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A compact accretion disk may be formed in the merger of two neutron stars or of a neutron
star and a stellar-mass black hole. Outflows from such accretion disks have been identified as a
major site of rapid neutron-capture (r-process) nucleosynthesis and as the source of ‘red’ kilonova
emission following the first observed neutron-star merger GW170817. We present long-term general-
relativistic radiation magnetohydrodynamic simulations of a typical post-merger accretion disk at
initial accretion rates of Ṁ ∼ 1M� s−1 over 400 ms post-merger. We include neutrino radiation
transport that accounts for effects of neutrino fast flavor conversions dynamically. We find ubiquitous
flavor oscillations that result in a significantly more neutron-rich outflow, providing lanthanide and
3rd-peak r-process abundances similar to solar abundances. This provides strong evidence that post-
merger accretion disks are a major production site of heavy r-process elements. A similar flavor
effect may allow for increased lanthanide production in collapsars.

Introduction.—Since their first detection [1], neutri-
nos have yielded surprises in fundamental physics, astro-
physics, and cosmology. The discovery of vacuum oscilla-
tions [2, 3] provided a solution to the long-standing solar
neutrino problem [3–5]. Oscillations are altered by the
presence of electrons in matter (the Mikheyev-Smirnov-
Wolfenstein effect) [6–8], relevant for atmospheric and
solar neutrinos [2, 5]. In astrophysical systems with
dense neutrino gases or the early universe, neutrinos
themselves may act as a refractive medium instead of
electrons, leading to self-induced flavor conversions [9–
11]. Given seed perturbations [12], such conversions can
develop run-away modes in flavor space on a timescale
Φ0 =

√
2GF~−1nν = 1.92×109 s−1(nν/1031 cm−3) much

faster than vacuum oscillations [13–16].

In dense astrophysical environments, neutrinos change
the composition and dynamics of matter via the charged-
current interactions ν̄e+p
 e+ +n and νe+n
 e−+p.
Since typically νe and ν̄e are more copiously produced
than their µ and τ counterparts, fast flavor conversions
in the decoupling region above the neutrinosphere can
impact the dynamics of and nucleosynthesis in the out-
flowing plasma. Fast conversions have mostly been stud-
ied in the context of core-collapse supernovae with focus
on their impact on the explosion mechanism [13, 14, 17–
20], but their relevance to neutron-star mergers has been
appreciated as well [21, 22].

The merger of two neutron stars in a binary sys-
tem typically leads to the formation of a compact,
neutrino-cooled accretion disk around a remnant black
hole [23, 24]. Dense neutron-rich outflows from such
disks may dominate other types of ejecta from the colli-
sion itself and represent a major source of rapid neutron-
capture (r-process) elements in the universe [25–28]. In
particular, neutron-rich outflows (mean proton fraction
Ye < 0.25) from such an accretion disk were identified
as the source of heavy r-process elements and the asso-
ciated ‘red’ (lanthanide-bearing) kilonova from the first

detected neutron-star merger GW170817 [27–31].

Previous simulations of core-collapse supernovae and
neutron-star mergers considered fast conversions either
in post-processing [22, 32–34], evaluating whether a sys-
tem is susceptible to such instabilities, or dynamically,
but restricting all calculations to one spatial dimension
[35]. Here, we present 3D general-relativistic magnetohy-
drodynamic simulations with neutrino transport, which
include the feedback of fast flavor conversions onto the
three-dimensional non-linear dynamics and nucleosyn-
thesis of accretion disks in neutron-star mergers.

Computational setup.—We simulate the long-term evo-
lution of a typical post-merger accretion disk with the
GRMHD code described in [36]. It represents an evolved
version of GRHydro [37] and makes use of the Einstein

Toolkit [38] [39–43]. We use the SFHo equation of state
[44] as tabulated in Ref. [45] and employ neutrino-matter
interactions as implemented by the open-source library
NuLib [46]. The neutrino radiation transport follows the
general-relativistic moment formalism by Refs. [47, 48]
and is implemented via a multi-group two-moment (M1)
scheme, which we adapt from the open-source code of
Ref. [49]. In contrast to Ref. [49], which discarded veloc-
ity dependent terms, we retain these, but apply a small-
velocity approximation for high-energy neutrinos when
the absorption opacity for these neutrinos becomes ex-
cessively large; this only affects our highest-energy bin.
Appropriate closure relations are obtained by the inter-
polation approach of Ref. [48] with the standard Minerbo
closure [50]. We track the evolution of four neutrino
species (νe, νX , ν̄e, ν̄X , where X combines µ and τ neu-
trinos), each with six energy bins equally spaced between
0− 60 MeV.

Our initial data is given by an equilibrium torus [51]
with Mt0 = 0.07M� around a spinning black hole of mass
MBH = 3M� and dimensionless spin χBH = 0.8 typical
of neutron-star merger remnants [52–58]. The torus has
a low constant specific enthalpy of 8kB per baryon, elec-
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tron fraction Ye = 0.1, and extends from Rin,0 = 22 km
[5MBH ] to Rout,0 = 190 km [43MBH ]. A weak poloidal
seed magnetic field confined to the interior of the torus
is added, keeping the initial magnetic-to-fluid pressure
ratio below ≈ 1× 10−3.

We employ horizon-penetrating Kerr-Schild coordi-
nates [59] and evolve the disk in full 3D without the use
of symmetries. A grid hierarchy of seven nested Carte-
sian refinement levels centered on the black hole is used.
The finest refinement level provides a resolution of 1.3 km
and has a diameter of 390 km and thus contains the entire
initial disk. We perform two simulations with identical
setup except for the treatment of fast flavor conversions:
one simulation neglecting fast conversions (‘NFC’) and one
accounting for fast conversions (‘FC’).
Flavor conversion formalism.—Following [60], we de-

scribe local neutrino dynamics using the density matrix
in the weak-interaction basis, split into trace and trace-
less parts,

%ν =
fνe + fνX

2
I +

fνe − fνX
2

(
s S
S∗ −s

)
, (1)

where f is the initial occupation number, S is the com-
plex νeνX coherence, and s is real with s2 + |S|2 = 1.
We use natural units (c = G = ~ = 1) and ad-
here to the flavor isospin convention; the density ma-
trix for anti-neutrinos is −%ν . In a test volume above
the neutrinosphere within which neutrinos can be as-
sumed to be free-streaming, evolution of ρν is governed
by the von Neumann equation ivµ∂µρν = [H, ρν ], with
vµ = (1,v) being the four-velocity of neutrinos. The
Hamiltonian containing vacuum oscillations is given by
H = M2/2E+Hmat+Hν whereM and E denote the neu-
trino mass matrix and energy [2, 3]. Hmat = −vµΛµ

σ3

2
is the MSW neutrino-matter interaction [6–8], where
σ3 is a Pauli matrix and Λµ =

√
2GF(ne− − ne+)uµ

is the matter potential, with GF, ne± , and uµ being
the Fermi constant, the electron/positron number den-
sities, and their four velocities, respectively. Hν =
−(
√

2/(2π)3)GF

∫
vµv′µρ

′
νE
′2dE′dΩ′ is the neutrino self-

interaction [61–64], which renders the equation of motion
non-linear; dΩ is the solid angle element in direction v.

Neutrinos are created as flavor eigenstates (S = 0);
to describe the onset of fast conversions in a fluid ele-
ment, we can linearize the von Neumann equation as-
suming |S| � 1. Given the ultra-short time (∼ ns)
and length scales (∼ cm) of fast conversions, we neglect
vacuum oscillations (∼ km), which makes the equation
of motion energy-independent. We follow a dispersion-
relation ansatz as in Ref. [19] and insert normal modes
Sv(t, r) = Qv($̃, k̃) exp[−i($̃t−k̃ ·r)] into the linearized
von Neumann equation to obtain a necessary criterion for
fast conversions,

vµkµQv +

∫
dΩ′ vµv′µGv′Qv′ = 0. (2)

Here, kµ = (−$,k) ≡ (−$̃, k̃) − Λµ − Φµ captures a
constant shift due to matter interactions,

Gv =

√
2

(2π)3
GF

∫
dE E2 [fνe(E,v)− fν̄e(E,v)] , (3)

and Φµ ≡
∫

dΩGvvµ (we assume fνX = fν̄X as νµ,τ
are created via pair annihilation and plasmon decay
in our simulations). Defining the polarization vector
aµ ≡ −

∫
dΩ vµGvQv, the evolution equation reduces to

Πµνaµ = 0, where

Πµν = ηµν −
∫

dΩGv
vµvν

$ − k · v
, (4)

with ηµν = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1). Fast conversions occur when
det Πµν = 0 admits complex roots.

In our simulations, we solely focus on k = 0. Should
there be additional unstable modes with k 6= 0, the over-
all effect of fast conversions on outflow properties would
only be enhanced [65]. This approach is also motivated
by our observation of ubiquitous k = 0 unstable modes
around post-merger disks, such that the effect of addi-
tional unstable modes would be minute. Given the ex-
tremely small time and length scales of this instability
(sub-grid scales), we employ the Equivalence Principle
to derive the general-relativistic version of the dispersion
relation,

det
[
$gµν −

√
2GF

(
Mµν
νe −M

µν
ν̄e

)]
= 0, (5)

where

Mµν
s ≡

1

(2π)3

∫
E2dEdΩ fsv

µvν (6)

is the two-moment of the neutrino distribution function
and s = {νe, ν̄e}. In the 3+1 split of spacetime into
non-intersecting spacelike hypersurfaces employed in our
simulations, Mµν may be expressed as

Mαβ =

∫
dν

E

(
E(ν)n

αnβ + F
(α
(ν)n

β) + Pαβ(ν)

)
, (7)

where nµ = (α−1,−α−1βi) is the time-like unit normal
vector that characterizes the hypersurfaces and defines
the Eulerian observer, α denotes the lapse function, and
βi a spatial shift vector. Furthermore, E(ν), F(ν)α, and
P(ν)αβ are the zero, first, and second moment of the neu-
trino radiation energy density fields as seen by the Eule-
rian observer with frequency ν = E/2π in the fluid rest
frame [48].

Equation (5) leads to a quartic equation in $ with
real coefficients. In order to monitor the onset of fast
conversions, we calculate the maximum growth rate ω ≡
max |Im($)| among all roots at a given grid point (these
exist in complex-conjugate pairs). To be consistent with
sub-grid scales, we require growth times ω−1 < ω−1

crit ≡
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10−7 s much smaller than our time step of ∆t ≈ 10−6 s.
If ω > ωcrit, we assume a flavor instability locally de-
velops and leads to full mixing of neutrino flavors given
that the instability proceeds on ultra-short timescales
(approximate flavor equipartition [12, 13, 66–71]). We
then set fνe = fνµ = fντ in our M1 scheme, and sim-
ilarly for anti-neutrinos, which ensures conservation of
lepton number; this is justified by the fact that the weak
matter interaction timescales τν obey the following sepa-
ration of timescales in our simulations: ω−1 � ∆t� τν .
Equipartition is assumed here with the caveat that such
maximal mixing may overestimate the impact of flavor
conversions on ejecta composition; the detailed outcome
of the instability still requires further investigation [72–
74]. Future parametrizations of the outcome of 3D fast
flavor conversions in terms of local properties of the neu-
trino radiation fields can be included in our formalism.

Results.—In a brief initial relaxation phase, the
magneto-rotational instability (MRI) [75–78] is initiated
in the disk due to differential rotation. A quasi-stationary
accretion state is established by 20 ms, which we regard
as the actual initial data of our simulations. This steady
turbulent state is indicated by a constant ratio of the elec-
tromagnetic energy to internal energy of the disk over
the remainder of the simulation phase, as well as by a
fully operational magnetic dynamo, which manifests it-
self in a ‘butterfly diagram’—cyclic migration of toroidal
magnetic fields of alternating polarity to higher latitudes
[25, 36, 79]. The fastest-growing mode of the MRI is re-
solved by more than ten grid points once in the stationary
regime.

The early stationary state of the disk is shown in the
top panel of Fig. 1. MRI mediated turbulence leads to
angular momentum transport and sets a self-consistent
accretion rate at Ṁ ≈ 1M� s−1. As a result of an-
gular momentum transport, the disk viscously spreads
and the accretion rate decreases over time, remaining at
high values of > 0.1 (few × 10−2)M� s−1 over the first
100 (400) ms. This accretion rate being above the criti-
cal threshold Ṁign ∼ 10−3M� s−1 for weak interactions
to become energetically significant [79–81], results in a
changing composition of the accretion flow and disk out-
flows over time. While the outer parts of the disk pro-
tonize due to ν̄e emission by positron captures on neu-
trons (Ye > 0.1; Fig. 2), which dominate over opposing
electron captures on protons, the electrons in the inner
high-density part of the disk become degenerate and a
self-regulation mechanism [25, 80] ensures the accretion
flow stays strongly neutron-rich over viscous timescales
(Ye ≈ 0.1).

Powerful disk outflows are launched by imbalanced vis-
cous heating at higher latitudes where neutrino cooling
becomes energetically subdominant [36]. The composi-
tion in these outflows is influenced by re-absorption of
neutrinos emitted by the disk via ν̄e + p → n + e+ and
νe + n→ p+ e−, which is accounted for by our M1 radi-
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Figure 1. Snapshots of rest-mass density ρ and growth rate
ω for fast flavor conversions in the meridional plane at 30 ms
(top) and 300 ms (bottom) for the FC run. White regions
indicate stability against fast flavor conversions. Contours
delineate the mean free path 1/κ at 100, 500, 1000, 5000 km
for ν̄e in the energy range of 10–20 MeV.

ation transport scheme. Reabsorption and enhancement
of Ye is particularly strong in the low-density polar re-
gions (cf. Figs. 1 and 2). Although M1 schemes tend
to somewhat overenhance Ye compared to Monte-Carlo
based approaches in polar regions [82], this is not a con-
cern regarding outflow properties in the present study,
since only ≈0.2% of the total ejecta originate from within
≈ 26◦ about the polar axis. For the same reason, νeν̄e an-
nihilation in the polar regions can be safely neglected, as
done here. In addition to angular dependence, we find a
radially dependent Ye profile, which translates into a ra-
dial lanthanide gradient once the r-process proceeds [83]
(Fig. 2). This is the result of decreasing neutrino emis-
sion from the disk and re-absorption of neutrinos in the
outflows as the disk viscously spreads and its midplane
density drops over time; the self-regulated inner disk in-
jects increasingly neutron-rich material into the outflows.
The radial lanthanide gradient is more pronounced in the
absence of fast conversions (NFC run), as these suppress
the νe and ν̄e fluxes.

Once the disk reaches a quasi-stationary state, fast fla-
vor conversions emerge above the energy-dependent neu-
trinospheres in the disk-corona transition where neutri-
nos start to decouple and stream freely (Fig. 1). Such
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Figure 2. Snapshots of the proton fraction in the meridional
plane at 300 ms for the FC run (top) and the NFC run (bottom),
showing the emergence of an angular and radially dependent
composition profile of the outflows. Fast flavor conversions
lead to significantly more neutron-rich outflows.

conversions are ubiquitous, rendering essentially all of
the disk vicinity into an unstable region with typical in-
stability growth times up to ω−1 ∼ 0.1 ns, in agreement
with previous semi-analytic predictions [21, 22]. At later
times (∼ 300 ms), the instability region shrinks overall
and expands into the disk as the density in the disk and
outflows decreases, with slower growth rates on an in-
creasing timescale 1− 100 ns. Our results do not depend
on ωcrit, as long as it is small enough to allow an ex-
tended instability region to emerge. The composition of
outflows only weakly depends on the radial size of the
instability region, as the neutrino flux and the composi-
tion is mostly set in the densest part deep in the outflow,
whereafter Ye starts to ‘freeze out’.

Outflow properties are recorded with 105 passive tracer
particles initially placed in the disk proportional to con-
served rest-mass density. Trajectories of tracers that
have reached a distance > 700 km by the end of the simu-
lations and that are unbound according to the Bernoulli
criterion (−hut > 1, where ut is the time component
of the four-velocity and h the specific enthalpy) are em-
ployed as input to nuclear reaction network calculations
with SkyNet [85] to determine the resulting r-process
abundances (ignoring tracers ejected during the initial
relaxation phase). Network calculations are performed
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Figure 3. Top: Distribution of proton fraction for unbound
tracer particles at the onset of neutron-capture reactions at
5 GK, normalized by total ejecta mass. Fast conversions trun-
cate the high-Ye tail. Bottom: Final nucleosynthetic abun-
dances at 109 s from reaction network calculations for the FC

and NFC runs, compared to solar abundances [84]. Fast con-
versions boost lanthanide abundances (atomic mass number
136 . A . 176), while keeping similar abundances for lighter
elements.

accounting for neutrino absorption, starting in nuclear
statistical equilibrium at T = 7 GK. The network calcu-
lations consider 7843 nuclides and 140,000 nuclear reac-
tions, using strong reaction rates from the JINA REA-
CLIB database [86], with inverse rates derived from de-
tailed balance, weak rates from Refs. [87–89] where avail-
able and from REACLIB otherwise, spontaneous and
neutron-induced fission rates from Refs. [90–93], and
the REACLIB nuclear masses and partition functions (a
combination of experimental data where available and
data from the finite range droplet macroscopic model
(FRDM) [94]). The νe and ν̄e fluxes for absorption are
obtained from the simulations by fitting a Dirac-Fermi
distribution to match the total local number density and
average energy for each species and are extrapolated be-
yond the evolution time by power laws. We note that
the projected total unbound mass of ≈ 0.026M� (FC)
and ≈0.03M� (NFC) as well as the mass-averaged veloc-
ity of ≈0.1c of the ejecta only mildly differ between the
two runs, since neutrinos play a minor role in setting the
outflow energetics for these disk winds.

The imprint of fast flavor conversions on the initial
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SkyNet run X2nd X3rd XLa

FC 0.631 0.134 0.097
NFC 0.709 0.023 0.049

solar r-process 0.347 0.183 0.139

Table I. Mass fractions of the 2nd (125 ≤ A ≤ 135) and 3rd
(186 ≤ A ≤ 203) r-process peak as well as of lathanides in the
disk outflows simulated with and without accounting for fast
conversions. Solar abundances are also listed [84].

conditions for r-process nucleosynthesis are shown in the
top panel of Fig. 3. The instability decreases the flux
of νe and ν̄e due to mixing into the other less luminous
flavors and thus leads to less neutrino re-absorption in the
outflows, reducing the overall Ye. This is echoed by Fig. 2
and consistent with previous estimates [22]. The final r-
process abundances show strongly enhanced lanthanide
and beyond-2nd-peak mass fractions in the presence of
fast conversions (Fig. 3; Tab. I), in broad agreement with
solar abundances.

Conclusion.—In contrast to previous simulations at
Ṁ . few× 10−2M� s−1 [25, 79, 95], the regime of up to
Ṁ ≈ 1M� s−1 initially probed here reveals outflows with
a radially dependent proton fraction. This translates into
‘bluer’ kilonova emission at early times, followed by a
‘red’ component of lanthanide-rich material ejected later.
3D kilonova radiation transport calculations will be re-
quired to translate the resulting lanthanide distribution
into detailed predictions for kilonova emission.

Our results show that neutrino fast flavor conversions
can boost the lanthanide and 3rd-peak r-process mass
fractions in outflows from high-Ṁ disks (at the typical
to upper end expected for post-merger disks) to a level
comparable to solar abundances. This provides strong
evidence for massive post-merger disks being a major
production site for heavy r-process elements. The total
estimated ejected mass scale of ≈0.03M� as well as the
other characteristics of the outflow (composition and ve-
locity of ∼0.1c) suggest that a similar accretion scenario
may have occurred in GW170817. Lanthanide enhance-
ment as found here may be required to compensate for
the ‘protonizing presence’ of a remnant neutron star of
moderate lifetime, which has been argued is necessary to
explain the ‘blue’ component of the GW170817 kilonova
[27, 28, 96]. Furthermore, the effect of fast conversions on
ejecta composition demonstrated here impacts equation-
of-state constraints derived from kilonova colors and will
thus need to be taken into account in future analyses.

The boost in beyond-2nd-peak r-process elements due
to flavor conversions will make it more challenging to
obtain appreciable ‘blue’ kilonova emission from neu-
tron star–black hole mergers. It may also be of impor-
tance in explaining actinide boost stars [97] from very
neutron-rich outflows of such mergers. Furthermore, a
similar process may be operating in collapsars to signif-
icantly increase the critical accretion rate below which

lanthanides can be formed [98, 99]. Our formalism may
also be employed in simulations of ordinary core-collapse
supernovae to explore whether fast flavor conversions
strengthen or weaken the explosion, although extensions
to k 6= 0 may be required to fully capture the instability
[34].

Future studies may focus on including other flavor in-
stability modes k 6= 0. This will unlikely alter our con-
clusions due to the k = 0 mode being ubiquitous and al-
ready capturing the effect on nucleosynthesis over times
in which most of the mass outflow is generated. The as-
sumption of maximal mixing in flavor space requires fur-
ther investigation [73, 74]; it may overestimate the effect
of fast conversions on ejecta composition. We note that
other conversions such as into a sterile neutrino would
give rise to similar effects.
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