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W e study the in pact of neutrino oscillations on the interpretation of the supemova (SN ) 1987A
neutrino signal by m eans of a m axim um —likelihhood analysis. W e focus on oscillations between ~.

with = or™
an allangle M SW solution (m 2 10 °

w ith those m ixing param eters that would solve the solar neutrino problem . For the
ev?, sin®2 o

0:007), there are no signi cant oscillation

e ects on the K elvin-H elm holz cooling signal; we con m previous best- t values for the neutron—
star binding energy and average spectral . tem perature. There is only m arginal overlap between

the upper end of the 95 4%
predictions. A ny adm ixture ofthe sti er —

CL inferred range ofhE —_i and the lower end of the range of theoretical
spectrum by oscillations aggravates the con ict between

experin entally inferred and theoretically predicted spectral properties. Form ixing param eters in the

neighborhood of the largeangle M SW solution (m

2 10 ° eVZ, sn?2 o 0:7) the oscillations

n the SN are adiabatic, but one needs to include the regeneration e ect in the E arth which causes

the K am iokande and IM B detectors to observe di erent
1) the oscillations in the SN are nonadiabatic; vacuum oscillations

(m 2 10 1OeVz,sjnZZ 0

"o spectra. For the solar vacuum solution

take place between the SN and the detector. Ifeither of the large-angle solutions were bome out by
the upcom Ing round of solar neutrino experin ents, one would have to conclude that the SN 1987A —
and/or . spectra had been m uch softer than predicted by current treatm ents of neutrino transport.

PACS numbers: 14.60Pqg, 97.60Bw

I. NTRODUCTION

N eutrino oscillations can m odify the characteristics of
the neutrino signal from a supemova (SN ), in particular
if m atter e ects are included 'ﬂL] A fter the ocbservation
of the SN 1987A neutrinos by the K am iokande [Z’ and
™MB B] detectorsm any authors [4 discussed the In pact
ofm atter-induced oscillationson the prom pt . burstbe-
cause the st event at K am iokande had been observed
In the forw ard direction, allow ing for an interpretation in
term s of .-e scattering. If this interpretation were cor-
rect one could exclude a lJarge area of m ixing param eters
where the M SW e ect in the SN envelope would have
rendered the prom pt . burst uncbservable.

Because a single event doesnot carry m uch statistically
signi cant inform ation (the rst K am iokande eventm ay
have coincidentally pointed In the forward direction), a
m ore interesting question for the interpretation of the
SN 1987A neutrino signal is the im pact of oscillations
on themain ~ pulse which is detected by the reaction
“ep ! ne". The SN em its roughly equal am ounts of
energy In (@ntineutrinosofall avors,butwih di erent
spectral characteristics. Current treatm ents of neutrino
transport yield E_d]

( 10 12Mev  for o,
14 17Mev for—, @)
24 27TM &V Pr and ~ ; ,

E i=

i

ie.tE i ZME-iandlE i 2HE- ifrtheother a-
vors. A partialconversion between, say,” ’sand” ’sdue
to oscillationswould \sti en" theé . spectrum observable
at Earth g,:_‘j]] W ewilalwaystake o— oscillationsto
represent either "= or o— oscillations.) W ithin a
plausble range of progenitor star m asses and depending
on the equation of state, num erical com putations yield

Ep,= 15 45 108 exy Q)

for the total am ount of binding energy i_‘/!]. Tt is alm ost
entirely released in the form of neutrinos.

T he expected average SN 1987A ~ ¢ energy in plied by
the detected signal is about 9 10M &V, wih a 954%
con dence Interval reaching up to 14M €V in som e anal-
yses {10,111, ie. barely up to the lwer end of the the-
oretical predictions quoted in Eg. @.') . If a partial swap
"¢ $ T had occurred, the expected ~ . energies should
have been lower, causing an even larger strain between
m easured and predicted ~. energies. For an \inverted"
massmatrixwithm _ > m the .~ oscillationswould
have been resonant and thus nearly com plte for a large
range of m ixing param eters. T herefore, such inverted—
m ass schem es are lkely exclided on the basis of the
SN 1987A data ©131.

If the m ass hierarchy is \nomal" withm _ < m ,
oscillations In the antineutrino sector are signi cant only
for largem ixing angles w hich are often thought to be un-
likely. T herefore, in the originalanalysesofthe SN 1987A
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neutrinos, little attention has been paid to antineutrino
oscillations.

Since then much progress has been m ade w ith the ob-
servation of solar neutrinos in four experim ents w hich all
report a de cit and thus point to oscillations. W hile it
rem ainsuncertain ifthe solarneutrino de citsare indeed
caused by oscillations, i has becom e clear that there is
no sin ple \astrophysical solution." If the oscillation in—
terpretation is adopted there rem ain three islands in the
sin®2 - m?-plane (vacuum m king angle o) where
the results from allexperim entalm easurem entsofthe so—
lar neutrino ux are consistently explained, nam ely the
\vacuum solution" with m? near10 '° eV? and nearly
maxinum m ixing {13, the \sm altangle M SW solution"
wih m? around 10 ° ev2 and sin®2 , 0:007, and
the \largeanglke M SW solution" with about the sam e

m 2 and sn?2 o In the neighborhood of 0:7 E]. Tt will
tum out that if one of the lJargeanglk solutions would
be bome out by one of the forthcom ing experin ents Su—
perkam iokande, SNO , orBOREX INO , then a signi cant
In pact on the interpretation ofthe SN 1987A signalcould
not be avoided.

In a recent study, Sm imov, Spergel, and Bahcall E_Si]
found that the largeanglk solutions were essentially ex—
cluded by the SN 1987A data because of the \sti ened"
spectra they would have caused at the detectors. How —
ever, this conclusion relies heavily on theoretical predic—
tions for the spectral properties of a SN neutrino signal.
Keman and K rauss [_1-4], on the other hand, arrive at
the opposite conclision, nam ely that a signi cant oscil-
lation e ect was actually favored by the data. O fcourse,
they discard certain theoretical predictions for the sig—
nal characteristics. Sm imov, Spergel, and Bahcall have
perform ed a pint analysis for the K am iokande and IM B
detectors. However, In the neighborhood of the large—
angle M SW solution, m atter-induced oscillations in the
Earth are in portant. They cause a di erent am ount of
\regeneration" of the oscillations on the neutrino path
through the Earth which was 3900 and 8400km for the
K am iokande and IM B detectors, respect:ye]y, w hich thus
would have observed di erent . spectra fl5 Keman
and K rauss, on the other hand, have only considered
nonadiabatic oscillations which restrict the validity of
their analysis to m?2 < 10 1% ev?2, thus ignoring the
In portant case of the large-angke M SW solution.

T herefore, we presently reexam ine the im pact of large—
angle neutrino oscillations on the SN 1987A signal in-—
terpretation. If neutrino oscillations between ¢ and an—
other avor occur at allw ith a large m ixing angle, the
m ixing param eters probably corresoond to those solving
the solar neutrino problem . T herefore, we focus on m ix—
Ing param eters in the neighborhood of the largeanglk
M SW solution and of the vacuum solution of the solar
neutrino problem . W ew illassum e therm alneutrino spec—
tra with di erent tem peratures forthe™ ’sand .’s.W e
w ill then perform am axin um -lkelhood analysis for the
neutrino tem perature and totalem itted energy.

In Sect. IT we discuss the assum ed prin ary neutrino

spectra and their m odi cation by oscillations. Sect. ITT

is devoted to our statisticalm ethodology and Sect. IV to

detailed num erical results. In Sect.V we summ arize our
ndings.

II.NEUTRINO SPECTRA
A .Prim ary Spectra

T hem ost detailed statistical analysis ofthe SN 1987A
neutrino signal has been performed in the papers by
Loredo and Lamb [16,11] where one of the main goals
was to estin ate the K elvin-H eln holtz cooling tin e scale
ofthe new Iy form ed neutron star, and to derive 1lim its on
the ¢ m ass from the absence of pulse dispersion e ects.
T herefore, the tim e structure of the neutrino signalwas
crucial; i had to be param etrized in tem s of a variety
of cooling m odels. In our study, on the other hand, we
w il focus on the spectral characteristics of the neutrino

uence (tin e-dntegrated ux) and theirm odi cation by
oscillations. Because we w ill need to vary neutrino m ass
di erences and m ixing angles, the overall num ber of pa—
ram eters would get out of hand if we were to analyse
the tin e structure of the burst together w ith neutrino
oscillation e ects.

N um erical sim ulations [11] and an analytic argum ent
fl9 Indicate an approxin ate equipartition of the energy
em ited in di erent (@ntineutrino speciesw ith di erent
tin e-averaged energiesasquoted n Eq. ('_]:) . The detailed
spectral shape, how ever, is not wellknown.M onteC arlo
studies ofneutrino transport [16]indicate that the instan—
taneous neutrino spectra are \pinched," meaning that
their low —and high-energy parts are suppressed relative
to a M axwellBoltzm ann spectrum of the sam e average
energy. U sua]]y the instantaneous spectra are expressed
in the orm {16]

2
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where is an e ective degeneracy param eter. Both T
and are functions of tin e. It must be stressed that

the \pseudo degeneracy param eter" for and is
the same as that for ~ and =~ , In contrast with the
degeneracy param eter of a real Ferm 1D irac distribution
which has the opposite sign for antineutrinos relative
to neutrinos. Therefore, Eq. (:j) is a som ewhat arbi-
trary tw o-param eter representation of the neutrino spec—
tra which allows one to t two of their m om ents, for
exam ple IE iand I 2i. Janka and H illbrandt [L6] und
that throughout the an ission process decreases from
about 5 to 3 for ., from about 2.5 to 2 for ., and from
about 2 to 0 for and

T he tin e-integrated spectrum , how ever, need not be
pinched. W e characterize it by the moments IE i and
IE 2?1, and call i \pihched" if the ratio HE2i=lE i is



gn aller than for the M axwellBoltzm ann case, \anti-
pinched" otherwise. As a sinpl exam ple we consider
a cooling m odelw here neutrinos are em itted from a neu-
trino sphere wih a xed radius and an exponentially
decreasing e ective tem perature. If the instantaneous
spectra are of the form Eq. ('@') wih a xed ,then the
tin e-integrated spectrum is pinched for ~ 1:7 and an—
tipinched or < 1:7.For 1:7 it is approxin ately of
the M axwell-B oltzm ann fom .

An exponential cooling m odel is, of course, very sin —
plistic. Tn a real SN the . tem perature will initially
rise, and m ay stay approxin ately constant for som e tin e,
while the e ectively radiating surface shrinks quickly
within the st second. Still, the exponential cooling
exam ple illustrates that a them alM axwellB oltzm ann
spectrum m ay be a relatively good approxim ation for the
tin e-integrated spectrum because of the com pensating
e ectsbetween Instantaneous pinching and the superpo—
sition ofdi erent gpectra in the course of the protoneu-
tron star’s cooling history. Certainly, there is no reason
to expect the tin e-integrated spectrum to be ofthe form
Eg. {_3’) . This param etrization does not allow one to de—
scribbe antipinched spectra, only pinched ones.

For the rest of this study we w ill m ake the sin plify—
Ing assum ption that the tin e-integrated spectra are de—
scribed by the M axwellB oltzm ann form

Z

FE)= AfE;t) / EPe®T @)

0
wih a di erent e ective tem perature or . and = .
T hese \tem peratures" are param etersw hich characterize
the tin e-integrated spectra by virtue of T~ <HE i and
thus do not exactly correspond to a physicaltem perature

at the neutron star.

B .M odi cation by O scillations

In the K am iokande and IM B detectors, SN neutrinos
are aln ost exclusively detected by the reaction ~.p !
ne’ where the nalstate positron is m easured by is
Cherenkov em ission of photons. If neutrinos do not m ix,
their uence -, E ) relevant for the detection process is
dentical w ith the pinary ~. spectrum F2 €) em itted
from the SN .In the presence of ¢ $ ~ oscillations, on
the other hand, each prin ary =~ arrives wih a proba—
bility p In the "« avor state at the detector, while each
prin ary . arrives as”~ . with the \survival probability"
1 psothat

0

F-, = (0 °

: p)FY + pF2 : )

This incoherent superposition of the individual avor
uxes is justi ed by the incoherent neutrino em ission
from di erent regions in the star and by di erent pro-
cesses i_SS].
T he \pem utation factor" p is in generala function of
the neutrino energy E , them assdi erence m?, and the

vacuum m ixing angle . In addition, it is m portant to
note that the neutrinos are produced in a region ofhigh
m atter density. The e ective m ixing angle In a m ediim
is given by the wellknown form ula

sin2 o

tan2 = ——-—— ©®)
cs2 = res

where ( isthe vacuum m ixing angl, them atterden-
sity, and the upper sign refersto , the owerto™ . The
\resonance density" isde ned by

my m2

b (7)
2 2GpY.E

res
where m?2=m3 m? wihm, the dom ihantm assad—
m ixture of and m; that of .. For neutrinos w ih
a nom alm ass hierarchy fm, > m i) the denom inator
n Eqg. @) vanishes for = s 00s2 (, causihg m ax—
mum m xing wih = =4 and thus a \resonance."
For antineutrinos, and because we always assum e a nor—
m alm ass hierarchy, the denom inator ofEq. 6'_6) isalways
larger than cos2 ( so that the m edium m xing angl is
always an aller than the vacuum one.

For our purposes w ith neutrho energiesE > 10M &V
andmassdi erences m? < 10 3 &v? the resonanceden—
sity is of order 103gam 3 or less. W ith 102 gam 3
at the neutrino sphere, the e ective antineutrino m ixing
angle at the production site is < 10 °, even ifthe vac—
uum m xing angle ism axin al. T herefore, them edium ef-
fects \dem ix" the antineutrinos, causing the avoreigen-—
states at the production site to coincide essentially w ith
the propagation eigenstates.

A s the neutrinos leave the SN they propagate through
a certain density pro ¥ and ultin ately reach the sur—
rounding vacuum . The m ? valies corresponding to the
large-angle solutions of the solar neutrino problem are
representative of tw o cases that need to be distinguished
for the further avor evolution of the neutrino burst.

The sinpler case is the vacuum solution or m? <
10 19 eV 2. The propagation out of the SN is not adia—
batic so that the neutrinos em erge essentially as avor
elgenstates which then oscillate on their way to Earth.
T herefore, the pem utation factor has the form

p= 3 si®2 o: ®)

Wenotethat m?2 10 !0 ev? is at the borderline for
this statem ent to apply; for slightly larger m ass di er—
ences the detailed propagation through the SN envelope
m ust be taken into account i_Q].

For the large-angle solar M SW solution with m?
10 ® eV? we are In the adiabatic regin e w here the neu—
trinos stay In a propagation eigenstate throughout their
pumey out of the SN Er_ﬂ]. W hat emergesisa ux ofm;
elgenstate neutrinosw ith the ¢ soectrum , and one ofm ,
elgenstatesw ith the ™ spectrum .

W e stress that this statem ent applies even though the
neutrinos encounter a densiy discontinuity corresoond-—
Ing to the outward m oving shock wave which ultin ately



epcts the SN mantle and envelope. At the neutrino
sphere, the propagation and avor eigenstates coincide
because ofthem ediuim -induced dem ixinge ect described
above. W hen the neutrinos encounter a density discon—
tinuity In a medium so dense that they are su ciently
dem ixed, then no signi cant avor transitions w ill occur
even though this discontinuity violates the adiabaticity
condition. W ithin the rst few seconds after collapse the
shock wavem ay reach a radius ofat most a few 10°km .
In typical progenitor star m odels the density varies ap—
proxin ately as r > . Initially, the neutrino sphere w ith
a densiy of about 10'2gam ° is at a radius of about
100km . T herefore, w thin the K elvin-H elm holz cooling
phase the shock wave m ay reach a density about 9 or—
ders of m agnitude an aller than the neutrino sphere, ie.
a density aslow as103gan * .For m? 105 &v? the
resonance density is about 10gan 3 . Hence, during the
entire K elvin-H elm holtz cooling phase the m edium m ix—
Ing angle is am allw hen the neutrinos encounter the shock
wave. T herefore, the In pact of level crossing betw een the
propagation eigenstates on the neutrino spectra arriving
at the detector can be neglected.

Because neutrnoswih m? 10 5 &v? em erge from
the SN as propagation eigenstates, no oscillations occur
on the way from the SN to Earth. Thus, we would have
p= sin® , ifthere were no further ntervening m atter.

However, in order to reach the K am iokande and IM B
detectors, the neutrinoshad to traversedg ay = 3900 km
and dy g = 8400km ofm atter in the Earth, wih an
average density ofabout gaym = 3#dgan > and g =
46gan 3, repectively []. Therefore, the pem utation
factor relevant for each detector is 9]

p=sh? o sh2 sh@R o 2 )sk®(d=Y: Q)
The mediuim m ixing angle relevant for each detector is
given by Eq. () with = xam Or m s, respectively,
the distance in Earth isd = dgxam Or dmg, and the
oscillation length is
. 4 E sih2 10)
m?2 sn?2 0

w ith the relevant m edium m ixing angl. For the solar
vacuum solitionwith m?2 10 !0 ev? theEarthe ect
is unim portant.

III. STATISTICAL M ETHODOLOGY
A .Param eter E stim ation and Con dence R egions

T he purpose of the present study is to estim ate the
param eters Ej, and T—, which characterize the neutrino

uence from SN 1987A and to study the in pact of neu—
trino m ixing on this estim ate. Because ofthe sn allnum —
ber of SN 1987A events in the K am lokande and IM B
detectors this task is rather delicate. O ne needs a sta—
tistical estin ator which is consistent and unbiased, and

which exploitsthe sparsedatae ciently. Them axin um -
likelhood m ethod [20.21] is particularly well suited for
such problam s, ie. problem s where it is essential to ex—
tract the maximum possbl inform ation from a snall
num ber ofevents. Thism ethod hasbeen used by several
authors to analyse the SN 1987A neutrino signal, eg.
Res. HOALI4E.

T hem ethod consists of deriving the set of param eters,
collectively denoted by , for which the probability of
producing the observed data set, collectively denoted by
%, becom esm axin al. T he probability density as a func-
tion of for producing the observed data is called the
likelihood function L (x; ). Them axin um -likelihood es—
tim ation for the true but unknown param eter set ¢
is In plicitly de ned by

Lx; )= mzaDLX L &x; ); (11)
where D isthe param eter dom ain.
An estim ation of the true param eters  is usefiil

only if one also determ Ines a con dence region around

which contains the true param eters w ith a speci ed
probability . To construct this region assum e that the
true param eters ( are given. W e can then determm ine
the probability distrdbution P | () ofthe likelihood es-
tim ator and de ne a region D ; ;| from the condition
P ,() for 2D ; ,.Tomake i unique we ad-
ditionally require thatP |, ( ) islargerforall within

D , , than for those outside. Put another way, we re—
quire D ; ; to be bounded by a contour of constant
P ,( ). Thecon dence region D can now be de ned

as the region ofparam eters forwhich 2D .Note
that this set is In generalnot equalto D ;
In practice, this region isdi cult to calculate because
nding D ; alone requires integrating over the space of
possbl observations, a task usually achieved by M onte—
C arlo sam pling. H owever, ifL, isG aussian the con dence
region is given by the condition
nL& ) Wik ) 3 &)y (12)
again w ith the additional requirem ent that it should be
bounded by a contour of constant L in param eter space
f_ZC_;]. Further, k isthe num berofparam etersw hich forour
study willusually bek = 2. Notethat ()= 23,461,
and 6.17 for = 683%, 90%, and 954% , respectively.
W e stress that the con dence regions thus detem ined
are not exact, especially when they are very distorted so

that the param eters are strongly correlated.

B . Likelihood Function

Tt isnot trivialto detem ine the likelthood function ap—
propriate for our problem . The prim ary observations of
the w ater C herenkov detectors consist of the inform ation
when a given photom ultiplierhas red. T his inform ation



can be used to reconstruct the event location in the de-
tector and the energy of the detected charged particle.
For our purposes it is probably su cient to use the re-
ported event energies as the prim ary data set and assum e
that they are related to the true positron energies by a
G aussian distrdbution.

In order to m odel the likelthood finction we consider
detection energy bins E;;E;+ EJwih i= 1;:::5Npy, .
The spectrum of detected energies is n £ ) so that the
num ber of expected counts in bin i is to lowest order
nE;) E. However, In a real experin ent one obtains
an integer num ber N; of counts in a given bin i. The
probability for such an outcom e is

i) ET?
hE;) TemEl)E

Pi= N;!

i 13)

w here the N ; are the actual cbservations and thus repre—
sent the data. T he likelihood fiinction is

Nyb in
L= P; (14)
=1
T his expression can be transform ed to
Rl Nfobs
L=Ce o "®%F  ng; 15)

i=1

where N 5 is the total number of experim entally ob—
served events. The constant C is irrelevant for the
purmpose of param eter estim ation and the determ ina-—
tion of con dence regions. For a pint analysis of the
K am iokande and IM B detectors, the likelihood function
is the product of the lkelhood functions for each detec—
tor.

C .Expected Energy Spectrum

In order to transhte the . uence B, E) at Earth
to an expected spectrum n (E) of counts we must rst
determ ine the energy spectrum of secondary positrons

in the "ep ! ne' reaction. Its cross section -, asa
function of neutrino energy E is
2 2 2 1=2
E Q 20 9 m
o — 1 = 1 —+—= ; (@16
me E E E?

where Q = 129M €V is the neutron-proton m ass di er—
ence, m . theelectronmass, and o= 2295 10 % am?.

W e ignore Coulomb and radiative corrections as well as

neutron recoils. T herefore, the positron spectrum in the

detector is

_ NP
n, (E)—m

where D = 50kpc is the distance to the SN and N the
num ber of target protons n a given detector, nam ely
143 10%*? orKam ickande and 455 10°? Hr M B.

~p & +Q)F-_ €& +Q); a7

T he positron spectrum n; (E ) produced in the detec-
tor isnot identicalw ith the spectrum n € ) ofeventsthat
one expects to detect. T he reported energy E 4ot Or an
event is reconstructed from the num ber ofphotom ultipli-
ers that havebeen triggered by the C herenkov light ofthe
positronsproduced in the detector. B ecause this nvolves
a Poissonian process, a certain num ber of active photo-
m ultipliers corresoonds to a range of possble positron
energies E ;. that m ay have caused this event. M oreover,
there isan E, dependent e ciency curve ( E. ) thata
given positron w ill trigger the detector at all. W hilke this
function isessentially a step function forthe K am iokande
detector, it is fairly nontrivial for M B where about a
quarter of the photom ultipliers were not operational at
the tin e 0of SN 1987A due to a failed power supply.

T he spectrum ofpossible reconstructed event energies
E get that m ay be attrbuted to a true positron energy
E, is not universal throughout the detector; there are
nontrivialgeom etry e ects. Still, we use a universal dis—
tribution for the probability of nding Eger if the true
energy waskE, ,

1 E+  Eger)?

P a~:+)eXp 2 2E,)

P EgetiE+ ) =

18)

M otivated by the P oissonian nature ofthe detection pro-
cess w e approxin ate the energy-dependent digpersion by

jo S
€)= E E;:

Foreach detectorwe tE from the uncertainties ofthe
reported experin ental event energies i@','@'] W e ndthat
a good approxin ation isE = 0:75M &V forK am iokande
and 135M eV or M B.

Instead of using a universal function or P € get;E + )
we could have used the reported experin ental errors
foreach event. Thisprocedurewould keave our resultsal-
m ost unchanged while causing com plications for the def-
Inition of an overalldetector e ciency curve below .

In both detectors a trigger threshold for the m inim um
num ber ofphotom ultiplierswasused In orderto attrbute
a given event to an extemal signal rather than to back-
ground. This corresponds to a lower E 4o¢ threshold of
Ewt = 75M eV for K am iokande and 19M eV for M B.
T he published triggere ciency curves E; ) arethusto
be interpreted as

19)

dE 4et P € getiE+ )i (20)

E cut

where ( E 4 ) representse ciency reductions from other
causes such as geom etry and dead-tine e ects.

In Fig. L we show E,) and (E,) r both
K am iokande and IM B where for the latter detector a
13% dead-tine e ect is not taken Into account In the
e clency curve. For K am iokande, o €+ ) is essentially
constant down to the threshold, revealing that thee -
ciency curve (E; ) isdom inated by the trigger threshold
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FIG.1l. E cincy curves for Kam iokande and MM B. A
13% deadtine e ect or M B is not Included. The
curves (dashed) represent the overalle ciencies published in
Refs. @,'r_’:] while the ( curves (solid) are corrected accord—
ing to Eqg. @0:) for the \sm earing-out" ofE 4ot relative to the
positron energy E ; .

and by the Poissonian nature of the detection process.
For IM B, on the other hand, there is a signi cant geo—
metricale ciency modi cation.

T he expected spectrum ofdetected energies is thus re—
lated to the actualpositron spectrum by

Z

n Eget) = dE;+ P EgetiE+) 0 E+ )y E+)  (21)

0

OrEget Ecut, and n Eger) = 0 otherwise. W ith this
result we are am ed to perform the m aximum lkelhood
analysis.

D .D etector B ackground

T he statistical analysis described above ignores the de—
tector background, ie. the fact that any event ascribed
to the SN burst can also be due to background, and con—
versely, any event attrbuted to badkground can have
been caused by the SN burst. In Loredo and Lamb’s
analyses t_lC_i;';L}'] the background spectrum was included
In the expected event rate. Eventsm uch earlier orm uch
later than the m alh burst are autom atically discrin i~
nated against and thus do not overdom inate the low—
energy part of the expected event distrbution. W ithout
the possibility to discrin nate against background events
by the tem poral relationship to the m ain burst we m ust
use the cut represented by the energy threshold E y¢.
W e stress that including the background as in Loredo
and Lam b’s analyses does not cause a largem odi cation
ofthe mm plied SN binding energy and neutrino tem pera—
ture.

IV.NUMERICAL RESULTS
A .No M ixing

For com parison w ith previous work we begin ourm ax—
In um -likelthood analysis with the case of no neutrino
m xing. W e search for the best- t SN binding energy
Ey and the e ective™ . tem perature T-, which charac-
terizes the assum ed M axwellBoltzm ann ~ ¢ spectrum of
the tim e-integrated ux by virtue of - i= 3T— . We
assum e equipartition of the released SN energy between
all (@anti)neutrino species so that E, isgiven by six tin es
the inferred totalenergy em itted In ~¢’s.

InF jg.:g we show the contoursofconstant Iikelihood in
the T—_ Ep-plane which correspond to 68.3% , 90% , and
954% oon dence regions, respectively, and the best— t
values for T-, and Ey, . In the upper panelwe show the
results from separate analyses for the K am iokande and
M B detectors, in the lower panel from a pint analy—
sis. Ourbest- t values for the K am iokande detector are
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FIG .2. Contours of constant likellhood which correspond
to 68.3% , 90% , and 954% con dence regions, and best-t
values for T-, and Ey . Upper panel: K am ickande and M B
separately. Lower panel: Joint analysis. D ashed lines m ark
the 68.3% con dence regions of the separate t.



D ata BestF i orM ixing
None Vacuum A diabatic
sin®2 | | 0.58 1
m ? gv?] | | | 32 10°
Ep, [10°° erg] | 34 56 96
T- Mev) | 3.6 21 1.9
NE max) | 00 13 37
Nevents KAM 11 14.5 14.6 13.1
™ B 8 45 44 538
E—iMev] KAM 154 199 193 171
M B 320 326 345 337

TABLE I. Best- t values for the SN 1987A param eters for
three neutrino m ixing scenarios with a relative ~ tem pera—
ture = T- =T-_ = 20 each. The expected event num bers
and energies result from the pint analysis forthe K am iokande
and M B detector. The maxinum lkellhood In (L nax) IS
relative to the no-m ixing case. The case of vacuum oscilla—
tions corresponds to m 2< 10 '°ev? but is otherw ise inde—
pendent of the m ass di erence.

49 10°°erg while or M B
they are 3:7M eV and 54 10°3 erg, respectively. W ith
the K am iokande best- t spectrum we nd 11 neutrino
events forK am iokande and about 1 for IM B . C onversely,
the M B best- t spectrum yields about 24 K am iokande
and 8 IM B events.

W hile the overlap between the separate con dence
contours is som ewhat marginal, i is su cient to al-
low for a pint analysis. The pint best— t values are
T- = 3%6MeV and E, = 34 10°°erg. These best-

t param eters as well as the event num bers and average
event energies corresponding to them are summ arized in
Tab. .

Our results di er som ewhat from those of Janka and
H illebrandt [_l-g] In that these authors nd m ore restric—
tive con dence contours. W e believe that the di erence
is caused by their use of a sin pli ed likelhood function
where E go¢ is denti ed wih E, wihout allow ng for a
an earing-oute ect, and by theiruse ofa G aussian rather
than a P oissonian m odulation of the detection process.

T he inferred neutron-star binding energy agrees well
w ith theoretical expectations of Ep = 15 45 10°3 erg.
Thebest- thE-_i, however, is rather low com pared w ith
the range of theoretical predictions quoted n Eqg. ('_]:);
only the 954% ocon dence region slightly touches the pre—
dicted range.

T-, = 25MeV and Ep =

B .Vacuum O scillations

Next, we study the case of vacuum oscillations which
is relevant or sm all neutrino m ass di erences ( m? <
10 19 ev?). The swap probability p is given by the sin —
pk fomula Eqg. ('g) which depends only on the vacuum
m ixing angle so that no explict dependence on m?

obtains. In analogy to the ".’s we describe the tin e-
Integrated — ux by a M axwellBolzm ann spectrum
w ith the sam e total energy, but with a higher e ective

tem perature T- = F_, where the factor ispredicted
to lie in the range 1 4{2.0.
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FIG.3. M aximum lkelihood, binding energy, and ~. tem -
perature as fiinctions of the vacuum m ixing angle. The —
tem perature is given by T- = T-  wih the indicated
values.



W e begin by perform ing them axin um -lkelhood anal
ysis fora xed vacuum m ixing angleand a xed -factor
whil allowing E, and T—, to oat. In Fjg:'_E we show as
a finction of sin? 2 o the m axinum likelihood and the
best— tE, and T—- . W e show these curves or = 14,
1.7,and 2 0.

For = 20 our results agree wellw ith those of K er-
nan and K rauss i_lf.'] Them axin um -Ikelhood curve has
amaxinum orsn®2 05 so that a rehtively large
m ixing angle appears to be favored by the data. The In—
ferred SN param eters and expected detector signals for
this case are summ arized in Tab.\I. In F ig.d the inferred
best- tbinding energy is greater for large m ixing angles
com pared to the no-m xing case, while the best— t spec—
tral tem perature is a m onotonically decreasing fiinction
ofsin®2 . Forsin®2 o~ 05and = 20 thebest— t
HE—_1iisbelow 6M €V . Such a value is far below what is
predicted theoretically so that it looks lke large m ixing
angles are di cul to reconcilke w ith the SN 1987A data.

W e can also x the binding energy and neutrino tem -
perature according to theoretical predictions. F igure :ff
shows (L) PrE, = 3 10 emgand FE— i= 14M eV
as a function of the m ixing angle for several values of
the relative ~ tem perature. The lkelhood is a m ono—
tonically decreasing function of sn®2 o so that, tak-
Ing the predicted SN param eters seriously, the best—- t
m ixing anglk is zero, and large m ixing angles are dis-
favored. For = 14 the 954% con dence Interval is
0 sin®2 o 0:7.
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FIG.4. Likellhood for a xed Ep = 3 10%3 erg and
HE—_i= 14M eV as a function of the vacuum m ixing angle.
The ™ temperature isgiven by T- = T-_  wih the indi-
cated values.

Suppose that future experim entsw ill establish vacuum
oscillations as a solution of the solar neutrino problem .
W hat would this Imply for the SN 1987A param eters?
To study this question we show in Fig. the 954% con-

dence contours in the F_ E£plane or a pint analy-
sis between the detectors with sin? 2 o = 1 and with

=190,14,1:,and 220.
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FIG.5. Best- t values for T-, and E,, and contours of
constant likelihood which correspond to 954% con dence re—
gions. In each case a pint analysis between both detectors
was perform ed with sin?2 o = 1 and the indicated relative
~ temperature . The hatch'ecli regjor'lI corresponds to the
theoretical predictions of Egs. ) and @).

The 1.0 case corresponds to no m ixing; the contour
is dentical w ith that of the lower panel of F ig. -'_2 The
maxinum . tem perature w ithin the 954% con dence
region is about 4:6M &V, corresponding roughly to the
Iower lin it for the range of predicted HE—_ i values as
given in Eq. @).

For = 14 the 954% CL region for the™ . energies
does not overlap w ith theoretical predictions. T herefore,
ifthe vacuum solution would be bome out by future solar
neutrino experin ents, one would be forced to conclude
that there isa signi cant problem w ith the predicted SN
neutrino spectra and energies.

C . A diabatic O scillations and Earth E ect

T hem ost com plicated case obtains ifthe solarneutrino
problem is solved by large-angleM SW oscillationswhere

m? 10 5 ev?. Thepropagation out ofthe SN isadia—
batic so that no oscillations occur betw een there and the
E arth, but we need to include regeneration e ects caused
by them atter-induced oscillations in the Earth. T he per—
m utation factorEq. {9) isdi erent for the two detectors;
it isa function ofthem assdi erence, the vacuum m ixing
anglk and the neutrino energy.

As In Sect. IV B we begih by perform ing the m axi-
mum -lkelhood analysis or a xed m? and sih?2 ,
while allowing E, and T-, to oat. In Fjg.:_'6 we show
contours of n Ly ax) relative to the no-m xing value
In Lyax) = 410 In steps of 1. W e have used — u-—
ences w ith the sam e total energy as for "¢ and a rel-
ative tem perature = 20 (@upper panel) and = 14
(low erpanel) . T he shaded areas correspond to a negative

In Ly ax) and thus to a reduced likelihhood relative to
the no-m ixing case. W e em phasize that these areas can—
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FIG.6. Contours of In (L pax), which is the m axin um
likelhood relative to the no-m ixing value n L ax) = 410.
T he contour lines are In steps of 1. Shaded areas correspond
to In(@ nax) < 0, ie. regions which are disfavored relative
to the nom ixing case. The relative ~ tem perature was2.0
(upper panel) and 14 (lower panel).

not be Interpreted as being exclided even though they
are disfavored.

Forboth = 20 and 14 we
rameters sin?2 4 = 1 and bog( m 2=eV?) 55. The
absolute m axin um ofthe likellhood is In @Lyax) 377
and 16, respectively, relative to the no-m ixing case. A
localmaxinum wih In(Lyax) 14 (04) is found for
sin?2 4, 08 and bg( m2=ev?2) 5. The largest in-
crease of the m axin um likelihood occurs for the largest
relative ~  tem perature = 20. The corresponding
best—- t SN param eters and expected signal characteris-
tics are listed In Tab.;'[. They are far away from theoret—
icalpredictions so that the apparent in provem ent of the
likelihood is obtained at the price ofa con ict with SN
theory.

T herefore, as in Sect. IV B we next take the opposite
point of view and assum e that SN theory is roughly cor-
rect so that we should keep E;, xedat3 10emg. In
the rstanalysiswe allow T, to oat ora xed nf
and sin’2 ;. In Fjg.-rj. we show the relevant contours of

nd best- tm xing pa—
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FIG.7. Contours of In(L nax) relative to the no-m ixing
case or a xed SN binding energy Ep, = 3 10°° erg. The
contour lines are In steps of 1. Shaded areas correspond to

@ nax) < 0, ie. regions which are disfavored relative to
the nom ixing case. The relative ~ temperature was 2.0
(upper panel) and 14 (lower panel).

the m axinum lkelhood relative to the no-m ixing case.
Again, shaded areas correspond to a dim inished m axi-
mum lkellhood.AsinF jg.:_é them axin um likellhood has
an absolitem axinum r = 20(14),sif 2 o= 1and

log( m?=ev?) 5:7(56) with I (@pax) 1:4@Q:d).
A calmaxinum wih In@yax) 0:8(0:3) is found
Prsn?2 , 08 and bg( m2=ev?) 5. A sinilar

e ectoccurred in Fjg;_é w here the SN binding energy was
also allowed to  oat.

Next, we hold both spectral characteristics xed, to
witEy, = 3 10%erg and T-, = 49M &V which corre-
sponds to the low end of the range of predicted HE—_ 1
values given In Eq. @) . The contours of In (L) relative
to the no-m ixing case are shown in Fjg.-'_é In stepsofl,
again w ih = 20 (upper panel) and = 14 (ower
panel). Note that all contours now represent negative

In L), ie.din inished likellhood values. If we take the
predicted SN param eters seriously we arrive at the sam e
conclusion as in Sect. IV B, nam ely that the no-m ixing
case is favored.
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FIG .9. M ixing param eters favored by the M SW solutions
of the solar neutrino problem and those excluded by the ab-
sence of an observed day-night e ect at K am iokande. (Con-
tours according to H ata and H axton E_'ﬂ].)
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FIG .10. Best- t values for T-_ and E, and contours of
constant likelihood which correspond to 954% con dence re—
gions. In each case a pint analysis between both detectors
was perform ed w ith sn?2 o 08 and m 2 = 10 *ev?
The curves are m arked w ith the relative = tem perature
The hatched ]’_ngOI‘l corresponds to the theoretical predictions
ofEgs. (]1) and 02)

Finally, we m ay suppose that fiture experin ents w ill
establish the largeangle M SW solution of the solar neu-
trino problam , ie. that the m ixing param eters lie w ithin
the indicated contour of Fig. H Spec1 cally, we choose
theparam eterssin®2 o= 08and m?2= 10 5 eV wih
10, 14, 177, and 2:0 where 10 corresponds
to nom ixing. As in Sect. IV B we nd that the 954%
con  dence regions barely touch the lowest predicted ™
energies only in the nom ixing case. However, because
ofthe Earth e ect the other casesyield a seriouscon ict
only when the relative — tem perature is assum ed to be
large.

V.DISCUSSION AND SUMM ARY

W e have studied the impact of neutrino m ixing on
the interpretation of the SN 1987A neutrino signal, fo—
cussing on those param eter regions which are favored by
the oscillation interpretation of the solar neutrino prob—
Jem . Forthese purposes the sm allangke M SW solution is
equivalent to nom ixing at allbecause only lJarge vacuum
m ixing angles lead to signi cantm odi cations ofthe an—
tineutrino signal from a SN . In agreem ent w ith previous
authors we nd that in the nom ixing case the inferred
neutron-starbinding energy E, and spectral . tem pera—
ture are consistent w ith theoretical predictions, but only
m arginally so with regard to T—_; the 954% con dence
contour in the E,-T—, plane just bare]y touches the pre—
dicted range of average ~ . energies given n Eq. (L)



N eutrino oscillation e ects lead to a partialswap ofthe
o wih the sti er spectrum . The data already point
to low ish neutrino energies, especially at the K am iokande
detector, so that even a partial spectral swap aggravates
the disagreem ent betw een the predicted and experin en—
tally nferred neutrino energies.

For the large-angle M SW solution the regeneration ef-
fect In the E arth alw aysgoes in the direction ofpartly un—
doing the swap caused by the adiabatic oscillation in the
SN envelope. T herefore, the 954% con dence contour in
the E,-T—_ planem ay be shifted only by a sm allam ount,
depending on the exact m ixing param eters, and depend—
ing on the relative ~ tem perature Fig. :L(] Even for
T =T-_ = 20 twould bedi cul to clain a truly
convincing con ict between observations and SN theory.
O foourse, the true value of isnot known. P ut another
way, if the largeangle M SW solution would be bome
out by fiuture solar neutrino experim ents, the observed
SN 1987A signalwould have to be taken as evidence for
a soft ™ spectrum relative to the "¢ one.

The solar \vacuum solition" corresponds to a very
anall m? for which the SN oscillations are not adia—
batic, ie. we have vacuum oscillations between the SN
and here, and no regeneration e ect in theEarth. In this
case the tension between the predicted and observation—
ally inferred SN neutrino spectra would be too signi cant
to ignore, ie. one would be forced to take the possbil-
ity seriously that the ~ spectra and/or ™. spectra are
softer than had been thought previously. Conversely, if
one could show that theoretical spectralpredictionswere
accurate w thin the claim ed range of possibilities, then
one would have to agree w ith the ndings of Sm imov,
Spergel, and Bahcall [_‘ja] that the solar vacuum solution
is incom patible wih SN 1987A data. The conclusion of
Keman and K rauss fl4] that large m ixing angles were
actually favored by the data can be upheld only if one
ignores current theoretical predictions of the SN spec—
tra. In this case, indeed, the likellhhood function has a
maxinum for large m ixing angles.

At the present tin e we would argue that the theoreti-
calpredictions of SN neutrino spectra is not wellenough
established to achieve a convincing selection betw een one
of the three solutions of the solar neutrino problem . W e
note, for exam ple, that current num erical calculations of
the nonelectron— avored neutrino spectra are based on
energy-conserving neutrino-nuckon scatterings between
their energy sphere and transport sphere in a SN core.
H ow ever, nuclear recoils aswell as inelastic m odes of en—
ergy transferm ay soften these spectra in a nonneglbile
fashion QZ T herem ay be othernovele ectswhichm od-
ify these spectra.

T herefore, we believe that one should view the solar
neutrino experim ents as one m ethod for shedding new
light on SN neutrino spectra. O f course, the m ost inter—
esting case would be if one of the large-angle solutions
would obtain asthey would provide nontrivialnew infor-
m ation on the gpectral characteristics of the SN 1987A
neutrinos.
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NOTE ADDED

A fter this paper had been subm itted for publication,
a new study has appeared where the in pact of gravita—
tional eldson the phase evolution of oscillating neutri-
nos is Investigated Q3] W e believe that for the range
ofm ixing param eters and oscillation paths considered in
ourpaper the gravitationally nduced phasesdo not cause
an observable e ect.
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