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Abstract

W e calculate lim its to the properties of m assive, unstable neutrinos using
data from gamm a-ray detectors on the P ioneer Venus O rbiter Satellite; a
m assive neutrino em itted from SN 1987A that decayed in ight and produced
gam m a rayswould be detectabl by this instrum ents. T he lack ofsuch a signal
allow s us to constrain the branching ratio to photons B ), mass m ), and

radiative lifttine ( = =B ). Forlow mass (m < T 8 M &/ ) neutrinos
decaymng ! °,B <3 107, form < 10°ke&/ sec,and B < 6
10 ¥m =k& sec form ~ 10° k&7 sec; lin its for high-m ass neutrinos

are som ew hat weaker due to Bolzm ann suppression. W e also calculate lin its
for decays that produce gamm a rays through the bram sstrahling channel,
! %"e . In the case that neutrino m ass states are nearly degenerate,
m?=m ? 1, our limits orthemode ! © become more stringent by
a factor of m?=m ?, because m ore of the decay photons are shifted into the
PVO detector energy w indow .
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I. NTRODUCTION

T he occurrence of Supemova 1987A in the Large M agellanic C loud has proven to be
am ong the m ost fruitfiil experim ents in the heavenly lJaboratory for con m ing \known"
physics and constraining new physics. A side from is obvious in pact upon the study of
the late stages of stellar evolution In general and upon supemova physics in particular,
m odels for SN 1987A have becom e a test bed for the study of the couplings of light particles
(heutrinos, axions) to ordinary m atter [|]. In this work, we discuss lin its on the properties
of neutrinos independent of a speci ¢ m odel for the supemova based upon the em ission of
them alneutrinos from the hot nascent neutron star.

W hen a supemova occurs, the buk of the binding energy of the progenitor star (

3  16° ery) isreleased in neutrinos, aspredicted by theory and con m ed by the observation
ofa neutrino burst from SN 1987A , w ith a characteristic tem perature ofabout T 45M eV
(for low -m ass electron neutrinos; other soecies are predicted to have a higher tem perature,
T ' 8M &7, because of their di erent coupling to the prevalent ekctrons [1,8]) . If at least
one goecies of neutrinos is unstable and couples to the photon, then som e of these neutrinos
w ill decay to photons en route, which are potentially detectable asM €V gamm a rays. At
the tin e of the supemova burst’s arrival at earth and environs, there were several satellites
operating In the solar system capabl of detecting the decay photons in the course of their
watch forgamm a—ray bursts. Analyses ofthe data from one of these detectors, on board the
SolarM ax M ission (SM M ) satellite, has already been presented B]. Here, we exam ine the
data from the G amm a Burst D etector on the P ioneer Venus O roiter PVO ).W hilke thePVO

detector was am aller, and is energy w indow is not wellkm atched to that of the supemova
neutrinos, thad 4 acosptance and was in an environm ent free ofthe E arth’s radiation belts
(leading to lower backgrounds) . In addition, m ore high quality data is availablk ¢ 8000 sec
vs. 10 sec orSM M ).

T he paper is organized as follow s. In the next section an exact form ula for the expected
gamm a-ray ux isderived and in portant approxin ations are developed. In Section [T, the
PVO data are discussed and rigorous lin its are derived in the sin plst regine. The next
four sections build upon these resuls, expanding to m ore com plicated regimes. The nal
section is a brief summ ary.

IT.GAMMA-RAY SIGNAL

W e can w rite the expected uence ofgamm a rays from decaying neutrinosw ith m assm
and mean lifttine  as i8]

B Ly E) e &7
D ¢ 5
el oves 1D 2y 1 dt: 1)

where B is the fraction ofdecays that produce a gamm a ray. The rst factor is the overall
ux of neutrinos from a supemoya atadistanceD . Ly € ) isthedi erentialnumber ux of
neutrinos ofenergy E , <0 E;r = dE E Ly isthe total lum inosity In neutrinos. T he second



factor gives the fraction that decay into a \lab—-fram e" anglk arcoos . The third factor gives
the fraction that decay at tine ty. Finally, the delta function selects the photons with a
given t4, E, that arrive at a time t after the am:'mf%l ofm assless neutrinos at the detector.
The Lorentz factoris = E=m andthe speed v="1 2.

The function n ( ) depends on the distrbution of daughter photons In the neutrino rest
fram e, and therefore on the particular decay channel nvolved. F irst, we consider the two—
body decay, ! ° . Because the neutrino is a spin-1/2 particle, and the photon a spin-1
particle, this reaction can proceed in one of two ways: w ith the helicity of the daughter
neutrino either paralkel or antjparalkel the niial helicity. From quantum m echanics, then,
the distrloution of the photon in the rest fram e of the parent w ill be proportional to either
x )=2,where isthe cosine of the rest—fram e angk between the directions of the parent
neutrino and the photon. Transform Ing into the lab fram e gives us the distrdbution n( ).
N ote that we have assum ed the neutrinos are efpcted from the supemova in an instantaneous
burst; as long as the actual duration of the pulse is an all com pared to the tin ing resolution
of the detector, which is the case, this is a good approxin ation.

Because we are not Interested in the decay angle, but rather the photon energy, we w rite
n()d = fE& ;k)dk, where k is the gamm a-ray energy, related to the decay anglk by

T his gives

ftE k)= Ev E  2Zk); 3)

E v)?

for each ofthe helicity possbilities. (For reference, an isotropic decay would give £ € ;k) =
1=(E v) = 1=p, where p is the neutrino m om entum .) For low-m ass neutrinos w ith v 1,

8
> 2k=E? no ip

fEX)=_2E k)=E? P : @)
T 1=k isotropic

Each of these should be multiplied by a Heaviside function € k) to require that the
daughter photon be Jess energetic than the parent. Further, we require that the decay does
not occur inside of the progenitor envelope which would considerably alter the energetics of
the explosion and lad to an independent constraint which is im portant for short lifetim es
Bl.

The factor inside the delta function is esgpecially com plicated. This occurs because at
any given tin e, the detector is receiving photons from neutrinos that have decayed in a
com plicated shape, approxin ately an ellipsoid w ith the supemova at one focus and the
detector at another, further com plicated by the soeed v < 1 of the m assive neutrinos. This
Includes photons that have Jkft the supemova pointing far away from the detector but have
decayed at Jarge angles tow ard the detector. O bviously, for low m ass neutrinos which leave
the supemova at highly relativistic speeds, the fraction which take such a path isvery an all.
To sinplify this expression, we shall require that ty D 5 1& sec| m ost of the
neutrinos decay wellbefore they reach the earth. O thermw ise, the ux is greatly reduoced and



the lin is are corresoondingly weaker; the neutrinos m ay typically take a path that causes
them to decay well after our observations end. In Sec.V If we discuss long lifetin es.

In this 1mm it, the delta function becomes smply € &0 v )) = @ k=m) &
2 kt=m ), and we can perform the integralover t;:
B L 2k
av = B E) ey v geam 5)
4 D2 m

(Sim ilar expressions have also been derived in @,‘5].) W e shall assum e that the neutrino—
num ber lum nosiy isgiven by a zero-chem icalpotentialFem D iracdistribution w ith known
tem perature and total neutrino energy, a reasonable approxin ation §]. For now, we will
present resuls for low -m ass neutrinos (ie., m T),

120E ¢ E?

by Bm = 0= oo e

(6)
where E; / 10°° erg is the total energy in one species of m assless neutrinos. W e treat the
casem ~ T in Sec.V:below .

F inally, we can integrate the above expression over all neutrino energies E and over one
tinebin from tto t+ tto get an expression for the spectrum of photons Incident on the
detector during that tin e interval. Form T,

2wt GN B 240E;

1) = ——dt= ———hk=T )e ™™ 1 e?= .
©OT L xa 2 p27 ipe &) ”

In this expression, the function h k=T ) results from the integral over the neutrino energies.
It is of order uniy for the param ater ranges of Interest, and it is Jargest in the case of \no
Jp," which we will assum e from now on since it gives the m ost conservative estin ates of
the param eters. In that case, £ isgven by hy) = yh 1+ e Y).
A Though this signaldependsnonlinearly on the param eterm  , the expression sin pli es
when m ismuch greater or less than kt ork t, where k is a typical photon energy, giving
B 240E; ©; m k t

o h k=T
4D274T2(k ) 2k t=m ; m kt

kit) = @)
In the former case of anallm  , there is no appreciable relativistic delay before the decay
of the neutrinos, so essentially all of the daughter photons arrive In the st time bin after
the supemova. In the case of largem  , the ux isessentially constant over the tim e of the
cbservations, so the signal is proportional to the w idth of the tim e bin. Note that only In
the latter case does the uence actually depend on the value ofm
In order to calculate the expected signal from the theoretical spectrum , we must fold
that spectrum w ith the appropriate response function. T he signalexpecied in the ith energy
channel is
z X
S;)= dkR;k) &;p= Riy; 50 )
J
where R ;5 is the response of detector i in energy bin k5, and 5 (t) is the theoretical spec-
trum averaged over energy bin j at tine (or tine bin) t. This, combined wih a ssparate
observation of the background rate in each of the four detectors, provides the theoretical
signal to be com pared w ith the cbservations.



IIT.GAMMA-RAY DATA AND ANALY SIS

To cbtain our lin its we use data from the supemova wih data from P ioneer Venus
O rbiter Gamm a Burst D etector PVO GBD) {], luckily in operation in February, 1987.
The GBD has four energy channels, roughly 100 200 k&7, 200 400 k&7, 500 1000 k&7,
and 1 3 M& towards the direction of the supemova, which was propitiously directly
overhead at the tin e, giving the m axinum e ective area. W e have data for about 1500 sec
prior to the supemova lights arrivalat Venus (for caloulating the background), and for 8000
sec after, for tim e bins of either 12 or 16 sec in duration. W e show the data in Figure .
W e have veri ed that there is no clear signal n any of the four channels; further, the data
is consistent w ith a constant P oisson rate in each detector.

To calculate 1lin its on our param eters B and m , we use the lded spectrum S (t)
and our m easurem ent of the background rate (cbserved for a length of tine ) In each
detector to construct a lkellhhood function given the observed gamm a-ray counts in each
detector. W e assum e that the folded spectrum S; () gives the m ean of a Poisson process
goveming the detected num ber of counts, and that the rates for each detector are high
enough to approxin ate this by an approprate N om al distrbution, for ease of calculation
(ihthel 3Mé&/ bin,wih the owest uence, there are approxin ately 40 counts per bin).
This gives

Y

L()= N Qb §+Sy(); 5 (10)
where
n #
o, 1 1 F "’
N x; ; )—PﬁeXp > > 11)

gives the N om al distrdoution, by is the badckground rate in detector i (cbserved for a tine
%), % isthe length oftimebin j, and D i, Si; are, respectively, the cbserved and theoretical
signalin those tin ebins, w here the Jatter is calculated w ith the set ofparam eters represented
by .Fially,thevarianceisgivenby % = Sy+ b 1+ t=t), thesum ofthe theoretical
variance of the signal and that due to the background rate (ncluding a an all contrbution
re ecting the uncertainty in that rate; this lattere ect is som ewhat m ore di cul to lnclude
if a Poisson distrbution is explicitly used but is in any case negligeable). W e de nea 2
statistic,

x S, bt DSy Dy B

? 2L+ const= I {+ —F+2 =

ij ij ij ij

12)

N ote that the m odel is nonlinear, and the varance izj depends on the m odel param eters,
so we have de ned this quantity ncluding the In ;; term and that the usual 2 distribution
does not apply; Instead we m ust apply Bayes’ theoram and Integrate over the lkelihood to
determ ine con dence intervals on our param eters.

Because of the two tem s contrbuting to the variance, the om of 2 depe%ds on which
dom inates. ForSy; by &, §  Sy,andtheSf= { tem dom inates, so * Sij. W hen
the neutrino signalis am all, the background contrdbution dom inates, and 2’ const. These



regin es are shown in Figure 2, where we plot ? as a function ofm for several values of
B .W ehave used a neutrino tam perature of 8 M €V, appropriate form u and tau neutrinos.
Im m ediately, we see the character ofthe lim itson the param eters. Form < 10’ ké&/ sec,
2/ B ;inthisregin e only thedata from the rsttin ebin afferthe supemova contributes.
Then 2/ B =m frm =B < 10 ke&/ sec;now, the fiilldata set provides infom ation.
Fially, ?>= constform =B ~ 10% ke&/ sec; i this regin e the background dom iates over
the theoretical signal. N ote that this latter area of param eter gpace provides the \m axin um
likelhood" (or 2 mininum ); there is no neutrino signal and we calculate only lim its on
param eters. In fact, there is a slight de cit of counts with respect to the badckground
calculated from the tin e before the supemova; otherw ise we m Ight expect to see a weak
maxinum lkelhood som ew here In the largem regin e.

In Figure 3, we show a single contour of ? n them -B plin. From a \Bayesian"
viewpoint, this gure represents the the com plkte inference from the data; we ocbviously
would prefer to quote 1im its on the param eter space.

Because 2 isconstant rboth large and am allvalies ofthe param etersm  , wemustbe
carefiilin nom alizing ourprobabilities. W ithout any other inform ation to guide us, wem ight
expect the appropriate priorto usewould beeitherp( ) / constorp( ) / 1= corregponding
to constant probability per lnear and logarithm ic interval, respectively; how ever, neither of
these choices converge when integrated out to in nity muliplied by a constant lkelihood.
T hese priors, when nom alized, assign a vanishing weight to any nite region of param eter
space; usually, 2 goes to in nity lke the square of som e param eter in a linear gaussian
m odel w ith independent errors, so the w ings are autom atically disfavored regardless of the
prior.

To get m eaningfiil results in this case we must m ake sure that the interesting regin e
of 6< IogB < 0,5 < lgm = k& sec) < 13 is given nite prior weight. This
corresoonds to choosing a prior with som e cuto outside of this region, and will result In
a lin it corresponding to a value of 2 som ewhere along the slope between its sm all and
large values. To connect with other analyses, we will adopt the llow ing \frequentist"”
procedure. W e will assum e that 2 is distrbuted in a 2 distrbution considering the data
as a frequentist random variabl. W e have 550 tim e bins and four detectors, so there
are 2200 degrees of freedom . For this distrdbution, a one-sigm a uctuation corresoonds to

2= 2230, athreesigna (or 99% ) uctuation to 2 = 2357; we choose the Jatter as our
Iin it; from the shape ofthe lkellhood function it is clear that any com parable 2 willgive
sin ilar bounds. W e also note that a signal in the an alkm regin e m ay not be detectabl
w ith this algorithm ; the absence of a Iocalm ininum in that region, however, in plies that
this should not be a signi cant worry. W e have also used a 2 de ned rigorously from the
true P oisson distribution, which e ectsthe lim its on the param eters by som ew hat under one
order ofm agnitude throughout.) The allowed region is shown in Figure 3. Tt corresponds to

B <3 10’ m < 10° k&7 sec 13)
m

B <2 10 13? m > 10° k&7 sec: (14)
xC

or neutrinos w ith a tem perature of 8 M €V . (The lin its scale roughly as T 2. The latter
bound corresponds to m > 5 10° k& sec. This is less restrictive than the lin its of



Oberauer et al. ], due to the fact that the PVO GBD could only detect gamm a rays w ith
energiesbelow 3 M &/, com pared to 25M &7 forthe SM M satellite. H owever, we believe this
analysis to be m ore rigorous and the PVO data to be of higher quality.

IV.OTHER DECAY MODES

So far we have considered only photons produced from the sim plest radiative decay of
a m assive neutrino species: ! %, but many other channels are possble. For these
reactions, where the rest-fram e photon energy is no longer given by the smplke k = m =2,
wemust allow fora distribbution ofdecay products: f k; )dkd givesthe fraction ofphotons
produced w ith rest—fram e energy k into angle = cos . Then, the nal spectrum is given
by

nw #
ﬂ: 1 B_Z dE L (E)Z d f L e 1+v )= (15)
dkdt 4 D2 ! i+ v )

where we have still assum ed that the decays occur near the supemova, and the integral is
taken from k to 1 . W e discuss the case of hrgemasses,m - T in Sec.Vi below ) For
the approprate choiceoff k; )/ k m =2)f; ( ), we reproduce the earlier 2-body decay
fomula, Eq. (7).

In particular, we consider the brem sstrahlung process, ! %'e , where typically

= , %= _. Because this is no Ionger a two-body decay, the spectrum in angle and

energy of the daughter photons is considerably m ore com plicated, and there has been no
exact calculation performed. Follow ing O berauer et al. 4], we m ake several sim plifying
assum ptions. First, we assum e isotropy of the photons in the rest fram e of the neutrinos;
this is reasonable if the helicity states of the parent neutrinos are produced in equal num —
bers. Thisgives £ k; )= f k)=2 Whidch still in plicitly dependson through the Lorentz
transform ation to the lab fram e).

Up to factors of order unity, we assum e after O berauer et al. that the bram sstrahlung
energy spectrum is given by

d 1
br , __O - = (16)
dk k k ¢
where , and . referto the processw ithout a daughterphoton: ! %"e , allowingusto
absorb a branching ratio factor nto .= =B..Now, we can write the gamm a-ray ux as
z z
dN 1 1 E“+1ld
= — dE Ly B)— — (Ql+v )e WVE
dkdt 4 D?m k 1 2
1 1 ° E 1 m 2 Grveen
- — dELy E)—— — '@ 1) ()]
4 D°m k 2v Et 4= @ v)E t=m
Ifwe assume that t , the angular average becom es uniy. @A M axwellBoltzm ann

distrbution for Ly € ) then reproduces the expression of Egs. (6-7) of Oberauer et al. §))
W ith the additional assum ption that a negligbl fraction of the decays occur inside of the



progenior and that detected gamm a rayshave energiesk T (e, Enm T),we get the
sin ple formula

dN Er 1 1

= —= 18
dkdt 4 D?m . k 18)

where E;r again gives the total energy in the decaying neutrino species. Note that this
expression is correct for any form ofLy E ). At early tin es the ux is constant, although

there will be an exponential decay for t~ . In the twobody case, the tin escale for
gamm a-ray detection issst by m  =k; In the bram sstrahlung case, by m =E m =T.
A ssum Ing that m ost neutrinos w ill have E T, the assum ptions we have m ade require

that t= m =T 1 for this form ula to hold. N ote that this is a restriction on the param —
eter space of m and , since we have approxin ately 8000 sec of data, and the tem perature
isoforder 8 M €V for any neutrino soecies.

Because the ux isproportionalto 1=m ., we willbe abl to put lim its on the combi-
nationm = m =B.. M oreover, because the dependence is the sam e as the largem
regin e of the 2body decay case (cf. Eq. §)), the probabﬂitdeensity willbe of the same
om . W hen the variance is dom inated by the signal, 2 Siy / l=m ; when i is
dom inated by the background, 2 const (the sam e constant as in the 2-body case). The
crossover occursatm . 10° ké/7 sec. Thevalueof ? forthism odelis shown in Figureq.
U sing the sam e quastfrequentist de nition ofa 99% con dence kevel gives lim its of

e

m

m .>15 10°k&/ s=c or <7 10 k&7 !secl: 19)

Because the brem sstrahlung spectrum peaks at a lower energy, and due to the long tine
baseline of the PVO data, this lim i is com parable to other SN 1987A lim its for this decay
channel P4], and we believe m ore reliable, due to the higherquality data set.

V.VERY MASSIVE NEUTRINOS

A1l of these expressions are considerable m ore com plicated h the casem ~ T. We
w ill still assum e a zero-chem icalpotential FD distrbution, this tin e applying to m assive
particles:
q
120E7 E E?+m?

Ly Em )=WFJ@ =T)W; (20)
with a \suppression factor," j), along with the requirement that E > m . The factor
jx) is jast the usual Bolzm ann suppression (&) / x> 2e *, r x 1); we use an
approxin ation that is good form =T < fow, Jx) ' exp ( 0:15%). (Sigl& Tumer [7.] have
calculated the e ect of the changing neutrinosphere tem perature and radiis on this naive
expectation; thee ect isanallorm < 40M &7, at Jeast or ~ 10 ? sec.) For low-m ass
neutrinos we assumed k > m ; now, we can only integrate over neutrino energies greater
thanmaxm ;k). In thisexpression,E; / 10°° erg rem ainsthe totalenergy rthe low -m ass



case; the totalenergy released isE jm =T ); which r Jarge m asses is Jess than 10°° erg
since 3< 1

Tn addition to them ass threshold e ects, w ith m assive neutrinos (m -~ k) wem ust now
take Into account the loss of any photons produced inside the envelope of the supemova,

Renv = 100c sec. Thus, we require that vty > Reny, OF
S

E > Eqy = 1+ Rewll 21
e = 2kt el
Note that Eoy > m , so this superssdes the requirement that E > m , but the r=
quirem ent that E > k remains. Thus, we must Integrate over neutrino energies from
Enm = maxk;Eqy). This ntegral, the equivalent of h k=T ) above, cannot be done in
closed fom , but again it can be approxin ated by a gaussian (at least for the isotropic case
fE k)= 1=p):

1oz T)om o —e ™" gEnn=T) @2)

w ith

= 4 P —e 0, 23

g &) . \% 17 o 1> 7 @3)
the factor of 02 in the exponent approxin ates the shape of the integral for x < few . This
di ers from them assless case by a total suppression factor

n #
] =T mjn=T m 2 Emjn
I g CneT), ) o5 — 02

h k=T)

24)

SinceEn,yn M ,thisisalwayslessthanexp[ 0:35¢n =T )?]orinterestingmassesm ~ T ;
unfortunately, the tim e now appears in the expression fork, y,, o the dt Integralisno longer
trivial. First, then, let us consider the suppression factor if we ignore the e ect of decays
Inside the supemova envelope, ntegrating from E, 4, = maxm ;k). Then the tim e integral
can be done as In the low-m ass case, and we can sim ply w rite down the tim e-ndependent
suppression factors = jm =T)gE n=T)’ Jjm =T)gm =T) (ifwe rstssthk=T)=1
when num erically calculating the lim its as above).

Thesem ass e ects enable us to break the degeneracy between m and , at the price of
requiring them ore com plicated analysis ofa three-din ensionalparam eter space. To sin plify
m atters, we w illbase the resuls for m assive neutrinos directly on the lin its from the low-—
m ass case. That is, we w ill calculate the 1im its as before, and then apply the suppression
factor at the end. W e can do this because the suppression factor com es into the expression
forthe ux In exactly the sam e way as the branching ratio B , so we transhte 1im tson B
In them assless case to lm tson B s, where s is the k-independent part ofthe suppression
factor. In addition, we do the calculation for an isotropic decay, and assum ingk < m . For
tw obody decay, this resuls in the lim it

sB <3 107 m < 10° k&7 s=c (25)

m
sB <6 10 MF m > 10° k&7 sec: 26)
SC



Ifweallow thee ect ofdecays inside the progeniorenvelope, the caloulation is som ew hat
m ore com plicated, and the integralover each tim e bin can no longerbe done In closed fom .
W emust now recom pute everything at each pairofm and .W e show the resultsofsuch a
calculation for ssveral values ofthe neutrinom ass in F igure ::6; the lin its are not too di erent
from those w ith the sin pler tin e-independent suppression.

For the bram sstrahling process, the suppression Eo{f a high-m ass neutrino ux is sin pler
to caloulate because the required integral is smply dE E L, E ), the totalenergy in the
m assive neutrino species (cf. Eq.J8; we have again assumed k= T, so the initial integral
over simplies). Again, we ntegrate from the same E 1, = max K;E o,y ); the suppression
is given by the Boltzm ann factor jE, n=T ). Formuch of param eter space, this is sin ply
the expected jm =T ). Again, the tin edependence of E,, does not change the lin its
signi cantly. The allowed param eter space for the bram sstrahluing process for a m ass of 30
M eV is

m B
—° >15 10°k&/ s=c  or Jjm =T)— < 7 108 k& 's=ct: @7)
Jjm =T) m
VI.NEARLY DEGENERATE NEUTRINOS
Thus far, we have assum ed that the daughter neutrino n the ! ° channelismuch

lessm assive than the parent neutrino. If, however, the m ass of the daughter is appreciable,
the energy ofthe photon w illbe decreased by a factor m?=m? (m? m3)=m?.Thismay
In prove our lim its: It would shift the bulk of the photons down from energies too high to
detect Into one orm ore of the energy channels ofthe PVO detector. Form assless daughter
neutrinos, of order 1/10 of the photons can be detected; therefore we m ight expect lin its as
much as an order of m agniude stronger. In fact, for this case, the lower energy w indow of
the PVO detector, down to 0:1 M €V, com pared w ith the SM M w indow , sensitive only above
41 M eV, isactually an advantage.

Tom ake them atterm ore preciss, we see that In the case of nearly degenerate neutrinos,
we m ake the change

fE;k)dk ! fE; m*= m’)klm*= m?)dk 28)

where we now are contrained to have photon energiesk < ( m?=m )E . This, in tum, resuls
in changihgh &=T) ! %= m?)h[m*= m?)k=T] m?= m?)h k=T ), up to a constant of
order one. A s expected, the ux is enhanced by a factor of (m °= m?) at m ost energies, so
we can m ake the substitution B ! B (m %= m?) 1n our lin is.

In particular, we are interested In two regines of m?=m?. To account for the recent
evidence of a neutrino m ass eigenstate, we sst m = 3 &V {1(]. The m ost attractive solution
to the solar neutrino problm requires m? = 3 10°ev®, s0o m?=m? =3 10° 1.
To account for the atmogpheric  de cit, m? = 1  10%v?, <0 m?=m? =1 10°
fl2]. Roughly, we see that our lim its w ill becom e stronger by factorsorder 3 10 and 10°,
respectively. In Figure §, we show the lin its on the neutrino param eters for these two cases.
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VII.LONG LIFETIM ES

For long lifetin es (such that the average decay tin e of the neutrino is com parable to or
longer than the travel tin e to the detector), the above form alisn becom es too cum bersom g,
because we must Integrate over a com plicated set of possble paths for the neutrino and
daughter photon. In this case, we willm ake several sin pli cations. At rst, we willonly
concem ourselves w ith the totalgamm a—ray uence from the decays, Integrated over tim e.
Then, we will Integrate over the decay tine, 0 § D :

dN B g h Dm =E *

524132 dE Ly E)EE;K) 1 e (29)

where, asbefore, £ E ;k) gives the fraction ofneutrinosw ith energy E decaying into photons

w ith energy k. This expression is to be com pared w ith those presented in P]. T he cost ofthe

sim plicity ofthis expression is the nability to determ ine the exact tin e ofa photon’s arrival.

For neutrinos and photons travelling on a straight path ( = 1, appropriate for relativistic

particles), the arrival tin e after the supemova lightpulse ist= t;1 v)’ @E=2)m?=E?2.

For long lifetim es, we w illbe concemed w ith neutrinos that decay late in their ight: ty D.
U sing thisas a typicale-olding tin e, we have the ansatz that (AN =dt) / exp ( 2tE*=Dm?) :

Fort” (O =2)m ?=E 2, this should express the character ofthe tin edependence. Two e ects

are explicitly m issing from this fomula: the extra tin e delay from non-straight paths (of
the sam e order as the delay already considered) and the photon energy dependence of the

tin edelay. M oreover, the tin e-dependence w ill not have exactly this shape; for short tim es

it does not contain the expected slow rise from zero ux, so it is probably safest to use this

form ula Integrated over the entire duration of the experin ent, and not rely on the detailed

tin e evolution, keaving us nally with

Z
aN B _ )
o 15 ELiEXEK 1 g2 ®dm® 1 o Dm E 30)

U nfortunately, the Integration over neutrino energy E is considerably m ore com plicated than
before, but we can approxin ate the two exponential decays for various regin es:

1 eZtE2=Dm2 1 eDm =E 31)
8 q
%1, m<Eq2t=D;m=>E=D
<2 tE2=Dm2,m>Eq2 t=D;m = ~ E=D
%Dm—E ; m<Eq2t=D;m=<E=D
2t=m ; m~E 2tD;m= <E=D:

N um erically, these breaks occur at

q E £ ; E
m'’ E 2 t=D '’ 680e&v ; m = " E="' 2 10° eV=sec———:
12M &V 8500 s=c 12Mev

32)
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where E = 12 M&V isa typicalenergy ora T = 8 M &V blackbody. In tem s of the

lifetine ,the htterlim toccursat /' Dm=E 5 10 sec m =eV)| form assesm 1

M &V, this is roughly D . W hen this is proportional to t, the ux is approxin ately
constant; otherw ise, the entire pulse is detected (@and its shape is irelevent) . Putting all of

this together, and doing the integralover E gives

8
Er .
?ho(k—T)
2 % k=T)
ﬁ B 1_20 ) m2D ? (33)
dk . 4 D27 ¢ E;m D .
T3 —h ; k=T)
o Bt % &=T)
P2 )

where h, ) = Ryl X l=(1+ exp x) is sin ilar to h (y) above, and the four cases correspond
to those in Eq. (31). Here, we have assumed an isotropic distrbution of decays in the
rest fram e. A s before, these expressions hold orm < T and must bemodi ed with the
approprate suppression factor otherw ise.

Now, we can Just put these results through our statisticalm achinery and nd lim is on
the param eters. W e w illw rite the ux as

dN 1 120ETh(k—T) Ba@ ;) a4
dk , 4 D27 4T? !

where A is the appropriate dim ensionless com bination ofm and ,alongwith D, T and

t; the data give us Iimitson A In each m ; ) regine (@assum ing that we can w rite our
prior Inform ation as a sin ple probability distribution for A). This gives an approxin ate
99% con dence limitofB A <1 10°HrT = 8Mé& or,

T
B <1 10° m <0d4ké;m = > 12 10 ° k&l = s=c;
8M &7
m > 155k&/ B2 m > 0d4kér;m = <12 10 ° k&l = s=c;
B m T 3
<14 10Y% k& st m < 04ké&;m = > 12 10° k&/=sc;
8M &7
1
m > 14 10° k& =B P, m > 04ké’;m = <12 10°k&/=sec: (35)

W here the regin es overlap, these lim its are com parabl to those calculated w ith the m ore
detailed m odels above| because we can only calculate lin its on param eters, the details
of the data and the analysis are unin portant (in fact, the lim its of Eq. 35) are stronger
than, for examplk, Eq. {3) above; the earlier, m ore detailed calculation is probably the
m ore appropriate lim it). Agah, orneutrinoswihm ~ T , these lin its arem odi ed w ith
B ! sB

For the bram sstrahlung channel, the ux is changed due to the di erent kinem atics of
the decay (ie., the rest fram e spectrum ofEqg. (16)):
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dN 2T 2 dN
= — (36)

&k prem km dk 2 pody
(in addition, the functionsh, should alsobem odi ed toh,;,). Thisisa signi cant increase
in uxatforkm < T2.Asbebre, we see that the brem sstrahling spectrum at the detector
is proportionalto 1=k . Now, the lin its correspond to B AT=m < 3 10° or

T
m ~ 27 16 k&/B m <04k&;m = > 12 10° k&/ = =c;
8M &7
_ T
m ~ 800k&/B 3 m > 04k&/;m = <12 10° k&/ = =c;
8M a7
=B = .~ 19 10°s=c m < 04ké&;m = > 12 10°k&/=sec;
_ e T
m > 14 10k —— m > 04k&;m = <12 10°%k&/=sc: (37)
sec 8M &/

V III.D ISCU SSION

SN 1987A not only con m ed astrophysicists’ standard m odel of the Type II (core col-
lapse) supemovae, but also provided a laboratory for studying the properties of neutrinos.
The uence of neutrinos at earth was approxin ately 10'*an 2 per species. This large u-
ence and the spacebome gam m a-ray detectors operating on SM M and PVO have allowed
stringent lim its to be placed on the radiative decay of neutrinos.

A though there is only 232 seconds of data, In a singke tine bin, the SM M detectors
were sensitive up to energies of 25 M €V, and so would have m ore lkely to detect gamm a
rays from decaying SN 1987A neutrinos w ith a tem perature of 4-8 M €V . Because the lim is
are detemm ined by the region of param eter where the background becom es com parable to
the signal (see the discussion In Sec. IIJ above), the long tin e base and greater resolution
is actually of little use in detem ining the lin its on the param eters. To show this, we have
perform ed our analysis w ith the SMM data aspresented in 4], using crude estin ates of the
resoponse m atrix and e ective area of the detector. A s expected, the results are com parable
to, although slightly weaker than, those quoted in that reference. However, In the case
where the gamm a rays are produced by brem sstrahling or the neutrino m ass states are
nearly degenerate, the PVO lm its are com parabl or m ore stringent. F inalky, the am ount
ofand quality ofthe PVO data adds additional con dence to the SM M -based I1im its.
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FIGURES
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FIG.1. ThePVO GBD data for the tin e In m ediately before and after the arrival of the light
from SN 1987A at the PVO spacecraft UT = 27325). T in e bins are either 12 or 16 sec; we show
the average counts per second in each bin, for each energy channel, asm arked.
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FIG .2. The value of the 2 statistic, de ned in the text, as a function of the param eter m ,
for values of the branching ratio B asm arked, for the decay process ! °
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FIG.3. Allowed region of them B plane, for the 2-body decay process ' 0, corre-

soonding to 2 2357 (see text). Here and below , contours continue to In niy as long as the
appropriate assum ptions, discussed in the text, stillhold.
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FIG.4. The value of the 2 statistic, de ned in the text, as a function of the param eter
m =m =B, for the bram sstrahling process. A lso shown is the location of the 2 2357
Iim it.
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FIG. 5. Allowed region of the m B plne, for nearly degenerate neutrinos, wih
m?=m ? = 10 3 (\atm ospheric"), 3 10 ° (\solar"), aswellas m?=m? = 1, as labelld.
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FIG.6. Alowed region of the m B plane, for neutrinos of mass 20 M &V, 30 M &V, and
40M &V (from left to right), for the 2-body decay process, corresponding to 2 2357 (see text).
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