see also Apperillix D)

the neutron star momentul)s = Mpvns and the momentum i F
of the surrounding gas on the computational gitgss is ini- pre,=—e. = —e,, (A.16)

. . . 2

tially zero (because all models that we consider are spdibric . ¢ ¢ )
symmetric or equatorially and axially symmetric just aftet- whereF, is the local neutrino energy flux argdthe unit vector
lapse). Hence we have for all times in the radial direction. The integrated neutrino momentam a

timer is then given by

P,(t) = f pve,dvV
andvng(f) can be determined by evaluating the neutron star Rip<reeo ,
mass and the momentum integral of the ejecta gas, =f Drer dv+f dtgg e ds, (A17)
Rip<r<Rop 0 r=Rob

Vns(t) = —Pgadt)/ Mns(?), (A.10)

Pyadr) = f pvdv. (A.11) with the surface elementsd = r?siné dd d¢. Here the sur-
Rns<reeo face integral accounts for the fact that a significant amofint
Here &/ = 2sing dr do dg. Note that the volume integral in neutrino momentum may have left our grid through the outer

Eq. M) is limited by the outer boundary of our EuleriaRoundary by the time The momentum of the neutron star, in-
grid and that the momentum flux associated with anisotrorﬁlf‘dmg now also theféect of anisotropic neutrino emission, is

mass flow over the grid boundary would have to be taken into

account. Pps = - (Pgas+ Py), (A.18)
Equation ) may actually also be coined in terms @0 that the neutron star velocity, corrected for the recgil b
an anisotropy parameter of the ejecigs(see 2r anisotropic neutrino emission, can be written as
}; 1 )5). To accomplish this, we make use of the

Vnscorr = Vns t Vnsy = _Pgas/Mns - P,/ Mps. (A.19)

We finally note that for symmetry reasoRg.sandP,, and
Rs(6) thus alsoPns andv,s, can have only a component parallel to
Pei(1) = f plvl dv, (A.12) the symmetry axis, i.e. along theaxis, in 2D axisymmetric
calculations. Equatiorilil 1), for instance, thereforguees
which has the dimension of a momentum. Then we can wrig
the anisotropy parameter as

following scalar quantity

RI'IS

P, gas= 27rf drf dor2siné p.(r,0)
Qgas = |Pgad / Pej, (A.13) Rns 0

0o /2
_ 2 i _
and the absolute value of the neutron star velocity as =2 fR drj; d6r=sing [ p:(r.6) + p:(r.7 —6)]

_ pN S
[Vnel = @gas Pej / Mns. (A.14) = P gast Pgas (A.20)
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Herep.(r,0) = p (v, cosd — vy sing) is thez-component of the Similarly, it can be shown that the additional terms arising
momentum density of the gas, an‘?@'gas and Pfgas are intro- in the energy equatiofilill.3) for an accelerated frame of ref-
duced as the-momenta of the gas in the northern and southeemence are of ordef and can also be neglected, as long as
hemispheres, respectively. lat| < |v,| holds.

Within a typical time step\t of a supernova simulation (of
order 10°s) the conditionaAr| < |v.| is satisfied, because the
maximum neutron star accelerations areXi0® cm/s?), and
hencelaAr] = O(100 cnys), which is much smaller than the
In an inertial frame of reference the hydrodynamic equatiorelevant velocities in the simulations, which areagi0°crs).
are given by Thus a solution of the inertial frame hydrodynamics equweio

op £V (o) =0 (B.1) with the simple replacemegt — g’ = g — a should yield an
ot ’ ' excellent approximation to the solution of the hydrodynami
equations in the accelerated frame.
p(@ + - V)v) + VP = pg, (B.2) Unfortunately, in the present problem the neutron star ac-
ot celeration, and hence the instantaneous accelerationeof th
OpE frame, a(z), is not known a priori, because it is coupled to
— +V-(pE+P)v)=v-pg, (B.3) the solution of the hydrodynamic problem during a consid-
ot ered time step. Therefore we need to make use of an operator-
wherep is the densityy is the velocity? is the pressureg is  gpjitting approach, in which we first ignore the accelerat®
the gravitational acceleration amfl= € +1?/2 is the sum of the frame of reference and simply solve the inertial frame hy
internal energye, and kinetic energysqn, per unit mass. drodynamics equations (just using the gravitational azeel

Let AF be a frame of reference that coincides with an ingfign ). We can then compute the current valuex@), which
tial frame IF at time = 0 and accelerates with a constant rat% assumed to be constant over the time Step’ using momentum
a in z-direction,a = ae.. The Cartesian coordinates of botfgonservation: The sum of the momenta of the neutron star core

Appendix B: Hydrodynamics in an accelerated
frame of reference

frames are then related by Pcore, and the matter on the numerical griélyig, is conserved
R 2 and initially zero, so thatPcore = —APgiig. We can then use
.y, 7,0) = (x,y,z—at/2,1) (B.4) the relation

(primed quantities are used for the accelerated frame)gtwhi i a1
implies that a(”) = _Pgrld(t ) = Pyria(t"™)

McoreAt

(B.8)

07 (x,y,z,1)/0t = —at and 9z(x',y’,7,1')/d¢ = at. (B.5) ) L _
to determine the acceleration in this time step. Finally aket

For density, pressure, velocity, kinetic energy and gaéidihal the dfects of the global acceleration of our frame into account
acceleration the following relations hold: in a second step, by adding

p/(x,’ y,’ Z/vt) = p(-x’ Y2, t)’ —a(t") At = —Avgore (Bg)
P(xX,y,7,1) =P(x,y,2,0),
VXY, 7 1) = v(x, v, 2, 1) — ate, to the hydrodyna}mic veloqit){ in each zone of the grid, in
DR ) ) essence performing a Galilei transformation to an instanta
&X' 25 1) = €an(x, 3,2, 1) = v; /2 + (ve = a)?/2, neous inertial frame in which the neutron star is again dt res

gW,y.Z, 1) =glxyz1) - ae.. (B.6)

From relationsijili4) il 6), it is easy to see that the equAppendix C: Explosion energy
tion of mass conservatiolll#.1) does not change in the aecele ) ) )
ated frame. The momentum equation in this frame is The explosion energy of neutrino-driven supernovae ctssfs
two major contributions. The first is the recombination ggyer

of the matter in the gain layer at the onset of the explosibis T
matter consists of free nucleons and alpha particles atrttee t

. ) .. the explosion starts. Almost all of this mass (except for som
Note that in contrast to Eqlill.2) there is now an additiongl, ion in the downflows, which is accreted onto the neutron
term on the right hand side, whiclfects the momentum com-g;a1y ends up in a dense shell behind the expanding shock. As
ponents perpendicular to the direction of accelerationsfor o <hock propagates outward, the temperature in this expan
instance ther-component of the time derivative of the veIocitMng shell decreases and the matter recombines-particles

1S and later to nuclei.

o' Oy vy
p’( 6vt + (- V')v’) +V'P —pg’ = —atp(a—vzex + alz)ey).

v, LoV, v v 1oP , O, Figurclll displays the available recombination energy of
a - Mg T ay oy _;WJ’gx_ma_Z’ (B-7) " the matter in the gain layer at the time of the explosion,

where the additional (rightmost) term is negligible congahar gain :

to v, (8v,/7), as long asar| < |v,|. Erec (fexp) = fgam layerfreC(”, fexp) dV. (C.1)
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Fig. C.1. Available recombination energgﬂ?e""cm, as a function Fig.C.2. Explosion energy after the recombination of the
of the mass in the gain layekMgain, at the time of explosion ejecta,Eexp(frec), as a function of the available recombination

for the models of Tablelill. lll.5. The slope of this approxénergy in the gain layer at the onset of the explosi§i (exp),
mately linear relation corresponds to about 5 MeV per bary@sy the models of Tablclill. lll.5. For low explosion energies
(dotted line). the two quantities agree well.

Here €rec(r,7) denotes the density of recombination energyins to accelerate outwards. Therefore neutrinos are alle-t
available when matter consists of nucleonsparticles and posit “excess energy” in the ejecta before this matter hagaho
some mass fraction of heavy nuclei, out of the region of strong heating.
max The second contribution to the explosion energy comes

Gec(rs 1) = By (1) = (Bana(r: 1) + Bamn(r:1)) . (C.2) from the neutrino-driven baryonic wind which sets in aftes t
with B, and B, being the binding energies of a representaﬂ@rroundings of the nascent neutron star have been cleaned
heavy nucleusZ,, A, = Nn + Z,) from the iron group (as as- from the initially heated gas. Indeed this wind is an impotta
sumed in our equation of state) andweparticles, respectively, Energy source at “late” times. To demonstrate this, we com-
andnl® = min(n®'/Zy, n®'/Ny) andny, are the maximum and pare t.he time derivative of the explosion energsj/e,g/dt, with
current number densities, respectively, of this heavy eugl the wind powerZying, and the net energy IogRin rateLsnock
whenn® andn!® are the total (boundfree) number densities at the shock (Figilll3). The curve foEg,/dr in Fig. Il is

of protons and neutrons. calculated as the numerical derivative of the energy iategr
Figure[ll shows that for all models of Tabll/EEA.5
Efe (texp) = NP*"(fexp) X 5 MeV, whenNI*"is the total number Eexp(t) = f &ot(r, 1)dV, (C.3)
V+

of baryons in the gain layer. This means that due to the partia

assembly of free n and p im-particles at the time of explo- where the integration is performed over the voluiig in

sion, about 5MeV (instead of 8 MeV) remain available for which the total energy(r, 7) is positive (see also E§ll.5).

being released by recombination during the subsequentexpgor > tcthis volume fills the region between an inner bound-

sion and cooling. ary atr ~ 200 km and the shock (except for some parts of the
This recombination is essentially complete when the shoakcretion downflows, wherg,: may still be negative).

has reached a radius of 3000 km (recombinatioa-frarticles The explosion energy is subject to changesHaly-work

happens even much earlier). We denote this timeshy performed at, and by energy fluxes through the boundaries of

Figurclll® demonstrates that the explosion energy atgie V*, in particular by the wind, whose power is given by the sur-

Eexpl(trec), roughly equals the available recombination energiace integral

Efee (texp), at the onset of the explosion. This means that neu-

trino heating essentially has th&ect of lifting the total en- Lujing = 95 (étot + €rec + P) max(,, 0)dS (C.4)

ergy of mass elements in the gain layer close to zero (i.e., r=200km

€ot = &in + €nt + €grav ~ 0) and thus makes this matter unThis expression takes into account the total eneegy+ peror

bound and enables its expansion in the gravitational palentyith e, defined by Eqlill) of the wind material streaming

of the forming neutron star. The excess energy of this mattAfough the inner boundary radius irt@, the energy that will

at timetreq, i.€. Eexp(trec), is provided by the recombination ofpe set free at larger radii by recombination (IlllC.1), ad wel

nucleons toe-particles and finally to iron-group nuclei. Onlyas the work performed by pressure forces. Here we have ne-

in case of higher explosion energi&.(irec) is clearly larger glected éfects due to downflows by omitting contributions to

than Efs: (fexp) (Fig. ). In this case neutrino heating in théhe surface integral from zones with negative radial véjoci

gain layer is stronger and the heating time scale of the matte The change of the explosion energy due to energy flow

there shorter than the expansion time scale when the shecktheough the outer boundary &f* (i.e., the shock), is given by
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Fig. C.3. Evolution of the time derivative of the explosion enFig. C.4. Relation between the increase of the explosion en-
ergy (dEexp/dt, thick solid) for Model B18. Also shown are theergy between = 0.5s andr = 1s, AE@%E’S and the integrated
wind power at a radius of 200 knL{inq, dotted), the energy wind power during this time intervaly E>05S, for the models
losggain rate at the shock bdV work and swept-up mat- of Table JELIEG.

ter (Lshockk dashed), and the sum of the latter two quantities

(Lwing+shock thin solid). Lyind+shock agrees well with deyp/dr 1.0[ T T T
for t > tec (right of the vertical line).
~o08fF © .
n F 4
the net energy loggain rate < [+ ]
L5 0.6F Al S .
: W LA ]
Lshock = § [(Etot + €rec P) vV + (Etot + Erec) Rs] ds. (C-5) 2 [ £ x A QK X
r=Rs(6)" 5 04r + 4 *Q A o ]
= [ + |
The integration has to be performed over a surface Iocated‘h? i oy + ]
slightly upstream of the shock. Compared to Hll(C.4) an ad-~ 0-2[ ]
ditional term arises here from the motion of the shock, which 1
propagates with a local velocif(6). : : :
FigurcllB shows that these two terms explain the evolution 0.5 , 11 85, 1.5
Of dEexp/dt fOr £ > freq, i.€. Ean(1s) [ erg]
dEexp/dt = Lyind + Lshock (C.6) TFig.C.5. Ratio of the recombination contribution to the total

. . . o explosion energy 1s after core bounE&S (fexs)/ Eexo(1 S), as
holds at late times, and the thin and thick solid lines in Il axf?mctlion of gy(l ) for the modgls %CT(;;\?IF?/-WE)S For
exp

?Imo"st comugel NOtZ arllso t?‘mv'“‘;] > |Lshocd- Tfh'i IS trut([e) low-energy models the recombination contribution dorréaat
or all our models, and therefore the increase of the exp IWhereas for higher explosion energies the wind contriloutio
energy after about 0.5 s post bounce is (almost exclusiasly) becomes more important

sociated with the time-integrated wind power (see [l C.4)

The relative importance of the two major constituents of the
explosion energy that we have discussed here, i.e., theaucfixed boundary luminosity the wind power is higher in this
recombination energy of the matter in the gain layer andrthe case than for the “standard boundary contraction”, because
tegrated power of the neutrino-driven wind, varies withéiie Lwing increases with decreasing neutron star radius (see e.qg.
plosion energy. In our “standard boundary contraction” eied : UEEED1). HowevekMgain(fexp), and thus also
the fraction of the explosion energy provided by recomblng-f’e""c'”(;exp), are similar for models with “standard” and “rapid”
tion drops from about 70% for the low-energy models to abobbundary contraction and the samg. This is so because two
30% for the model withEey(1S) ~ 1.5 x 107 erg (Fig ). effects compensate each other roughly: On the one hand the
This fraction declines because the wind power is propoaliordensity at a given radiusin the gain layer is lower for a faster
to a higher power of the luminosity.ging o Ly with @ ~ 3;  contraction f'(r, 6, < p%(r.1%,), Where r and s denote the

L D1) and although the mass in the gain layspid and standard contraction cases, respectively), bth®
at the onset of the explosion scales linearly with the boundather hand also the gain radius is smaller and thus locatad in
luminosity (Fig llD). region of higher density)(Rg, ey, > p%(RS, faxp)-

For the “rapid boundary contraction” cases the wind con- Figure[ll indicates that the explosion energy is still in-
tribution is even more important, e.g. for Model W12F-greasing at = 1 s when we stopped most of our simulations.
E?,fc'”(texp)/Eexp(l s) =~ 0.2, i.e. about 80% of the explo-Yet, with the subsequent drop of the core luminosity (we as-
sion energy are generated by the neutrino-driven wind. Fosame a2 behaviour at > ;, see Eqllll1) also the wind
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In neutrino transport simulations solving the full

1.2F Boltzmann equation (see el )] 2000 206ab) thi
10k guantity shows only little short-time variability duringast
o phases of the supernova evolution. Therefdfgdr = 0 is an
® 08f acceptably good approximation. With:= 47r°F = 4nr?fcE
":c_> o6k one can now rewrite EqlliJll.3) as
$04f iL+c 2L—47rrzc {0"-07} (D.5)
L or Mo T ot ’ ‘
0.2F ] where an fective speed of neutrino propagation has been in-
0.0t L L L L ] troduced aser = c¢f. Providedces were known, the solu-
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 tion of Eq. ) requires considerably lessoet than the nu-
time [s] merical integration of Eqll1). For vanishing source term

Q" and Q- the neutrino energy or number density is just ad-
Fig. C.6. Evolution of the explosion energy for Models R18vected along characteristie$f) = ro + cer 2. Although ces
¢ and W18-c which are listed in Talllk 2. The rotating moddepends througli(r, z) on the solution of the transport prob-
R18-c attains an explosion energy which is higher than in tlem (Eq ), neutrino transport calculations in the nieotr
non-rotating case W18-c due to a larger gain layer mass at tezoupling layer of forming neutron stars reveal that it can
time of explosion. Note also that the explosion energy irhbobe well fitted by ar-dependent function which depends on
cases is still increasing at 1s. the steepness of the density profile ( i ] .1991b).

Assuming further that the (medium-dependent¥tioentsQ*

andk = ka/f = 4nr’Q~ /L are constant between two points

power, which is proportional té? (see above), must decline(r, /) and ¢*, *), which are connected by a characteristic line,
strongly. Therefore the explosion energy will grow only moq o

erately. In case of the long-time simulation B18-It it rosenf P = r— et (t = 1), (D.6)
1.14x10tergatr = 1 sto 143x10°terg atr = 2 s, and reached _ . .
1.46 x 10Perg by the end of the simulation at 3.6 s. Eq. ) can be integrated analytically to yield
L(r,7) = L(r*,r*) e ¥ (=1
Appendix D: Neutrino transport +47£3Q+ {[1 _ g e (M [1 4 (i - 1)7)

D.1. Transport equation g (t — )28 + Keap (0 — 1) — 2]}, (D.7)

We start from the equation of radiation transport in splatric .
where L(r,7) and L(r*,t*) are the luminosity values at both

symmetr
Y Y ends of the characteristic line.
10 o 1-p? 8 _ D1 We use Eq.JJlll7) to construct a numerical scheme to solve
;E“‘”a_,l + - @I =5, (D.1) Eq. ) in the general case: We assume that the luminosity

is known at the cell interfaces of a one-dimensional radiia g
wherel = I(t,r, €, ) is the specific intensityy = S(r,7,€,4) for a timer*1, and that the cell-averaged values of the quan-
is the source functiorg is the neutrino energy, = cosd and tities needed to compute the emission r@teand absorption
g is the angle between radiation propagation and radial dirg@dficients are also known for that time. As a further simplifi-
tion. Solid angle integration yields the zeroth angular reatn cation we do not allow neutrinos to propagate in negativiatad

equation, direction (actually this is granted by defining a non-negati
" function for the flux factor, see Sell.3). Then the luminos
}214, lﬁ(rzy) =sO = }f du S (D.2) ties at" = -1 + At for each zone interface (starting at the
cot r2 or 24 innermost zone) can be computed using Hlli(D.7). In doing

_ L e o _ so we have to distinguish between two cases (sedily. D.1): If
with (J, H)(1,r,€) := 3 [, du p®VI(t, r, € ). Integration over . .A; > Ar, we can use point A as the starting point of the

energy leads to integration, (*,r*) = (ri_1,14). The luminosity at this point
P 10 is derived from a linear interpolation betweg(r;_y, #"~1) and
&E + ﬁg(rzF) =0"-0" (D.3) L(ri_1,1") (which is already known, as we are integrating out-

wards). IfcegAr < Ar, we use point B, the luminosity at this
with (E, F){(t,r) := 4n[;" de {J/c, H)(t, 1, €) being energy den- POINt beinglgiven by a linear interpolation between_1, ")
sity and energy flux, respectively. The source term has bettMlL(ri, 1"7).

split in an emission rat@* and an absorption ratg™ = xacE, For time integration we use a predictor-corrector method:
which is proportional to the energy density. Tfex factor is  The transport routine is called two times. In the first (peedi
defined as the ratio of flux to energy density, tor) step the luminosities, emission rates and absorptin c

efficients of the last time step ™, 0"!,«"""] are used to
f(r,t) == F(r, 1) | cE(r,1). (D.4) compute preliminary valueg)X(’, k") for the neutrino-medium
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Fig.D.1. The solution at £,¢") is computed from the data — ol

at a point ¢*,1*) located on the same characteristic line.

Depending on the grid spacingr, the time stepAt, and the 0.00 0.05 0'19 0.15 0.20 0.25

effective speed of neutrino propagatieg;, either point A or time [s]

point B must be used. The solution there can be obtained by

interpolation in time or space, respectively. Fig. D.2. Evolution after core bounce of the neutrino luminosi-
ties at a Lagrangian mass shell of M, from a supernova sim-

) ) ulation with Boltzmann neutrino transpoi, 1 00
coupllng at the next time level. In the sec_ond (correct@pst atier an initial phase of 50ms duration, the sum of the
the final values{”, 0", «] are calculated using %, 3(0"*+ andve luminosities as well as the, /v, luminosities vary only
0"), 3(~t + k)] as input. slowly.

Equation Jlb) is solved not only for the energy luminosity
L = L., but also for the number luminosity;, = 4rr°F, =
4nr?fen (nis the particle density ang is assumed to be the
same flux factor as for the energy transport). Furthermage %\,
equation has to be integrated for three neutrino typgsye,
andv, (the latter denoting,,, v,, v-, andv,, which are treated

The functional form used in EqllijilliL1) can be motivated
the Boltzmann transport calculations 2t 200
These show that after a transient phase-d80 ms, which is

. ; . . . - short compared to the explosion time scales of our simulatio
identically). In the following we will use indiCes € {ve, ve. v} the sum of all luminosities is almost constant or varies only

anda € {e, n} to distinguish between thesefiirent cases. very weakly, at least over the next 250 ms, for which data

n th? 2D case the neutrino transportis assumgd 10 Procgedly the Boltzmann transport simulations are available (se
only radially, i.e. lateral components of the neutrino flug a Fig. )

ignored and EqlJlll5) is integrated independently dfedént . .

radial “rays”, i.e. in radial direction for every lateralrz®of the tim:(;igzg;nga:\% iqu.tﬁmll)ur\gﬁlggf dth% lﬁij\z\l/‘ﬁ the

polar coordinate grid. Total luminosities of the star artaoted . L . - Voo ’

by summing up the flux densitigy4z72 for all angular cells instead of choosing these two quantities as basic parasneter
. : X Lo . of our models, we prefer to prescribeand the gravitational

(at a given radiug’), appropriately weighting them with the . " - .

corresponding surface elements binding energyAE} . that is released by the neutron star
P 9 ' core asymptotically (i.e. for — o0) via neutrino emission.

Introducing the energy that the core looses up to time

D.2. Boundary conditions

t
To integrate Eq Ijill7) outwards, time-dependent boundzamy ¢ AE o f) = f LPO p(r)dr, (D.13)
ditions are required for the luminositids,, andL,,,, where 0
Vi = Ve, Ve, V. We assumé, ,. to be constant for a time interval . . .

i Vi . the following relations hold for the asymptotic energy loss
t; (typically 1s), and to decay subsequently with a power-law 9 ymp 9y
dependence in time: o0
A= [ L0 dr = 3AE L yln) = 3181,

0

X _ gtot0
L.y, (R, 1) = L*" K, h(2), (D.8) (D.14)
L5 (Riv, 1) = L™ K5, h(0), (D.9) i.e. our ansatz of EqIillL1) implies that3lof AES,, is ra-
Ley.(Rib, 1) = LIVOLO K, h(1), (D.10) diated away within the chosen time intervain neutrinos and
antineutrinos of all flavours.
where _ We also prescribe the mean energies of neutrinos entering
h(f) = 1.0 _'f r=<i, (D.11) the computational grid at the inner boundary. The corredpon
(/0% ifr>1. ing values are chosen to ke_)? = 12 MeV, (e,.)* = 16 MeV,

and (e, Y° = 20MeV, and kept constant during our simu-
lations. Thereby also the number fluxgs,, = L.,./{e,) at
r = Rjp are defined.

The total lepton number lost by the neutron star core un-
K, + Ky, +4K, =1 (D.12) til time ¢, normalised to the total baryon numb¥é, core Of the

The constantX,, denote the fractional contributions of the in
dividual luminosities to the total neutrino luminosity. &hful-
fill the requirement
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core, is given by with the Fermi integrals defined by

t

_ a1 X N _ _ i ’ / o

AY(—.‘,COI‘(E(t) - Nb,core j; (Ln,ve(Rlb, t) Ln,ve(Rlb, t )) dr'. 7_—”(77) = f dx xanD(x’ 77) (D23)
(D.15) 0

Forz =1_this yields Thus the energy-dependent part f, is fully defined. The

L% (K, Ky, angle-dependent part is related to the flux factor by
Achore(l‘L) = No core (<€V >ib - - >ib)' (D16)

+1 +1
We assume that the lepton number loss during time interval  _ /. _ J-1 Au _ [y d g = (). (D.24)
is proportionalto the energy loss during this time. Therefee f*l du I, f*l du g,(1)
choosek,, = const, becausg,,)® = const, and sek,, = 0.2, -1 -t
K5, = 0.215 for the calculations in this papdf, follows from To solve Eq.Jlb) onlyf, is needed, not the angle-dependent
Eq. (). function g,(u). Far outside of the neutrinospherg, is ap-
proaching theiacuum solution. The latter can be derived under
the assumption that neutrinos are emitted isotropicatiynfthe
sharp surface of a sphere with radRis which is located at a
To calculate the source terms in EIJliD.5) IllD.7) we hadistance from the observer. In this case the flux factor is
to make an assumption about the neutrino energy specteim, i.

D.3. Neutrino distribution function

about the energy dependency of the specific intensity, which frvac = %[1 + V1-(R,/r)? ] (D.25)
particle energy and particle number is linked with the peti
distribution functionf,,, in the following way: fuvac approaches 1 for — oo (free streaming limit) and
23 Jvvac = 1/2 at the neutrinosphere. In a more realistic situation
Lypne)(t,r, €, 1) = (5_3) ¢ fou(t,r € 1), (D.17) the neutrinosphere is not a sharp surface but a layer witte fini
() thickness in which neutrinos gradually decouple from tleé st

where the exponent of 2 applies for number transport and tlhe medium. In detailed transport calculatiofi¢R,) is there-
exponent of 3 for energy transport, corresponding to thieésd fore found to be about/4. (see e.g i )89;
n ande, respectively, of,. We assume thgb, can be written : 10). How fasft, approacheg, vac (with declining op-
as product of a Fermi-Dirac distribution function, tical depth) depends on the steepness of the density gtadien

1 the neutrinospherc 990). Inside the neutrinosyutesr
Jro(xm) = m’ (D.18) tajled transport calculations show that the flux factor lveka
and an angle-dependent functign roughly like f, e 7y’ with m < 0.

Taking all this into account, the following function consti

Fou(rt, € 11) = gy(r,t, 1) fFD( € ., t))’ (D.19) tutes a good approximation for the flux factors from detailed
’ ksT\(r, 1) transport calculations ) i 1990):
where in general the spectral temperature and degeneracy pa
rameter,T, andn,, are diferent from the matter temperature %[1 + D] if o<1
and equilibrium degeneracy parameter. £(@) =41+ @1+ D)1-D>)rD2 v b
Furthermore we assume thgtis just a function of the op- 1/4 (r,/1y2)", if 7,>71,1.
tical depthr,: (D.26)

_ —r — HereD = +/1-(R,/r)?, the neutrinosphere radius is defined
y\Ty) = vl_e v)+ ,e ", D.20 :

7 () Teq ( )+ ( . ) by 7,(R,) = 7,1 and we adopt,; = 1.1. The power-law index

whereneg, is the equilibrium degeneracy parameter andis , js chosen such thaf(10) = 1/25, andr is defined by a local

a chosen value as typically found in detailed transportgaic power-law fit of the density profile around the neutrinosgher

tions forr, — 0. The values for the dfierent neutrino types are ;) « . A higher value of: therefore means a steeper den-

(cf. t ic D . OWSity gradient.
); | 3):
Meqre = (e + tp = pin) ke T’ More =3 D.4. Neutrino reactions
Neqve = ~Tlegves noy, = 2, (D.21)
Neqv, = 0, noy, = 0. For calculating the neutrino-matter interaction rateSdtew-

With 5, defined,T, can now be calculated from the Iocaing reactions are taken into account: charged-currengsses
average neutrino energy, which is computed flgmandZ,, With neutrons (n) and protons (p),
as

(g,) = Le,v/Ln,v = Ev(r’ t)/nv(r’ t)

00 1
fo de fjl du L, (r, t, €, 1)
T T 1 thermal electron-positron {& pair creation and annihilation,
fo de f_l du L,,(r,t, €, 1)

keT, F3(m,)/F2(n) (D.22) e t+e =ity (i=ep), (D.29)

Vet N=p+e, (D.27)
ve+tp=n+e, (D.28)
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and neutrino scatteringfionuclei (A), nucleons, and electrons
and positrons,

a\ _ E 2 9o _

vi+A =i +A, D.30) (o = 77+ 1)(mecz)2 fin

2 2
- { n} - { n } (0.31) x ((€) + 2Me,) + A?) O((e,)), (D.39)

p p ay 1 302 + 1 oo

vit€ 2y +6€, (D.32) ) = é_l( " )(mecz)2 "

X (€)% + 2Me)* + AXeD)¥). (D.40)
D.5. Optical depth
€ | 1 ; 985).

se
Knowledge of the optical depth is necessary to evalua(te 2 929, o a .
. RPN ) Hereoo = 4GZmZh?/nc® = 1.76 x 107*cn? (with the
Eqs. WD) andlll6). For this purpose it isfimient to com Fermi coupling constartg), A = 1.2935MeV is the rest mass

pUteT.V approximately by conS|_der|ng only the most releva'?ntifference of neutrons and protons= 1.254,C4 = 1, Cy =
neutrino processes and assuming that the neutrino speistrum ) ) 2
+ 2sirf 6w, and sirf 6w = 0.23.

given by the spectrum for local thermodynamic equilibriun® W
This means that instead of EJilill. 19) we use In deriving Eqs. [jilic) O0) (as well as for all rates
and source terms given below) the electron and positron rest

eq € masses are ignoredic®> < €,) and nucleons and nuclei are
b, (€:7) = frp (W’UeQV(V)) (D-33)  assumed to have infinite rest maSSﬁﬁr(Ajcz > ¢,) and to be
nondegenerate. For electrons, phase space blockingisigdt!
with 5eq, andT instead of;, andT,. in Eq. @) by the factor

The “transport optical depth” is defined as the integral

(D.41)

Y A
@«@»=1—ﬁoﬁj;; mgy

Tt,y(r)zf dr' ke, )(r") (D.34)

) ) which accounts for the fact that a significant fraction ofilos-
of the energy-averaged “transport opacity” (i.e. the opacisiple final electron states may be occupied. Phase spade bloc
which is relevant for momentum transfetk:,)(r) (see, €.9., jng can be neglected it (Eq. D), because the positrons
(e /5115004). In the followsre non-degenerate.

ing, all neutrino interactions included in evaluating thpaoity The neutrino energy moments are (generalisinglliD.22)
are calculated without final-state lepton blocking, unteber-

i given by
wise stated. Foon(n)
The most important opacity-producing reactions are scat- (e, = (ksT,)" M, (D.42)
tering df nucleons (n,p) and nuclezf, A;), wherej = 1,2, ... F2(my)
denotes the considered nuclear species, and absorptiauby n
trons and protons in case af andve, respectively. Thus one (€Y = (kaT,)" T2ty = A/ kBTV), (D.43)
can write F2(m)
(Kty) = (K3) + Z (K5y)- (D.35) and for evaluating Eqs. EEEBGJEEE40) to compute,
ie{npA;) (Eq.lR) for use in EqIlil6), we take = neq, andT, = 7.
Here the (neutrino-flavour independent) scattering ojescitre In contrast, Eq Illl0) is evaluated with thef&tive opti-
to lowest order in neutrino energy over nucleon rest mass (i €@l depth for equilibration”,
without effects of nucleon recoil, thermal motions, and weak- .
magnetism corrections): 7,(r) = f dr’ (ke ) (), (D.44)
w = 22024 €y - 12| =2 (&) n (D.36) : e
ty 6|2 v (mec2)2 ~ ¥ P : where the ffective opacity is defined as
50°+1 o
W) = =g Ty () o (D-37) (Kt = AKX (63 + K. (D.45)
SAj\ _ 15 Zj 2 . o
ke, ') = gAj[CA -1+ X(Z —Ca=Cv)] Here the spectrally averaged absorption opa¢ify, is taken
oo ) ! to include neutrino-pair annihilation to*epairs (Eq. D),
X m (€) na;, (D.38) which is assumed to be the most important reaction for pro-

ducingv,v, pairs. Both(x?) and(x + Kt,» are evaluated for the
for scattering € protons, neutrons, and nuclei with numbeéitrue” (not the local equilibrium) neutrino spectrum (ifer the
densitiessy, ny, andny,, respectively (see, e.C >t adpectral temperaturg, and the spectral degeneragyinstead
f ) 8 & 1004). The abfT andrneq,) by employing the source terms from the neutrino
sorption opacities fore andve are transport solution of the last time step.
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D.6. Source terms These rates hold for neutrinesor antineutrinos of all
flavours. In Eq. Ell6)R? andR2" have to be used instead of
02 and 02" for computing the absorption cfiient for the
néjmber transport. In ECHbL4Y(f,, x,) is a geometrical fac-

Solving Eq. ) requires the knowledge of the emissioagat
+.» and absorption cekcients,«, = «&/f,, which appear in
this equation. Since EClll.7) is used to determine the num
fluxes,L,,, and luminositiesL., ,, of all neutrinos and antineu- 3 L
trinosv € {ve, ve, vy}, the source terms need to be calculated ® -2l1-2 + 41— 11—y
for the neutrino number as well as energy. In the followirlg, a () 4 Fodv + 207 2( X)L =x5)

these neutrino source terms are derived without takinganto (D.56)
count final-state lepton blocking, unless otherwise staiedn Where we express the variable Eddington fagtom terms of
Eq. ).« is defined to include the contributions from thdhe flux factorf, (Eq.lll) using a statistical form, which was
B-processes, EqJIlll27) arllll.28) ferand ve as well as derived by ol 78) on grounds of maximum entropy
those of ée~ pair annihilation (Eqlll9). The absorption coconsiderations (for photons or nondegenerate neutrisoss-a
efficient«@ can be computed from the corresponding neutrirffgimed here):

absorption rate by

1 0.01932f, + 0.2694/2

2
L, = == . D.57
Ky = Q,4nr?f, Ly = (O + Q3" 4nr*f, /L, (D.46) v 3" Toossag roozezsr 007
For the number transport the neutrino absorption and emis- Ths weak coupling constants in ECHll.54) <llD.55) are
sion rates (in units of number per émper second) by charged-g'ven y
currentg-reactions between leptons and nucleons can be writ- +% forv € {ve, e},
ten with our approximations for the neutrino distributiemé- Car=14 1 fory € vy, v, ve. v} (D.58)
tion and the appropriate statistical weights for the leptas 2 ot T TR
follows: Con = +3+2sifow forv e {ve, Ve, (0.59)
L (€2) + 2M(g,) + A2 T\ e2sifow fory e (e vl .
e,Ve n Ve Ve . . .
RS, = 0'C4n;chn = /() (D.47) The source term which describes the rate of change per unit
e . v e 2, 0w of volume in the evolution equation of the electron leptomnau
RE — ¢ Loy np ()" +2Me& )" + AYe) (D.48) ber of the stellar medium is
e A (&) ’ ' o - (RR _REY_ (RE _ RE
1 € e QN = Ye np = (Rve - Rve) - (R;e - R‘Te). (D60)
R, = 50CNp e [(€2)* + 2A¢ee )™ + A%(eg )], (D.49) The source terms which account for the absorption and
1 emission of energy through andve are computed in analogy
Ry, = 50C M [(€5) + 2M(ee) + A7, (D.50) to Egs. ) ENO) as
3 2 2
whereo = (3 + 1)oo/(mec®)? and the electron (positron) 0% = oc Le:vze nn (&) +2Me,) + AXe,) 06y, (D.61)
number density is Arrecty, (€)
8r . 0% = oc Ley,np
Ner = W (kB) 7:2(1779) . (D.Sl) Ve 4_7-1-,,2670‘7e
3 2 2 3,0
The electron and positron energy moments are given by 5 (6, + 3. J<r 3? (&) +A <6v’e>*, (D.62)
7:2+n(7]e) eve
&) =(ksT)' ————— D.52 oc
(ee) =(kaT)" =0 3 (B:52) e & mone [(€2) +2Me2 ) + A¥ee Y|, (D.63)
2(me — AJkgT
(@Y =(ksT)" % (D.53) QF = T mne () +3M(e2) +30%e) + 4] (D.64)
€,
The annihilation and production rates of neutrino numberin The annihilation or production of energy in neutrinejify
e*e” pair reactions are given by (adapted fr et 81€ pair reactions is given alfi i 91a)
7. P -
there,ins;ee als I dla : e 1991b, and referechg% _ oo LesLes {2 0(fyx0) cz, +C\2/v<€2><5,>
' T @ eXe) |9 fify (mec®)? T
2 2
ann _ oo¢  LuyLny gq)(fv,)(v) CAV + CVV _ 11- Ly
R = (41120)2 (&,)(e) {9 f (mecd)? (e X&) +3 = (2c2, - Civ)<gv2>}, (D.65)
11-AF 02 2 } d 1 oo
+= 2C5 - C5.) ¢ D.54 prod _ — =
6 fyf? ( Vy Av) ( ) QV 36 (mec2)2 Ne-Net
prod 1 ooc 2 2 2 2 2 2
R, = Emnen@ (Ca, +Cy,) )€ Xeer) X3 [(€5 Meer) + (€5 (e )] (Ca, + C,)
(S

+§1(mec2)2(2céy - cf\y)}. (D.55) +L§1(mecz)2[(eg) +(e)] (2C3, - c,%\v)}. (D.66)
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Table D.1. Weak coupling constants ferandy scattering & followed immediately by an emission process, we add the net
e" or e (cf. Eq Il ) C} stands foC} = (Ca —-1)?—(Cy-1)% energy exchange rat€se-, Qe+, Qp andQ,n to Q; (used for

Ca = % Cy = % + 2sirf 6y, andv, can bev, or v,. computings, in Ec.Jll) when the rates are positive (i.e. in case
of energy transfer from neutrinos to the stellar gas), ardcti
solute values 0D,e-, Qe+, Oyp andQ,, to Q; otherwise. The
total neutrino energy source term to be used in the gas energy

s © flc Y © CZC Y C2C3C2 equation including the contributions from andv, absorption

3 \Y A v—Ca a—Cy s = . . . .
veet (Cy — Ca)? (Cy + CaY? c2-c? and emissionyv pair production, and all scattering reactions is
Ve€ (Cy — Ca)? (Cv + Ca)? Ca-Co

we' | (GurC? (-G GG Qe = Y (@-09+ Y (oa-0%)

Vo€ (Cy +Ca—-2)7 (Cy = Ca)? C3 Ve Veve) VE Ve yuve)

v e (Cy — Ca)? (Cv + Ca—2) (& S s S S

e (Cv-Ca  (Cv+Ca-2¢  Ci + Y, (@t Qe+ 05+ 0N). (D69
v€ | (Cv+Ca=2F  (Cv-Ca) et Vet e

whereQam = gan . gan gndPred — pProd . pired

In practise, however, the lepton number source téxras
well as the energy source term for the hydrodynamics part of
Eq. ), while the production of andv was assumed to the code is not computed from E il 60) alll0.69), respec-

; : tively, but from the luminosity change between points ()
be symmetric and both rates are given by [IlJllD.66). , . b
Also in scattering processes energy can be exchanged %rég @*I’It‘*) (cf. Fllg.-lz”). Thﬁ source tsf”@N and Q¢ for a
tween neutrinos and the stellar medium. For scatterfhgreor 9 CellZ attime level™ are then given by

For annihilation of antineutrinovj energy,(e2) has to be
replaced by(e%) and (e,) has to be exchanged wit{s) in

e*, using the rates ¢ N 975), and ignoring o _
electron phase space blocking in the final reaction chaythels = L) = L )
: . O = : (D.70)
following spectrally averaged expression for the energpgr AV;
fer rate per unit of volume can be derived ( ¢ .991b):
_ i 1. oocC L., - LEOt(ri, ") - LEOt(r*, )
Ove = 12(C1 + 6C2) (me62)2n94ﬂ,rchv<ev> QE = AV, P (D.71)
3
{[<€v2>(<5e> + Zmecz) - <Ev><E§>] whereAV; = 4(r3 - ) is the part of the cell volume crossed
) by the characteristic line between, ¢*) and ¢*, *), L' is the
+§L(mec2)2[<6 - @]} (D.67) sum of the luminosities of neutrinos and antineutrinos of al
8C1+ %Cz (&) flavours, and 9 js the diference between the andve num-

ber fluxesL,,, — Ly, ,. EquationsIiillio) andiil’ 1) work well

as a description of the neutrino sources in the gas equations
only, if the neutrino fluxes do not exhibit a large degree af-va
IabiIity on the radial and temporal scales of thecells. This,

its of relativistic and non-relativistic electrons. In tla¢ter case however, is reasonably well fulfilled in the context conséie

the neutrino-electron scattering cross section is praograat to In th|§ paper. ] )
6,/ (mec?) for &, > mec? (cf. \ 4). Finally, the outgoing neutrino fluxes transfer also momen-

Every transfer by neutrino-nucleon scattering, which fum to the stellar fluid. To account for this, we include a mo-
only “nearly conservative”, is taken into account followin MeNtUM source term@y which enters the Euler equation of

where e can be'eor € andy stands for neutrinos or antineutri-
nos of all flavours and the constaidtg C», Cs for the diferent
combinations are listed in Tatil.1. The terme3?/4 in the
bracket results from a merge of the rate expressions foirthe

s [9). The corresponding rate is { | ]_gglb)_the hydrodynamics solver. It is ficient to include only the
most important reactions, by which neutrinos transfer mome
1 ooc n i o~ ; ;
O == o2 _Cnén N2 (€% - BT(EY)) tum, i.e.ve and v, absorption onn and p, respectively, and
4 (mec?) mnCe the scattering processeswéandyv of all flavours df nucleons
L.y and nuclei (pair processes and elecfpamsitron scattering can
X = (D.68) . . . ) )
4nr2cf,(e,) be safely ignored). For a neutrino or antineutrinaghe corre
. sponding rate (in units of efg) is
with
2[(Cy =12+ 2a?] forN =p, I a *Sie,)
CNSN = i ) 4 B Qv — e,y <KVEV> + Z ty , (D72)
5(1+ 529) forN =n. M ™ 4rnr2e | (g) &)
v ie{p,n,A;} v

The symboly stands again for neutrinos and antineutrinos of

all flavours. Also scattering contributions are includedhe where the first term in the sum is relevant only f@randve.
energy generation rat@* and absorption cdkcient < used The energy averages of the scattering transport opao&ﬁ‘bs,
in Eq. (). Considering scattering as an absorption m®ceand of the absorption opacities, all weighted by the neutrino
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energy, are given by
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This is certainly a problematic simplification in view of the
fact that the neutrino interactions with the stellar medium
are strongly energy-dependent.

Nevertheless, the described neutrino transport treatment
represents a practical approximation which is able to reypce
basic features of more detailed transport solutions anidg/ie
agreement with those even beyond the purely qualitatived.lev

1[5

<K Ev) == [40'2 + (CV - 1)2} (mae—c(.)Z)Z <53>”p’ (D73)
5a 1

ey =22 (‘Z—‘L)Z<e§>nn, (D.74)

> e)—}A2 Ca — +é(2—C Cv) —(eS)n

ty “V 6 Jj A Aj A— Ly ( 2)2 A i
(D.75)
_= 2
(Kvefye>— (3a +1)( CZ)Z (D.76)
X ((€2) + 2M(€%) + A%(e,)) O((&,)),
(K2 67, ——(3012 +1) (D.77)

(m 62)2
X ((€2)* + BM€2)* +3AX(er,)* + AXe2)*).

The energy moment&”) and(e’)* are given in Eqs. Il 2)
and [lB). They are calculated using the nonequilibrium ne
trino spectral parametefB, andn,. The momentum source
term in the equation of gas motion then reads

ov= > O (D.78)

VE{VeVusVri VeV e}

It was not included in the simulations presented in this pape
but will be taken into account in future calculations.

The implementation of the source termdg, Og, and Oy
into the framework of our PPM hydrodynamics code was dis-
cussed in detail by o ki 2002) ¢ etal.
( 3).

We finish by pointing out that the approximative neutrino
transport scheme developed here employs two basic assump-
tions, which are radical simplifications of the true sitoati

1. In deriving Eq. Jll7) from the transport equation we as-
sumed that the flux factof(r, ¢) is a known function, al-
though it is actually dependent on the solution of the trans-
port problem (see Efill.4). Equatid@illD.7) certainly has the
advantage of analytic simplicity, but also has a severe dis-
advantage: The source terms can be very large and the nu-
merical use requires a very fine grid zoning at high optical
depths. The cell size should fulfill the constraint that the o
tical depth of the cell stays around unity or less. Moreover,
the implementation of the source terms [llD.7) and the
medium sources (Eqilllll7Al 71) is not symmetric and
the numerical scheme does not strictly conserve the total
lepton number and total energy of neutrinos plus gas.

2. For treating the spectral dependence, we made the assump-
tion that the neutrino phase space distribution function ca
be factorised into a product of an angle-dependent function
g, and an energy-dependent term, which we assume to be
of Fermi-Dirac shape. This certainly constrains the spéctr
shape, but the factorisation also implies that the fluxefact
is assumed not to be an energy-dependent quantity. This
in turn means that the mean energy of the neutrinos flux,
(&tux = Loy(r, 1)/ L,,(r, 1) is identical with the mean en-
ergy of the local neutrino densit§, Yiocal = E, (1, 1) /n,(r, t).
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