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Neutrinos with large self-interactions, arising from exchange of light scalars or vectors with mass
Mϕ ≃ 10MeV, can play a useful role in cosmology for structure formation and solving the Hubble
tension. It has been proposed that large self-interactions of neutrinos may change the observed prop-
erties of supernova like the neutrino luminosity or the duration of the neutrino burst. In this paper,
we study the gravitational wave memory signal arising from supernova neutrinos. Our results re-
veal that memory signal for self-interacting neutrinos are weaker than free-streaming neutrinos in the
high frequency range. Implications for detecting and differentiating between such signals for planned
space-borne detectors, DECIGO and BBO, are also discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

Even before the observation of neutrinos from the supernova SN1987A [1, 2], it has been recognised that core-
collapse supernova, which produces a high density of neutrinos, would be ideal for the study of neutrino self-
interactions (ν-SI) [3–23]. Among various properties of neutrino, ν-SI mediated by light scalars or vectors are of
interest for both laboratory and cosmological applications [24]. ν-SI with scalar or vector mediators as light as
Mϕ ∼ 10 MeV can have useful applications in cosmology, and are allowed by neutrino experiments and CMB observa-
tions [25–27]. SI of massive neutrinos reduces the free-streaming length and can be detected in CMB and large-scale
structure observation. Moreover, this leads to a modification in the allowed (ns, r) parameter space of inflationary
models [28, 29]. Flavour specific ν-SI can alleviate the H0 tension [30–33], while being allowed by collider con-
straints [34]. High energy neutrinos can be scattered or absorbed by the cosmic neutrino background and produce a
dip in the observations of neutrino spectrum at IceCube which will be a signal of ν-SIs [35–38].

On the question of the effect of ν-SI on the neutrino signal from core-collapse supernova there is no universal
consensus. In the particle picture, one assumes that SIs would lead to successive scatterings of the emitted neutrinos,
which in case of large ν-SI, could lead to neutrino trapping and a reduction in the observed flux [5, 39]. In [9], it
was shown that interacting neutrinos act as a fluid with sub-luminal velocities for a certain distance, beyond which
they free-stream at luminal velocities. Taking motivation from this, the authors in [19] have studied the effect of
ν-SI on supernova neutrino signal. They argued that for large SIs in a burst model the duration of the neutrino
signal is prolonged compared to the standard neutrino interaction. Following this study, Fiorillo et al. [22, 23] have
argued that the more likely scenario for ν-SI in supernova is a steady emission of neutrino from the proto-neutron star
(PNS) surface which propagates as a pressure wave with velocity ∼ 1/

√
3 close to the PNS surface and increases to

unity at the point where the neutrinos start free-streaming. In this steady wind model, despite the presence of SIs, the
observable neutrino signal (i.e. the neutrino flux at the detector and the duration of the neutrino signal) remains close
to the case of SM-neutrinos, signifying that neutrino observations from supernova do not have a robust signature of
SIs in neutrinos.
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In order to check for the signatures of ν-SI arising in such scenarios, we examine the gravitational waves sourced
by the supernova neutrinos. It has long been pointed out that null-fluids like gravitons emitted from inspiraling
binaries [40, 41] or neutrinos from supernova [39, 42, 43] can be a source of gravitational waves and gives rise to
a step-function like memory effect in the observed GW signal (For more recent works look at [44–46]). We compute
the memory signal generated by self-interacting neutrinos after they are emitted from the PNS surface. In a region
between the radii Rs < r < Rfs where Rs ∼ 10 km is the PNS radius and Rfs, known as the free-streaming radius, is
the value at which the neutrinos do not suffer any scattering and begin free-streaming. We find that when neutrinos
deviate from luminal velocities in the region Rs < r < Rfs the gravitational memory signal they produce become
significantly weaker, yet detectable from the case when there is no ν-SI. Thus, our article serves as a proof-of-principle
for probing ν-SI using gravitational wave memory.

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Sec. II, we discuss the ν−SI model analyzed in the paper and the
gravitational radiation produced by these sources. In Sec. III, we compute the memory waveform in time-domain.
Section IV deals with the detection prospects of the memory signal involving ν-SI. Finally we conclude summarizing
our results in Sec. V. An appendix is provided at the end of the paper providing the derivation of the memory time
domain formula for relativistic point particles, relativistic fluids and null fluids in time-domain.

II. SUPERNOVA NEUTRINO PHYSICS: SELF-INTERACTION AND GRAVITATIONAL RADIATION

This section we describe the basic framework of the paper. We first describe the self-interaction physics of supernova
neutrinos and then finally study the gravitational radiation emitted in such systems.

A. Neutrino-self interaction in supernova

We study neutrino self-interactions of Majorana neutrinos of the form

L = −1

2
gνT νϕ (1)

which can arise in Majoron models [47, 48] in which lepton number is broken spontaneously and where ϕ is the
pseudo Nambu-Goldstone boson with a small mass which can be as low as Mϕ ≃ 10 MeV. The scalar exchange gives
rise to a four-Fermi interaction at a scale lower than Mϕ with a coupling G′ = g2/M2

ϕ which can be many orders of
magnitude larger than the Fermi constant of weak interaction GF . Neutrinos emitted from the PNS surface have an
average number density nν = 1036cm−3 and SI cross section of σνν = g4/(4πM2

ϕ). This will have a mean-free path
between SIs given by

λmfp =
1

nνσνν
= 16.6 km

(
10−5

g

)4 (
Mϕ

10MeV

)2

(2)

Therefore the neutrino-fluid undergoes multiple scattering close to the surface of the PNS and only free-streams at a
distance Rfs ≫ Rs = 10 km where the density drops sufficiently so that the optical depth becomes less than unity.
The radial distance ℓ where the neutrinos start can be determined from the optical depth at distance ℓ

τ(ℓ) =

∫ ℓ

dr nν(r)σνν . (3)

The distance where where the optical depth τ(ℓ = Rfs) = 1 defines the free-streaming radius. The self-interacting
neutrinos from supernova behave as a fluid with radial velocity which varies with distance from the PNS (proto-
neutron star) radius r = Rs ≃ 10km to r < Rfs [19, 22]. In this diffusion zone the neutrino fluid has a velocity
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v(r < Rfs) ∼ 1/
√
3. At r ≥ Rfs the neutrinos free-steam with the speed of light, v(r ≥ Rfs) = 1 as shown in Fig.

(14) of reference [19]. An analytical expression for v(r) can be found from the solution of the equation [23],

v(r)
(
1− v2(r)

)
=

2

3
√
3

(
Rs

r

)
(4)

It can be checked that at r = Rs , this equation has the solution v(Rs) = 1/
√
3 and for r ≫ Rs, we have v = 1. In our

analysis, we have worked with two values of Rfs, 10 km and 105 km, i.e. small and large diffusion regions. We will
see later in this article how gravitational memory is dependent on the the extent of the diffusion zone.

B. Gravitational waves from self-interacting neutrinos

We describe the formalism in which GW radiation is produced due to supernova neutrinos. This radiation carries
energy of the neutrinos which contributes to the GW memory signal. Initially, in the diffusion region Rs < r < Rfs,
the neutrino is described by a relativistic fluid [19]. In this region, ν-SI is present as the neutrino number density is
high. Due to multiple scatterings, the neutrino performs a random walk. The random walk path length (λmfp ∼ 1µm)
is much smaller compared to the other spatial length scales. As mentioned earlier, the neutrino dynamics can be
understood as a perfect fluid moving with a sub-luminal velocity, v ∼ 1/

√
3 [19]. The corresponding gravitational

perturbation for such a relativistic fluid is derived in Appendix A. We rewrite Eq. (A8) for convenience,

hij(t, x⃗) =
4G

r

∫
dt′ dΩ′

∫ λfs

Rs

r′
2
dr′ϵ(x⃗′, t′)

vi(x⃗′, t′)vj(x⃗′, t′)

1− N⃗ · v⃗(x⃗′, t′)
δ (t′ − (t− r)) . (5)

After emerging from the diffusion region, neutrinos free-stream (v = 1) in the region Rfs ≤ r < ∞. The radiated
gravitational waves as given by the null-fluid expression in Eq. (A11),

hij(t, x⃗) =
4G

r

∫
dt′ dΩ′

∫ ∞

Rfs

r′
2
dr′ϵ(x⃗′, t′)

n′in′j

1− N⃗ · n⃗′
δ (t′ − (t− r)) . (6)

Therefore, the total GW radiation from self-interacting supernova neutrinos is the sum of Eqs.(5) and (6),

hij(t, x⃗) =
4G

r

∫
dt′δ (t′ − (t− r)) dΩ′

{∫ Rfs

Rs

r′
2
dr′ϵ(x⃗′, t′)

vi(x⃗′, t′)vj(x⃗′, t′)

1− N⃗ · v⃗(x⃗′, t′)
+

∫ ∞

Rfs

r′
2
dr′ϵ(x⃗′, t′)

n′in′j

1− N⃗ · n⃗′

}
. (7)

In the limit of weakly self-interacting neutrinos Rfs → Rs and we will obtain the standard neutrino memory signal
as in [44]. The flux density of the neutrinos radiated from the PNS surface can be written in terms of the neutrino
luminosity as,

ϵ(x⃗′, t′) =
Lνi

(t′, r′)

4πr′2
α(θ′, ϕ′), (8)

where Lνi
(t′, r′) is the neutrino luminosity and α(θ′, ϕ′) is the anisotropy parameter 1 which describes the angular

asymmetry in the neutrino luminosity due to non-spherical collapse of the supernova. The neutrino luminosity is
given by [50],

Lνi
(t′, r′) =

1

6

Eν

τν
exp

(
−vrt

′ − r′

τν

)
Θ(vrt

′ − r′) (9)

1Note in this work we have only considered a model which has time-independent anisotropy. Such models have been discussed in [44] as the
wlCA model. While this model is simplistic, it essentially captures the basic physics of both ν-SI and gravitational memory. Furthermore, there have
been works on such constant time anisotropy for Gamma Ray Bursts [49].



4

where Eν = 3× 1053 ergs is the total energy in the explosion, the decay time of the luminosity is τν = 3 sec, and vr is
the radial velocity of the neutrino fluid.

In order to clearly outline the role of ν-SI we first evaluate Eq.(7) in two limiting cases. In the limit of weak SIs, the
free-streaming of the neutrinos starts from PNR at r = Rs. In this limit the gravitational wave signal reduces to the
standard result

hij(t, x⃗) =
4G

r

∫
dt′δ (t′ − (t− r)) dΩ′

∫ ∞

Rfs

r′
2
dr′ϵ(x⃗′, t′)

n′in′j

1− N⃗ · n⃗′
(10)

On the other hand, for strong self interactions the free-streaming will occur at a distance Rfs ≫ Rs (i.e. Rfs → ∞)
and the signal given by Eq.(7) will be dominated by the first term

hij(t, x⃗) =
4G

r

∫
dt′δ (t′ − (t− r)) dΩ′

∫ ∞

Rs

r′
2
dr′ϵ(x⃗′, t′)

vi(x⃗′, t′)vj(x⃗′, t′)

1− N⃗ · v⃗(x⃗′, t′)
(11)

Thus, at first, we compute the memory signal entirely without any ν-SI, then we find it for strong ν-SI given in Eq.(11).
Finally, we evaluate the memory signal given in Eq.(7). A comparison of these three scenarios would provide pointers
in leveraging gravitational memory as a probe for ν-SI.

III. TIME DOMAIN GRAVITATIONAL MEMORY WAVEFORMS

The expressions for obtaining the gravitational memory for null and relativistic fluids have been given in Appendix
A. We respectively provide the expressions for the memory integral below for the three scenarios described previously.

A. When ν-SI is small

In the limit of weak ν-SI, we find that Rfs = Rs. There is no diffusion region present in the neutrino propagation.
Thus, the Majorana neutrinos free-stream after leaving the PNS surface. Assuming the velocity vr = 1, the expression
for the memory integral is detailed below.

[hmem
ij (t, x⃗)]TT =

4G

r

∫
dt′δ (t′ − (t− r)) dΩ′

∫ ∞

Rs

r′
2
dr′ϵ(x⃗′, t′)

[
n′in′j

1− N⃗ · n⃗′

]TT

. (12)

The anisotropy parameter α(θ′, ϕ′) needs to be function of angle ϕ′. We take it to be the form, α(θ′, ϕ′) = α cos2 ϕ′.
Substituting the Eqs. (8) and (9) in Eq. (12) we find,

[hmem
ij (t, x⃗)]TT =

G

6πr
Eν

(
1− Exp

[
− (t− r)−Rs

τν

])
Aij (13)

Here Aij is basically the angular integral. Depending on the two polarizations of the GW radiation, their expressions
become,

Aij =

∫
dΩ′α(θ′, ϕ′)

[
n′in′j

1− N⃗ · n⃗′

]TT

(14)

A+ =

∫ π

0

sin θ′ (1 + cos θ′) dθ′
∫ 2π

0

dϕ′ cos(2ϕ′)α cos2 ϕ′ = απ (15)

A× =

∫ π

0

sin θ′ (1 + cos θ′) dθ′
∫ 2π

0

dϕ′ sin(2ϕ′)α cos2 ϕ′ = 0 (16)
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We find no memory strain in the cross-polarization. Hence,the memory strain in plus polarization becomes

[hmem
+ (t, x⃗)]TT =

Gα

6r
Eν

(
1− Exp

[
− u−Rs

τν

])
Θ(u−Rs) (17)

We have set t − r = u, and at large retarded time u → +∞, the memory strain yields hmem ∼ 10−21. Our estimates
are in agreement with the results found in [44].

B. When ν-SI is high and the radial velocity is constant

In the opposite regime, i.e. when ν-SI is quite high, the neutrinos after coming out of the PNS encounter a dense
environment of other neutrinos. In this approximation, we take the radial velocity of neutrinos to be vr = 1√

3
.

[hmem
ij (t, x⃗)]TT =

4G

r

∫
dt′δ (t′ − (t− r)) dΩ′

∫ ∞

Rs

r′
2
dr′ϵ(x⃗′, t′)

vi(x⃗′, t′)vj(x⃗′, t′)

1− N⃗ · v⃗(x⃗′, t′)
. (18)

Since the radial velocity vr = 1√
3
, we take vi(x⃗′, t′) = vr n

′i. Taking the same anisotropy parameter from the previous
calculation, we find the memory strain to be,

[hmem
ij (t, x⃗)]TT =

G

18πr
Eν

(
1− Exp

[
− (t− r)−

√
3Rs√

3τν

])
Bij . (19)

The modified angular integral in this case and its solution for the two polarizations are given below.

Bij =

∫
dΩ′α(θ′, ϕ′)

[
n′in′j

1− vr (N⃗ · n⃗′)

]TT

(20)

B+ =

∫ π

0

dθ′
sin3 θ′

1− vr cos θ′

∫ 2π

0

dϕ′ α cos2 ϕ′ cos(2ϕ′) =
π α

2

[
2

v2r
+

(
1− v2r

)
v3r

log

(
1− vr
1 + vr

)]
= 1.44πα (21)

B× =

∫ π

0

dθ′
sin3 θ′

1− vr cos θ′

∫ 2π

0

dϕ′ α cos2 ϕ′ sin(2ϕ′) = 0 (22)

Incorporating the expression in Eq.(21), the final memory strain becomes

[hmem
+ (t, x⃗)]TT = 1.438

Gα

36r
Eν

(
1− Exp

[
− u−

√
3Rs√

3τν

])
Θ(u−

√
3Rs). (23)

We find that as u → ∞, hmem ∼ 10−22. Thus, the signal in case of high ν-SI is one order less than without SI.

C. When ν-SI is moderate

When ν-SI is moderate then both the integrals in Eq.(A8) needs to be computed. The final hmem = hI
mem + hII

mem

will have two contributions corresponding to the two regions that the neutrino passes through. Region I is where the
velocity is vr = 1/

√
3 and region II is where it free streams with a speed of unity. The final form for the expressions

are given below.
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Without SI

With large SI

Rfs= 100 km

Rfs= 10
5 km

0.001 0.100 10 1000

10-27

10-26

10-25

10-24

10-23

10-22

u (sec)

h
(u
)

FIG. 1. Log-log-plot for the time domain memory strain waveforms. The four waveforms correspond to neutrino propagation
without self-interaction (red), with high self-interaction (blue), mixed neutrino propagation with Rfs = 100 km (brown), and
Rfs = 105 km (purple). The plot reveals the build-up of the memory strain along u. We find that the amplitude for memory with ν-
SI is lower compared to the case when there is no SI ,i.e. when the neutrino free-streams. In cases where there is mixed propagation
(v = 1/

√
3 when ν-SI is present and v = 1 in the free streaming region), the waveforms show a transition corresponding to the

velocity of the neutrino. With increase in the value of Rfs, the transition happens at a later u-value. The final memory value in all
the mixed propagation scenarios is similar to the case when there is no ν-SI. In the plots α = 0.005 and Rs = 10km.

hI
+ = 1.438

Gα

36r
Eν Θ(u−

√
3Rs)

[(
1− Exp

[
− u−

√
3Rs√

3τν

])
−Θ(u−

√
3Rfs)

(
1− Exp

[
− u−

√
3Rfs√

3τν

])]
(24)

hII
+ =

Gα

6r
Eν

(
1− Exp

[
− u−Rfs

τν

])
Θ(u−Rfs) (25)

The Heaviside theta functions in the GW strain waveform signify transition from diffusion region to the free-streaming
one. As is evident from Fig.(1), there is a transition when the neutrino value changes from 1/

√
3 to unity. The

transition takes at a later value of u with the increase in the value of Rfs. This is because a higher value of Rfs

denotes that the neutrino spends more time in the diffusion region. In all the plots we find the memory rise time
in order of 10s. This confirms that detectors like DECIGO, BBO are well-suited to detect this effect as the maximum
characteristic strain hc(f) will peak around O(10−1)Hz.

Similar scenarios can be studied with a smooth profile of neutrino radial velocity, such as, vr =

√
1− 2R2

s

3 r2
. In this

profile, we find that at r = RS , vr = 1/
√
3, but at large distances, vr = 1. Thus, asymptotically the neutrino free

streams. We obtain numerically the strain amplitude, hmem ∼ 4.88× 10−21.

IV. DETECTION PROSPECTS

This section deals with the possibility of detecting the supernova neutrino memory signals with and without ν-SI
discussed previously. In order to achieve this, we first compute the waveforms in frequency domain and then calculate
the characteristic strain for such kind of burst profiles.

A. Frequency domain gravitational memory

The frequency domain memory waveforms are used to compare it with the power spectral density (PSD) corre-
sponding to the different detectors. This enables us to understand the possibility of detecting a given signal in the
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Without SI signal

With large SI signal

Rfs= 100 km

Rfs= 10
5 km

0.01 0.10 1 10 100 1000

10-31

10-29

10-27

10-25

10-23

10-21

f (Hz)


h˜

(H
z-
1
)

FIG. 2. Log-log plot for the frequency domain memory waveforms. These profiles are generated by the fourier transform of the
time-domain waveforms. We observe that with the rise in frequency, the velocity of the neutrino in mixed propagation scenarios,
becomes equal to v = 1/

√
3. The transition happens later for lower values of Rfs. This is expected since in the time-domain

waveforms, a lower value of Rfs has a earlier transition.

corresponding detector. To this end, we first find the frequency domain waveform. In frequency space, the waveform
is given by the expression,

|h̃(f)| =
∫

h(u)e2πifu du. (26)

Incorporating the time domain waveforms from Eqs.(17), (23), (24) and (25) in Eq.(26), we find closed form expres-
sions for the frequency memory signals too. We enlist them below.

|h̃1(f)| =
Gα

6r
Eν

∣∣∣∣πδ(2πf) + (
i

2πf
+

τν
−1 + 2πifτν

)
Exp[2πifRs]

∣∣∣∣ Θ(Rs
−1 − 2πf) (27)

|h̃2(f)| = 1.438
Gα

36r
Eν

∣∣∣∣πδ(2πf) + (
i

2πf
+

√
3 τν

−1 + 2πif
√
3 τν

)
Exp[2πif

√
3Rs]

∣∣∣∣ Θ((
√
3Rs)

−1 − 2πf) (28)

Eqs.(27) and (28) denote the frequency space memory waveforms for without ν-SI and large ν-SI, respectively. The
corresponding Heaviside theta functions in frequency space follows from restriction imposed in the time domain, viz.
u > Rs in without ν-SI and u >

√
3Rs for large ν-SI. In the final case the neutrino travels (in the diffusion region)

from Rs to Rfs with v = 1/
√
3 and for r > Rfs, it free streams. This is the mixed propagation mode where the ν-SI

is moderate.

|h̃3(f)| = 1.438
Gα

36r
Eν

∣∣∣∣πδ(2πf) + (
i

2πf
+

√
3 τν

−1 + 2πif
√
3 τν

)
Exp[2πif

√
3Rs]

∣∣∣∣ Θ((
√
3Rs)

−1 − 2πf)

−1.438
Gα

36r
Eν

∣∣∣∣πδ(2πf) + (
i

2πf
+

√
3 τν

−1 + 2πif
√
3 τν

)
Exp[2πif

√
3Rfs]

∣∣∣∣ Θ((
√
3Rfs)

−1 − 2πf)

+
Gα

6r
Eν

∣∣∣∣πδ(2πf) + (
i

2πf
+

τν
−1 + 2πifτν

)
Exp[2πifRfs]

∣∣∣∣Θ(Rfs
−1 − 2πf) (29)

Frequency domain waveforms are shown in all the these cases in Fig.(2). We observe that similar transition in
frequency-space too. With higher values of Rfs, the diffusion region increases, and the mixed propagation mode
transits earlier in frequency space from v = 1 mode to v = 1/

√
3. This is consistent with the results obtained in the

time-domain waveforms. This transition feature for mixed neutrino propagation mode is indicator of the ν-SI.
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B. Characteristic strain for neutrino memory waveforms

Without SI signal

With SI signal

Rfs= 100 km

Rfs= 10
5 km

DECIGO

LISA

LIGO

ET

BBO

10-5 0.01 10

10-29

10-27

10-25

10-23

10-21

10-19

f (Hz)

C
h
ar
ac
te
ri
st
ic
S
tr
ai
n
h
c
(f
)

FIG. 3. Characteristic strain for the memory signal is plotted along with the characteristic noise of the detectors. The plots show
that only DECIGO and BBO are able to detect the memory signal. The transition occurring in Rfs = 105km can also be detected
by BBO and DECIGO. For lower values of Rfs, i.e. smaller diffusion region, the transition occurs at a higher frequency value which
is beyond the sensitivity of the current and future detectors.

In this subsection, we try to compute the characteristic strain and (signal-to-noise ratio) SNR values corresponding
to current and upcoming GW detectors. The characteristic strain amplitude hc(f) and its noise counterpart hn(f) are

[hc (f)]
2 = 4f2|h̃(f)|2 [hn(f)]

2 = fSn(f) (30)

Sn(f) denotes the PSD of a detector. We obtain the PSD for detectors like aLIGO, ET, LISA from [51] and, for DECIGO
and BBO from [52]. Finally we compute the SNR for memory signals involving ν-SI and provide them in Table-1.

(SNR)2 =

∫ ∞

−∞
d(log f)

[hc (f)]
2

[hn(f)]2
(31)

In Fig.(3), we try to analyse the observational potential of the memory signals in some current and upcoming
detectors. LIGO, ET, LISA sensitivity curves lie above the characteristic strain of the memory and hence are unable
to detect this signal. Only DECIGO and BBO are well-suited to observe this effect of ν-SI. Moreover, we find initially
hc(f) is a constant which corresponds to the zero-frequency limit [39, 42, 44]. The transition for lower values of
Rfs = 100 km happens at a higher frequency which is beyond the detectability regime of any of these detectors.
Nevertheless, we find that for higher values of Rfs, there is significant potential to detect this signal. The SNR values
quoted in Table-I show that detecting the signal without ν-SI and with ν-SI for Rfs is similar. For large ν-SI the SNR
drops significantly. Thus, as brought out from the analysis, we conclude that the detectors DECIGO and BBO may as
well detect this signal since they operate in the range 0.1− 10 Hz.
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SNR values
Memory profiles DECIGO BBO

Without SI (v = 1) 3.65 7.88
With SI (v = 1/

√
3) 1.40 3.06

Rfs = 100 km 3.65 7.88
Rfs = 105 km 3.36 7.46

TABLE I. The SNR corresponding to the memory profiles for DECIGO and BBO are noted.

V. CONCLUSION

In this article, we have tried to showcase for the first time how large secret ν-SI can lead to significant changes in the
gravitational memory profile for a supernova neutrino burst. To this end, we have computed the memory waveforms
in both time and frequency domain and have explicitly shown that there exists possibility of detecting such signals
using detectors like BBO and DECIGO, thereby enabling our claim.

The basic premise of this article deals with SI of Majorana neutrinos in the Majoron model. In this model, a mediator
scalar field having masses of the order of 10 MeV, gives rise to an effective interaction which is large compared to the
weak-interaction scale. Since the coupling is high, the neutrinos coming out of PNS, have smaller mean free paths
and, hence, are unable to free-stream. In this region, neutrinos travel as pressure waves with velocity (v = 1/

√
3). As

the density falls, the neutrino starts free-streaming from Rfs. A higher value of Rfs implies larger diffusion region,
leading to stronger interaction and thereby, smaller mean free-path. In our entire analysis, we work with two values
of Rfs, i.e., 100 km and 105 km.

We have obtained closed-form expressions for both time-domain and frequency domain memory waveforms. The
waveforms are obtained for neutrino burst models with constant anisotropy parameter. In order to ascertain the role
of ν-SI vividly, we also analyse two opposite cases– i) where there is no ν-SI; Rfs = Rs, vr = 1, ii) when the ν-SI is
large; Rfs → ∞, vr = 1/

√
3. We find that in the time domain, a lesser vale of Rfs shows transition earlier from large

ν-SI to without ν−SI case. This is because the neutrinos spend less time in the diffusion zone when Rfs is small. The
frequncy plots, expectedly, shows the opposite behaviour (Fig.(2)). One thing to note is that the transitions in the
figures are steep due to the discontinuous nature of the velocity profile we have chosen. In case of smooth velocity
profile, the transition will also be smooth. But, the overall feature of the memory waveforms will remain the same.

We find that the detectability of such ν-SI memory signals is achievable with planned space-borne detectors DECIGO
and BBO. The transition is observable for large value of Rfs. For smaller values like Rfs = 100 km, the signal is
indistinguishable from the free-streaming scenario. We require higher detector sensitivities at kHz frequency range.

Finally, to conclude, gravitational wave astronomy holds promise to probe fundamental physics in the strong gravity
regime. A more challenging work will be to consider realistic burst models (some of them are given in [44]) and find
out the features of this memory signal in those cases. We hope to address these issues in future.
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Appendix A: Gravitational waves from relativistic fluids

1. Relativistic point particles

The stress tensor for massive particles is given by

T ij(t′, x⃗′) =
∑
a

γamav
i
av

i
bδ

3(x⃗′ − x⃗a(t
′)) (A1)

where via is the velocity of the particle labelled ’a’ and γa = (1 − v2a)−1/2 is the Lorentz factor. Here x⃗a(t
′) describes

the trajectory of the source particle ’a’.

The gravitational waves from the sourced by a stress tensor T ij obey the wave equation

□hij(t, x⃗) = −16πGTij(t, x⃗). (A2)

The solution of Eq. (A2) is of the form

hij(t, x⃗) = 4G

∫
dt′ d3x′ T ij(t′, x⃗′)

δ (t′ − (t− |x⃗− x⃗′|))
|x⃗− x⃗′|

. (A3)

where x⃗′ is the point where the graviton is emitted and x⃗ is the location of the observer. Substituting from Eq.(A1)
we obtain

hij(t, x⃗) = 4G

∫
dt′ d3x′

∑
a

γamav
i
av

i
bδ

3(x⃗− x⃗a(t
′))

δ (t′ − (t− |x⃗− x⃗′|))
|x⃗− x⃗′|

.

= 4G

∫
dt′

∑
a

γamav
i
av

i
b

δ (t′ − (t− |x⃗− x⃗a(t
′)|))

|x⃗− x⃗a(t′)|
. (A4)

The distance of the observer is much larger than the source size, |x⃗| ≫ |x⃗a(t
′)| , take the approximations

δ (t′ − (t− |x⃗− x⃗a(t
′))) ≃ δ(t′ − (t− r + N⃗ · x⃗a(t

′)))

=
δ (t′ − (t− r))

d
dt′ (t

′ − (t− r + N⃗ · x⃗a(t′)))
=

δ (t′ − (t− r))

1− N⃗ · v⃗a(t′)
. (A5)

where x⃗ ≡ rN⃗ . We also take
1

|x⃗− x⃗a(t′)|
≃

1

r
and with these approximations after performing the t′ integral using the

delta function, Eq.(A4) reduces to the form

hij(t, x⃗) =
4G

r

∑
a

γama
via(tr)v

i
b(tr)

1− N⃗ · v⃗a(tr)
(A6)

where tr = t− r.
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2. Relativistic fluid

For a macroscopic number of particles which source GRW, we go to the fluid limit of the stress tensor which is given
by

T ij(t′, x⃗′) = ϵ(t′, x⃗′)vi(t′, x⃗′)vj(t′, x⃗′) (A7)

where ϵ((t′, x⃗′) is the energy density and v⃗(t′, x⃗′) the velocity of the fluid element at the spatial location x⃗′(t′). A
similar derivation as in the previous sub-section gives us the gravitational wave signal in terms of the source as

hij(t, x⃗) =
4G

r

∫
dt′ d3x′ϵ(x⃗′, t′)

vi(x⃗′, t′)vj(x⃗′, t′)

1− N⃗ · v⃗(x⃗′, t′)
δ (t′ − (t− r)) . (A8)

We can see that Eq.(A8) can be derived from Eq.(A4) by making the following replacement in going to the fluid limit

∑
a

γama ⇒
∫

d3x′ϵ(t′, x⃗′) and via(t
′) ⇒ vi(x⃗′(t′)) . (A9)

3. Null fluids

For fluids which move at the speed of light with trajectories given by null-geodesics the stress tensor components
can be written as

T ij(t′, x⃗′) = T 00(t′, x⃗′)n′i(t′, x⃗′)n′j(t′, x⃗′) (A10)

here n′i(t′, x⃗′) = vi/|v⃗|. With |v⃗| = c = 1, n′i are components of the unit vector. For a radial flux of mass-less particles
as the case of neutrinos from supernova n′i = x′i

|x⃗′| = (sin θ′ cosϕ′, sin θ′ sinϕ′, cos θ′).

The gravitational signal from radially radiated null-fluids have the form

hij(t, x⃗) =
4G

r

∫
dt′ d3x′ϵ(x⃗′, t′)

n′in′j

1− N⃗ · n⃗′
δ (t′ − (t− r)) . (A11)

where ϵ(x⃗′, t′) = T 00(x⃗′, t′) is the energy density of the null fluid.
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