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ABSTRACT
Recent studies of the neutrino-driven wind from proto-neutron stars have indicated that the wind is likely proton-rich for much of
its lifetime, and the high flux of neutrinos can induce 𝜈p-process nucleosynthesis allowing for the formation of heavy elements.
It has also been shown that gravito-acoustic waves, generated by convection within the proto-neutron star, can significantly
alter the dynamics and nucleosynthesis in the wind. Therefore, we present a study of the effects of convection-driven waves on
the nucleosynthesis in proton-rich neutrino-driven winds, focusing on the 𝜈p-process. We find that wave effects can strongly
impact 𝜈p-process nucleosynthesis even at wave luminosities a factor of 10−5 smaller than the total neutrino luminosity. The
momentum flux of the waves accelerates the wind, reducing the net neutrino heating and the persistent neutron abundance
created by p(𝜈̄𝑒, 𝑒+), which impedes 𝜈p-process nucleosynthesis. However, this effect is generally counteracted by the effects of
waves on seed nucleus formation, as the acceleration of the wind and the heating that occurs as these waves shock both favor a
more 𝛼-rich environment with very little heavy seed-nucleus formation. Overall, higher wave luminosities correlate (albeit non-
monotonically) with heavier element 𝜈p-processing, up to 𝐴 ≈ 200 in some cases. At very high wave luminosities (≳ 10−3𝐿𝜈),
early shock heating by the waves disrupts 𝛼 recombination, and drives a suppressed, fast-outflow r-process proceeding up to
𝐴 ≈ 200. This occurs despite an assumed neutrino spectrum that predicts a proton-rich wind with equilibrium 𝑌𝑒 = 0.6.
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1 INTRODUCTION

As a newly formed proto-neutron star (PNS) cools, the immense
neutrino flux liberates some material from its surface as a neutrino-
driven wind (NDW, see Duncan et al. 1986). Material ejected from
the surface of the PNS initially consists of free protons and neutrons,
with the proton fraction (𝑌𝑝 = 𝑌𝑒 where𝑌𝑒 is the electron fraction) of
the NDW set by the spectra of the electron neutrinos and antineutrinos
driving it. As material in the wind expands and cools, the neutrons
and protons combine to form alpha particles, leaving behind some
excess protons or neutrons, depending on whether 𝑌𝑒 > 0.5. These
alpha particles then combine through a triple-𝛼 process followed by
𝛼 capture reactions to form heavier “seed” nuclei. The free nucleons
can then capture onto the seed nuclei and produce either an (weak) r-
or 𝜈p-process (see Arcones & Thielemann 2012, for a recent review).

The dynamics of the wind play an important role in determining
how how high in atomic mass these nucleosynthetic processes can
proceed. High entropies and fast expansion timescales during the
seed-formation phase inhibit the 3- and 4-body reactions that form
the initial heavy nuclei which can then undergo capture reactions
(e.g. Hoffman et al. 1996; Hoffman et al. 1997). A decreased seed
abundance allows for more free nucleons to capture onto each seed,
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and nucleosynthesis can proceed to higher mass numbers. A number
of physical phenomena affecting the dynamics of the wind have
been explored in previous studies. General relativistic effects can
increase the entropy of the wind significantly (Cardall & Fuller 1997;
Otsuki et al. 2000; Thompson et al. 2001). PNS rotation and magnetic
fields can decrease the dynamical timescale (Metzger et al. 2007;
Vlasov et al. 2014; Thompson & ud Doula 2018; Desai et al. 2022).
Another important factor, which we focus on here, is the presence
of propagating waves in the NDW (e.g. Suzuki & Nagataki 2005;
Dessart et al. 2006; Metzger et al. 2007; Gossan et al. 2020). In Nevins
& Roberts (2023), henceforth Paper I, we explored the influence of
gravito-acoustic waves driven by convection in the PNS (Gossan
et al. 2020) on a possible r-process in a mildly neutron-rich NDW,
and found that even a small wave luminosity could drive a strong
third-peak r-process in winds that otherwise could not move beyond
the first peak. In this paper, we turn our attention to the 𝜈p-process
in a proton-rich wind.

While there remains substantial uncertainty in the neutrino spec-
trum of cooling PNSs, several recent studies have indicated that the
wind becomes increasingly proton-rich at late times (e.g. Martínez-
Pinedo et al. 2014; Fischer et al. 2020; Pascal et al. 2022). Convection
in the PNS, which Nagakura et al. (2021) recently showed to be sig-
nificant across a broad range of progenitors for the first few seconds of
PNS lifetime, also seems to lead to more proton-rich NDWs (Pascal
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et al. 2022). This may be counteracted, however, by the mechanical
effects of convection-driven waves accelerating the NDW, reducing
neutrino captures and leading to a more neutron-rich wind (Paper I).
Nonetheless, the growing consensus over the last decade has been
that the NDW is likely to be either slightly neutron-rich or proton-rich
at earlier times, becoming increasingly proton-rich at late times.

While a proton-rich NDW may be unable to produce heavy nu-
clei via the r-process, the 𝜈p-process may be active instead. The
𝜈p-process was first proposed by Fröhlich et al. (2006) as a primary
nucleosynthetic process that is active in neutrino-rich environments
like the NDW. The 𝜈p-process, similar to the rp-process, forms heavy
nuclei by proton captures onto seed nuclei followed by beta decays to-
ward stability. Unlike the r-process, which can proceed to the dripline
relatively uninhibited regardless of atomic number, the rp-process
proceeds closer to stability. This results in longer 𝛽-decay lifetimes
for certain waiting-point nuclei, and when charged-current neutrino
reactions are neglected it is impossible for the classical rp-process to
form nuclei heavier than 64Ge in the NDW due to its long 𝛽 decay
lifetime (Pruet et al. 2005). Waiting-point nuclei like 64Ge can be
bypassed, however, by capturing free neutrons created by charged-
current antineutrino interactions on free protons. This modified rp-
process, called the 𝜈p-process, potentially allows for formation of
heavy elements up to 𝐴 = 100 and beyond with even a small flux
of free neutrons. Since the primary nucleosynthesis flows will be on
the proton-rich side of stability, this process could be the source of
p-nuclei such as 92,94Mo and 96,98Ru. The source of these nuclei
and their relative abundances have been problematic for some time
(e.g. Arnould & Goriely 2003), but a 𝜈p-process in the NDW has
been shown to be a viable source for at least some of these nuclides
(Wanajo 2006; Bliss et al. 2018).

A number of parameter studies have explored how the hydrody-
namic conditions of the wind affect a possible 𝜈p-process (e.g. Pruet
et al. 2006; Wanajo 2006; Wanajo et al. 2011; Arcones et al. 2012;
Eichler et al. 2017). As described above, the entropy and dynami-
cal timescale of the wind play key roles in determining the ratio of
free nucleons to seeds, which places a natural limit on how heavy
of nuclei can be formed (Wanajo 2006; Wanajo et al. 2011). The
electron fraction also affects this ratio, both by dictating how many
free nucleons are left after 𝛼 recombination (assuming a complete
𝛼 recombination), and by determining the number of free protons
which can undergo antineutrino capture and transform into neutrons
(Wanajo et al. 2011; Eichler et al. 2017). In Paper I, we found that
the presence of gravito-acoustic waves can substantially increase the
entropy of the wind once the waves begin to shock, possibly allowing
a 𝜈p-process to proceed to higher mass numbers as seed formation
is inhibited. However, the additional heating and momentum flux
provided by the waves had the additional effects of reducing the dy-
namical timescale of the wind and reducing the electron fraction,
driving the wind towards neutron-richness. The reduced electron
fraction will likely inhibit a strong 𝜈p-process by reducing the po-
tential neutron flux. The effect of a faster outflow is not immediately
clear. While it will reduce the efficiency of seed formation (see Paper
I), it will also reduce the amount of possible antineutrino captures in
the wind, and thus the available neutron flux. A third key factor is the
wind termination shock, when the NDW impacts the slower-moving
ejecta behind the main supernova shock. The 𝜈p-process is most effi-
cient at temperatures between 1.5 and 3 GK, and a termination shock
within this temperature range will prolong efficient 𝜈p-processing.

Our aim in this paper is to explore the effect of gravito-acoustic
waves on heavy element nucleosynthesis in proton-rich winds. We
anticipate this will primarily affect nucleosynthesis via the entropy
and electron fraction, but we will also briefly explore the role of

the wind termination shock in the presence of these waves. We are
mainly interested in two aspects of heavy nucleosynthesis: how the
active nucleosynthetic processes are affected by the presence of these
waves; and what the heaviest elements are that can be formed in a
proton-rich wind affected by gravito-acoustic waves. Understanding
the impact of waves on the 𝜈p-process has the potential to impact our
understanding of both the origin of the heavy elements generally, and
the origin of the light p-nuclides 92,94Mo and 96,98Ru specifically.
Given the significant impact these waves can have in a marginally
neutron-rich wind, up to driving a full solar-like r-process, we present
here a similar parameter study considering how these waves affect a
proton-rich wind and the strength of the 𝜈p-process there. In section
2 we describe specifically how we expect the presence of these waves
to affect the 𝜈p-process. Section 3 describes the modeling method
we use to investigate this, and section 4 shows the results of our
simulations. We find that the presence of gravito-acoustic waves in
the NDW has a substantial impact on 𝜈p-process nucleosynthesis and
can allow much heavier elements to be formed than would otherwise
be possible.

2 WAVE EFFECTS AND THE 𝜈P-PROCESS

In Paper I, we provide a detailed description of the mechanism by
which gravito-acoustic waves are generated and subsequently alter
the dynamics of the wind. To summarize, convective regions within
the PNS generate gravity waves, which tunnel through an evanescent
region near the surface of the PNS and emerge as acoustic waves in
the NDW. Eventually, the waves will steepen into shocks, which will
efficiently deposit heat into the wind according to

¤𝑞𝑤 =
𝐿𝑤

4𝜋𝑟2𝜌𝑙𝑑
=

𝑐𝑠

𝜌𝑙𝑑
𝜔𝑆. (1)

Here 𝑟 represents the radius of a fluid element, 𝑣 the velocity, 𝑐𝑠 the
local sound speed, and 𝜌 the density. 𝑆 is the wave action (Jacques
1977), and 𝑙𝑑 is the dissipation length of the waves, given by

𝑙𝑑 =
𝜋𝛾2

𝛾 + 1

(
𝑐2
𝑠𝜖

3𝜔3𝑆

)1/2

(2)

where 𝛾 is the adiabatic index and 𝜖 the energy density of the wind.
This determines how rapidly heat is deposited into the wind once
shock heating begins. In terms of the wave luminosity 𝐿𝑤 , the dissi-
pation length will scale as

𝑙𝑑 ∝ 𝐿
−1/2
𝑤 𝜔−1. (3)

The radial distance 𝑅𝑠 at which these shocks will form depends on
both the wave luminosity 𝐿𝑤 and the frequency 𝜔 of the waves, and
can have an important impact on nucleosynthesis. Following Mihalas
& Mihalas (1984), the exact value of 𝑅𝑠 is determined by∫ 𝑅𝑠

0

√︄
𝜔𝑆

𝜌
𝑑𝑟 =

2𝜋𝑐2
𝑠

𝜔(𝛾 + 1) . (4)

Approximating density and pressure with power law expressions
derived from our models in Paper I, we estimate the radius of shock
formation will scale as

𝑅𝑠 ∝ 𝐿
−2/11
𝑤 𝜔−4/11. (5)

Seed formation typically begins when the wind cools to approx-
imately 𝑇=0.5 MeV; if shock formation occurs before or near this
point it can drastically reduce the number of seeds that form. Dessart
et al. (2006) and Gossan et al. (2020) predict frequencies of 102−104
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rad s−1, and in Paper I we found that wave frequencies of ∼ 104 rad
s−1 resulted in shock formation early enough to strongly inhibit seed
formation and drive a robust r-process for fiducial PNS parameters.
We refer the reader to Paper I for a more thorough description of
these effects. We estimate, as in Paper I, that the luminosity carried
in these waves will obey the scaling relationship

𝐿𝑤 ∼ 𝑀conT 𝐿𝜈 , (6)

with 𝑀con representing the convective Mach number in the PNS,
T representing the transmission coefficient through the evanescent
region, and 𝐿𝜈 representing the total neutrino luminosity of the PNS.
Based on results from Dessart et al. (2006) and Gossan et al. (2020),
we estimate a wave luminosity in the wind of order 10−5 – 10−2𝐿𝜈 .

Acoustic waves propagating through the NDW will accelerate it,
and when the waves shock they will also raise the entropy of the ma-
terial. Shorter dynamical timescales (i.e. faster outflows) and higher
entropies favor an alpha-rich freezeout and a smaller number of seed
nuclei (Hoffman et al. 1997), which will allow the 𝜈p-process to form
heavier nuclei. Both the proton-to-seed ratio and the efficiency of neu-
tron production depend also on the free proton abundance, which is
impacted by the waves. Because the wind is being accelerated by the
waves, less neutrino heating is needed to unbind the wind material.
This means that the material may not reach the equilibrium electron
fraction (𝑌𝑒,eq) predicted by the PNS neutrino spectrum (see Qian
& Woosley 1996), but will stay closer to neutron-richness (Paper
I). The lowered proton fraction will reduce the proton-to-seed ratio
(disfavorably for a strong 𝜈p-process, in contrast to the impact of the
acceleration and entropy deposition on seed formation). The wave
acceleration may also reduce the number of antineutrino captures
that take place, reducing the free neutron flux and again negatively
impacting a 𝜈p-process.

3 MODELING METHOD

We calculate the NDW structure using a general relativistic, spher-
ically symmetric, steady state model that includes the impact of
gravito-acoustic wave acceleration and heating. As described in Pa-
per I, number conservation, momentum conservation and energy
conservation in the time-independent outflow lead to the wind equa-
tions for the mass outflow rate ( ¤𝑀), radial velocity (𝑣), entropy (𝑠),
electron-fraction (𝑌𝑒), and the wave action (𝑆) as a function of radius
given by

¤𝑀 = 4𝜋𝑟2𝑒Λ𝑊𝑣𝜌

𝑑𝑣

𝑑𝑟
=

𝑣

𝑟

𝑓2
𝑓1

𝑑𝑠

𝑑𝑟
=

𝜉𝑠

𝑟

𝑑𝑌𝑒

𝑑𝑟
=

𝜉𝑌𝑒

𝑟

𝑑𝑆

𝑑𝑟
= −𝑆

(
2
𝑟
+ 1
𝑙𝑑

+ 1
𝑣𝑔

𝑑𝑣𝑔

𝑑𝑟

)
(7)

where

𝑓1 =

(
1 − 𝑣2

𝑐2
𝑠

)
+ 𝛿 𝑓1

𝑓2 = − 2
𝑊2 + 𝐺𝑀NS

𝑐2
𝑠𝑟

1 −
( 𝑐𝑠
𝑐

)2

𝑒2Λ𝑊2

+ 1
𝑊2ℎ𝜌𝑐2

𝑠

[
𝜉𝑠

(
𝜕𝑃

𝜕𝑠

)
𝜌,𝑌𝑒

+ 𝜉𝑌𝑒

(
𝜕𝑃

𝜕𝑌𝑒

)
𝜌,𝑠

]
+ 𝛿 𝑓2

𝜉𝑠 =
𝑟

𝑣

¤𝑞tot
𝑒Λ𝑊𝑇

𝜉𝑌𝑒 =
𝑟

𝑣

¤𝑌𝑒
𝑒Λ𝑊

. (8)

The wave action 𝑆 is connected to the wave luminosity 𝐿𝑤 via

𝑆 =
𝐿𝑤

4𝜋𝑟2𝑐𝑠𝜔
. (9)

The heating rate per baryon ¤𝑞tot = ¤𝑞𝜈 + ¤𝑞𝑤 includes contributions
from neutrino heating and wave heating. The electron fraction evolves
due to charged-current neutrino capture rate ¤𝑌𝑒. Other quantities are
the Lorentz factor 𝑊 , 𝑒Λ =

√︃
1 − 2𝐺𝑀𝑁𝑆

𝑟𝑐2 , the sound speed 𝑐𝑠 , the
group velocity 𝑣𝑔, the density 𝜌, the temperature 𝑇 , the specific en-
thalpy ℎ, the gravitational constant 𝐺, and the speed of light 𝑐. The
quantities 𝛿 𝑓1 and 𝛿 𝑓2 constitute corrections due to wave stresses
and are described in detail in Paper I. The system is closed by the
Timmes & Swesty (2000) equation of state. We also include a wind
termination shock that is parameterized by the radius 𝑟ts at which
the termination shock occurs. Physically, this is the point at which
the transonic NDW impacts slower-moving ejecta behind the pri-
mary supernova shock. The post-termination shock conditions are
then determined by the relativistic Rankine-Hugoniot shock jump
conditions, after which we assume a homologous outflow. The crit-
ical form equation has a singularity at the transonic point, which
corresponds to the wind solution of the equations (as opposed to a
breeze that falls back onto the PNS). We employ a shooting method
to find this transonic solution in the steady-state approximation.

From these steady state models, we extract time-dependent histo-
ries of temperature, density, and neutrino properties for Lagrangian
observers in the flow. Nucleosynthesis is then calculated for these
trajectories using the nuclear reaction network SkyNet (Lippuner
& Roberts 2017). The reaction network calculations include strong,
weak, symmetric fission, and spontaneous fission reactions taken
from the REACLIB reaction library (Cyburt et al. 2010), with inverse
reactions calculated via detailed balance. In addition, we include neu-
trino and electron captures on protons and anti-neutrino and positron
captures on neutrons using the neutrino properties extracted from the
wind models. These rates were not included in Paper I, as they do
not have a significant impact on the r-process after 𝑌𝑒 has been set,
but they are key to capturing the 𝜈p-process nucleosynthesis.

The parameter space we explore is identical to that in Paper I,
with a proto-neutron star mass 𝑀NS/𝑀⊙ ∈ [1.4, 2.1], a total neu-
trino luminosity in all flavors of 𝐿𝜈 ∈ [3 × 1051, 1.2 × 1053] erg
s−1, and 𝐿𝑤/𝐿𝜈 ∈ [10−5, 10−2]. These parameters are varied inde-
pendently; no correlations between parameters are assumed in this
work. We take 𝑀NS = 1.5𝑀⊙ and 𝐿𝜈 = 3 × 1052 as fiducial values
for comparison. Electron neutrinos are assumed to have an energy
of 12 MeV, and electron antineutrino energies are again calculated
such that the equilibrium 𝑌𝑒 (Qian & Woosley 1996) is equal to a
set value, here set to 𝑌𝑒,eq = 0.6 unless otherwise stated. We also
assume a wind termination shock radius 𝑟ts = 5× 108cm and a wave
frequency 𝜔 = 2000 rad s−1 unless otherwise indicated.
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Figure 1. Entropy versus radius for PNSs of varying mass, with the total
neutrino luminosity (in all flavors) fixed to a fiducial value of 3 × 1052 erg
s−1, and 𝐿𝑤 = 0.
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Figure 2. Final abundances for the wind profiles shown in figure 1, in the
absence of wave effects (i.e. 𝐿𝑤 = 0). We find some limited heavy element
formation up to about A=130, with modest PNS mass dependence. Higher
PNS masses lead to higher asymptotic entropies in the wind, which are
generally favorable for heavier element nucleosynthesis.

4 RESULTS

4.1 Models without Wave Effects

As a baseline for comparison, in figures 1 and 2 we show the wind
entropy and final abundance distributions for a set of winds absent
wave effects. We find, as in Paper I, the expected dependence of
asymptotic entropy on mass. Our nucleosynthesis calculations are in
general agreement with Pruet et al. (2006) and Wanajo et al. (2011),

with heavy element synthesis terminating around 𝐴=120 for high
entropy winds.

4.2 Models with Wave Effects

4.2.1 Wind Dynamics

Figure 3 shows a set of profiles describing the behavior of the NDW
in the presence of wave effects for a fiducial parameter set. Our
results are expectedly similar to those in Paper I, with the exception
of the increased electron fraction due to the antineutrino energies we
assume here. As the wind is heated and accelerated by high wave
luminosities, the number of neutrino captures required to unbind the
material decreases, preventing the electron fraction from reaching its
neutrino capture rate-equilibrium value of 𝑌𝑒,eq = 0.6. At the very
highest wave luminosities, these winds become almost neutron-rich,
despite the assumed neutrino spectrum. This reduction in 𝑌𝑒 will
have a substantial impact on the 𝜈p-process in these models, as fewer
free protons will be available to produce neutrons via antineutrino
captures after seed nucleus formation (Wanajo et al. 2011).

Another important feature to note is the onset of shock heating,
visible as a sharp increase in the entropy. For higher wave lumi-
nosities, this takes place near or before the onset of seed nucleus
formation at approximately 6 GK. We also see a clear acceleration of
the wind as the wave luminosity is increased, reducing the dynam-
ical timescale over which seed nuclei can form. Results for a more
extreme parameter set, with higher mass and 𝐿𝜈 , are qualitatively
similar, with one notable difference being higher 𝑌𝑒 at large 𝐿𝑤 .
Increasing the neutrino luminosity can counteract the reduction in
neutrino captures caused by high 𝐿𝑤 , pushing the electron fraction
closer to its equilibrium value. A high wave luminosity coupled with
a low neutrino luminosity could result in a neutron-rich wind, even
though the neutrino spectrum dictates a proton-rich equilibrium 𝑌𝑒.

4.3 Nucleosynthesis

We now consider the nucleosynthesis that results from the wind
models described in the preceding section. Figure 4a shows the final
abundances produced by the fiducial wind profiles shown in figure 3.
Two distinct families emerge in the abundance patterns. For low to
moderate 𝐿𝑤 , we see a structure that is generally similar to the 𝜈p-
process patterns that emerge from the 𝐿𝑤 = 0 case, with a broad peak
near 𝐴 = 100 that shifts towards higher mass numbers with increasing
𝐿𝑤 . As in the neutron-rich case, heavy nucleosynthesis is suppressed
in a small window near 𝐿𝑤/𝐿𝜈 = 10−3 due to competition between
reduced entropy and reduced dynamical timescale causing increased
seed formation (see Paper I). At 𝐿𝑤 ≳ 10−3𝐿𝜈 , the waves shock
prior to seed formation, allowing again for heavier nucleosynthesis.
We see what could be described as a suppressed r-process emerge,
reaching to mass numbers near 𝐴 = 210.

For a more extreme parameter set, with higher mass and 𝐿𝜈 , we
observe similar abundance families. Figure 4b shows the abundances
produced by this parameter set with a higher PNS mass (𝑀NS =

1.9𝑀⊙) and neutrino luminosity (𝐿𝜈 = 6 × 1052 erg s−1). Under
these conditions, the 𝜈p-process is able to proceed all the way to
𝐴 ≈ 200, with the peak shifting to near 𝐴 = 175 for moderate 𝐿𝑤 .
Heavy nucleosynthesis is again suppressed near 𝐿𝑤/𝐿𝜈 = 10−3,
and revives when shock heating begins to affect seed formation. The
suppressed r-process pattern again emerges at high 𝐿𝑤 , albeit with
lower overall abundances.

The diagnostic quantity 𝑠2/𝜏 (similar to 𝑠3𝑌−3
𝑒 𝜏−1 in neutron-

rich winds, see Hoffman et al. 1997) is helpful in explaining how
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Figure 3. Radial profiles of the velocity, electron fraction, temperature, and entropy in the NDW. Different lines correspond to different 𝐿𝑤 . Other parameters in
the wind models were fixed to 𝑀NS = 1.5 𝑀⊙ , 𝐿𝜈 = 3 × 1052 erg s−1, and 𝜔 = 2 × 103 rad s−1. The approximate beginning of seed formation at 𝑇 = 0.5 MeV
for each model is marked with a square.

the strength of the 𝜈p-process varies with 𝐿𝑤 , 𝐿𝜈 , and mass. The
entropy dependence of seed formation is reduced by one power rel-
ative to the neutron-rich case since seed formation proceeds through
the triple-alpha pathway in proton-rich conditions rather than the
effective four-body reaction 4He(𝛼, 𝛾)8Be(𝑛, 𝛾)9Be(𝛼, 𝑛)12C. The
𝜈p-process, just like the r-process, is limited by the free-nucleon-to-
seed-nucleus ratio. A higher 𝑠2/𝜏 implies a higher proton-to-seed
ratio, which will allow heavier nuclei to be formed. Figure 5 shows
the correlation, especially for low to moderate 𝐿𝑤 , between 𝑠2/𝜏 and
the heaviest nuclide formed in the wind. Although the two quantities
are correlated throughout most of the 𝐿𝑤/𝐿𝜈 range, in the range
2 × 10−4 ≲ 𝐿𝑤/𝐿𝜈 ≲ 10−3, a discrepancy between the two arises.
This is driven by two factors. First, the faster outflow due to wave
heating at smaller radii reduces the electron fraction of the outflow
at the beginning of nucleosynthesis (see Paper I). Second, after seed
formation a shorter dynamical timescale implies there is a shorter
period of time for p(𝜈𝑒, 𝑒+)n to produce neutrons to bypass long-
lived waiting point nuclei before the 𝑟−2 falloff of the neutrino flux
shuts off further captures. Our simulations indicate that this second
effect is dominant, and the reduced electron fraction plays a lesser
role. To illustrate this, figure 6 shows the reduction in antineutrino

captures (i.e. the electron antineutrino capture rate integrated from
𝑇 = 3 GK through the end of the simulation) in the 𝜈p-processing
regions of the wind as the wave luminosity is increased. Above this
range of 𝐿𝑤 , shock heating begins early enough to be the dominant
effect in the wind and drives suppressed r-processing up to 𝐴 ≳ 200.

A closer analysis of the nucleosynthesis calculations reveals that
the abundance patterns we observe are the product of several dif-
ferent processes that take place at different temperatures. For lower
wave luminosities, a robust 𝛼-recombination takes place, and we
observe a 𝜈p-process taking place at temperatures near 3 GK, fol-
lowed by a neutron capture epoch when the wind enters (𝑛, 𝛾) - (𝛾, 𝑛)
equilibrium, driving the final abundances to the neutron-rich side of
stability. This matches the predictions of Pruet et al. (2006) for winds
with enhanced entropy. The 𝜈p-process is very entropy-dependent,
so we do not see nucleosynthesis up to 𝐴 = 200 in the relatively
low-entropy fiducial case. At higher PNS masses (i.e. higher en-
tropies) it can proceed farther, and produces the peak near 𝐴 = 175
that we see in figure 4b. In the range 2 × 10−4 ≲ 𝐿𝑤/𝐿𝜈 ≲ 10−3,
we see the 𝜈p-process is curtailed in both the fiducial and extreme
cases. This is due to both the increased seed formation we previously
observed in this region (Paper I), as well as a reduction in neutron
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Figure 4. Final nucleosynthesis patterns for varied wave luminosities, with other parameters held constant. We assume a wave frequency of 𝜔 = 2 × 103 rad s−1

for both panels. Left: a fiducial parameter set with 𝑀NS = 1.5 𝑀⊙ and 𝐿𝜈 = 3 × 1052 erg s−1. Right: a more extreme parameter set with 𝑀NS = 1.9 𝑀⊙
and 𝐿𝜈 = 6 × 1052 erg s−1. For both parameter sets, we observe two distinct families of abundance patterns. For 𝐿𝑤/𝐿𝜈 ≲ 2 × 10−4, the nucleosynthesis
is characteristic of a 𝜈p-process, which can proceed to very high mass numbers in the high-entropy environment of a massive, 1.9 𝑀⊙ PNS. At higher wave
luminosities, the nucleosynthesis shifts to a suppressed r-process pattern reminiscent of that predicted by Meyer (2002).
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Figure 5. A comparison of the diagnostic quantity 𝑠2/𝜏, evaluated at𝑇 = 0.5
MeV, with the maximum atomic mass produced with a final abundance greater
than 10−12, for the same PNS parameters (𝑀NS, 𝐿𝜈 , 𝜔) as in figure 3. We see
that the strength of the 𝜈p-process is correlated with this quantity, with the
fast-outflow r-process seeming to appear once it crosses a certain threshold
value at high 𝐿𝑤 .

production. The additional acceleration from wave stresses reduces
the number of neutrino captures at early times, keeping 𝑌𝑒 closer to
neutron richness and reducing the number of free protons available
for neutron production during 𝜈p-processing. Additionally, the faster
outflow reduces the time in which neutron production via antineu-
trino capture can proceed, decreasing total neutron production during
𝜈p-processing. This reduction is shown in figure 6.

At the highest wave luminosities, the early shock heating prevents
a robust nucleon recombination phase, leaving a noticeable abun-

0 10 5 10 4 10 3 10 2

Lw/L

10 3

10 2

n

rts = 5 × 107 cm
rts = 5 × 108 cm

Figure 6. Time integrated antineutrino capture rates per baryon (𝑛𝜈) from
𝑇 = 3 GK through the end of the simulation (see Pruet et al. 2006). The
black dots correspond to the wind profiles shown in figure 3, which have a
wind termination shock imposed at 𝑟ts = 5 × 108 cm, while the blue squares
show 𝑛𝜈 for the same set of models but with a wind termination shock
imposed at 5 × 107 cm. In both cases, the additional momentum flux and
shock heating from the waves reduces the number of neutrino captures as
the wave luminosity is increased. An earlier wind termination shock causes
the material to remain at smaller radii longer and undergo more neutrino
captures.

dance of both free protons and free neutrons and drastically reducing
seed production. Running the nucleosynthesis calculations without
neutrino reactions shows that these neutrons are not created in-situ,
confirming that this is not a 𝜈p-process; the bulk of the neutrons are
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(b) r-process (𝐿𝑤/𝐿𝜈 = 5 × 10−3)

Figure 7. Final nucleosynthesis results for a fiducial 1.5 𝑀⊙ PNS with 𝐿𝜈 = 3 × 1052 erg s−1, highlighting the frequency (𝜔) dependence of the two
nucleosynthetic processes. Left: 𝐿𝑤/𝐿𝜈 = 1 × 10−4 to produce a 𝜈p-process. The final abundance pattern depends very weakly on wave frequency. Right:
𝐿𝑤/𝐿𝜈 = 5×10−3 to produce a fast-outflow r-process. The fast-outflow r-process requires a minimum wave frequency of approximately 𝜔 = 103 s−1 to operate,
but above that minimum there is not a strong frequency dependence. For low 𝜔, shock heating occurs after 𝛼 recombination is complete and seed formation is
well underway, and thus has a negligible effect on nucleosynthesis. For a sufficiently high 𝜔, the waves shock early enough to disrupt 𝛼 recombination, allowing
for an r-process.
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Figure 8. Final nucleosynthesis results, using temperature and density profiles
for a 1.5 𝑀⊙ neutron star, with 𝐿𝜈 = 3 × 1052 erg s−1, 𝜔 = 2 × 103 rad s−1,
and assuming shock heating begins immediately in the wind (i.e. 𝑅𝑠 = 𝑅NS).
We observe a smoother transition from a 𝜈p-process at low 𝐿𝑤 to a fast-
outflow r-process at high 𝐿𝑤 .

left over from an incomplete nucleon recombination phase. As the
temperature continues to drop, charged particle reactions freeze out
and a neutron capture epoch ensues. In the fiducial parameter set

(figure 4a), the lower neutrino luminosity leads to a lower electron
fraction, providing a larger reservoir of neutrons, which results in
more pronounced r-process peaks near 𝐴 = 140 and 200. In the more
extreme parameter set (figure 4b), the higher neutrino luminosity
reduces the number of free neutrons, and thus the r-process pattern
is more suppressed. The abundance patterns for the high 𝐿𝑤 case,
especially those in figure 4b, agree very closely with those predicted
by Meyer (2002) for r-processing in very fast outflows. It is impor-
tant to note that, as figure 3 indicates, the r-processing here occurs
in proton-rich conditions, with antineutrino energies that predict an
equilibrium 𝑌𝑒 of 0.6.

Incidentally, reviewing the high 𝐿𝑤 nucleosynthesis calculations
for neutron-rich winds (e.g. figure 7 of Paper I) we find that this
same process was operating in those winds. We did not see the same
final abundance patterns because the free neutron abundance was
high enough that the subsequent period of neutron capture washed
out any trace of the earlier process, yielding a standard r-process
abundance distribution.

4.3.1 Wave Frequency

The frequency of the waves excited by PNS convection plays an
important role in determining where and how the waves will shock.
Though there is substantial uncertainty in the shock mechanism in
this context, we expect higher frequencies to shock earlier and deposit
their energy faster than lower frequencies (see equations 13 and 16 of
Paper I, and the scaling relations in section 2 of this work). In figures
7a and 7b, we present a typical 𝜈p- and fast outflow r-process with
varied wave frequencies, as well as one abundance profile from a wind
in which we assume the waves shock instantly in the wind, to illustrate
the effect of the uncertainty in the shock formation prescription. In
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Figure 9. Final nucleosynthesis results for a fiducial 1.5 𝑀⊙ PNS with 𝐿𝜈 = 3 × 1052 erg s−1 and 𝜔 = 2 × 103 rad s−1, highlighting the wind termination
shock location (𝑟ts) dependence of the two nucleosynthetic processes. The 𝑟ts = 5 × 108 cm case used in our other plots is highlighted for comparison. Left:
𝐿𝑤/𝐿𝜈 = 1× 10−4 to produce a 𝜈p-process. An earlier shock is beneficial for the 𝜈p-process, keeping the material in the optimal 1.5-3 GK temperature window
that Wanajo et al. (2011) and Arcones et al. (2012) observed. Right: 𝐿𝑤/𝐿𝜈 = 5 × 10−3 to produce a fast-outflow r-process. An early shock can delay 𝛼 capture
freezeout by keeping the material at high temperatures longer, leading to rampant seed formation and stifling the r-process. A later shock allows the wind to
cool, "freezing in" the low seed count caused by the additional wave heating and allowing the fast-outflow r-process to proceed. Kuroda et al. (2008) similarly
observed that a later termination shock is optimal for r-processing.

the case of the 𝜈p-process, we see very little frequency dependence
because of the low wave luminosity, which limits how early the shocks
can form in the main prescription we assume (see Paper I, section
3.2). Even when the shocks form instantly, the waves are not carrying
enough energy to strongly alter the nucleosynthesis. Since the 𝜈p-
process only operates at lower wave luminosities (𝐿𝑤/𝐿𝜈 ≲ 10−3),
we expect this to be consistent across the parameter space.

The fast-outflow r-process shows a stronger frequency depen-
dence, in the form of what appears to be a minimum cutoff fre-
quency. Because this r-process only operates at high wave luminosi-
ties (𝐿𝑤/𝐿𝜈 ≳ 10−3), if the waves shock early enough, they will
deposit enough energy to strongly affect the resulting nucleosyn-
thesis. At very low frequencies, the waves do not shock until seed
formation has already taken place, so the r-process is stifled. Once
above the cutoff frequency, the waves shock early enough to disrupt
𝛼 recombination, and the final abundance pattern is not strongly
affected by further increasing the frequency.

There is substantial uncertainty in the shock mechanism for the
waves we are considering, and they may shock much earlier than
predicted (see figure 10 and the discussion in Paper I). In figure 8,
we present abundance profiles assuming the waves shock instantly,
so that any heat deposition will affect every stage of nucleosynthesis.
We observe what appears to be a smoother transition from a 𝜈p-
process at low wave luminosities, to a fast-outflow r-process at high
wave luminosities, with higher free neutron abundances altering the
abundance patterns as 𝐿𝑤 is increased.

4.3.2 The Role of the Wind Termination Shock

Because of the strong dependence of the 𝜈p-process on the location
of the wind termination shock found in previous work (e.g. Arcones
et al. 2012), we now turn our attention there. Figure 9a shows how
the final abundance pattern for a typical 𝜈p-process varies with the
location of the wind termination shock. Previous studies have found
that an early wind termination shock at temperatures of around 2
GK is optimal for facilitating a strong 𝜈p-process. Our wind models
cool very rapidly, so this optimal temperature range occurs very
early on. We can see that, as expected, the smallest shock radius is
favored for the 𝜈p-process. An early shock keeps the wind at higher
temperatures and smaller radii longer, which allows more time for
both proton captures and neutron production via antineutrino capture
to proceed (see figure 6).

For the fast-outflow r-process, a later shock is optimal. This is in at
least qualitative agreement with Kuroda et al. (2008), who observed
less robust r-processes with early shock radii, and little change in
abundance patterns once the radius was increased above 3000 km.
We see in figure 9b that the r-process cannot proceed for very early
termination shocks. A sufficiently early termination shock can occur
at high enough temperatures to restart 𝛼 capture reactions after their
initial freezeout, and the slow-moving shocked material takes much
longer to cool than the fast-moving wind. Seed formation proceeds
rapidly in such cases, and we see a robust 𝛼 process emerge, forming
large amounts of iron-peak elements and precluding an r-process.
Once the shock is moved beyond approximately 1000 km the r-
process can proceed with full vigor, and when the shock is moved
beyond approximately 3000 km the final abundance pattern is no
longer sensitive to its location.
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4.4 Nucleosynthesis in the 𝐿𝑤 - 𝐿𝜈 - 𝑀NS parameter space

In figure 10, we show a plot of the maximum atomic mass that is
produced with a final abundance greater than 10−12 for a given pa-
rameter set. This gives a helpful measure of how far the 𝜈p-process is
able to proceed as a function of PNS mass, neutrino luminosity, and
wave luminosity as a fraction of neutrino luminosity. For these plots,
we have taken 𝜔 = 2000 s−1, 𝑌𝑒,eq = 0.6, 𝑟ts = 5 × 108 cm, and
used the shock prescription in equation 4. We observe similar nucle-
osynthesis regimes as in the neutron-rich case in paper I. For high
𝐿𝜈 and 𝐿𝑤 , we see very heavy nuclei being formed as shock heating
begins early enough to inhibit seed formation, and the high entropy
and fast outflow prevent a complete 𝛼-recombination, leading to a
fast-outflow r-process. Because the fast-outflow r-process depends
on early shock heating by the waves disrupting 𝛼-recombination, the
sharp cutoff line of this region indicates that the minimum wave lu-
minosity to obtain such an r-process is of order 1050 erg s−1, and
is relatively independent of neutrino luminosity. We also observe
no actinide production in any region of this parameter space, which
could lead to an observable signature of these winds.

We also see a PNS mass-dependent nucleosynthesis regime driven
by the wave stress emerge, as in the neutron-rich case. The nucle-
osynthesis patterns here are broadly consistent with a 𝜈p-process,
and exhibit the expected correlation between the wave luminosity,
the diagnostic quantity 𝑠2/𝜏, and the maximum atomic mass pro-
duced shown in figure 5. The non-monotonic connection between
wave luminosity and maximum mass produced is very clearly illus-
trated here. At low wave luminosities, the effect on 𝑠2/𝜏 dominates,
and the reduction in seed formation allows more massive nuclides
to form. For 𝐿𝑤/𝐿𝜈 ≳ 5 × 10−4, unless the neutrino luminosity
is high enough to make 𝐿𝑤 ≳ 1050 erg s−1 and drive fast-outflow
r-processing, the reduction in neutrino captures caused by the addi-
tional acceleration becomes dominant, and the 𝜈p-process is stifled by
a lack of free neutrons. Nucleosynthesis shifts toward the iron peak,
and heavy nuclides cannot form. Both the fast-outflow r-process and
the 𝜈p-process benefit from higher asymptotic entropies, so we see
a positive correlation between PNS mass and the maximum atomic
mass nuclides formed in the wind.

Because of the uncertainty surrounding when and where shock
formation will take place in the wind, in figure 11 we show the same
parameter space as in figure 10, but assuming that the waves in-
stantly shock and deposit their energy into the wind. Just as in the
neutron-rich case, we see the shock-heated heavy nucleosynthesis
regime (here the fast-outflow r-process) broadens in both 𝐿𝑤 and
𝐿𝜈 , and the wave pressure regime becomes difficult to distinguish as
it emerges. Because shock heating is assumed to begin instantly, 𝛼-
recombination is affected even at low wave luminosities, and we see
a smooth transition from 𝜈p-processing to fast-outflow r-processing
as in figure 8. At high masses (i.e. higher entropies), the parameter
space is dominated by heavy nucleosynthesis of some kind. Interest-
ingly, we notice a new regime emerge when instant shock heating
is assumed: for low 𝐿𝜈 and high 𝐿𝑤 , the wind material becomes
neutron-rich, and a full, third-peak, actinide-producing r-process ap-
pears. The rapid acceleration and additional heat provided by the
waves, coupled with a low neutrino luminosity, result in a wind that
undergoes comparatively few charged-current neutrino interactions
and maintains a 𝑌𝑒 well below its equilibrium value. We emphasize
again that the neutrino spectra of these proto-neutron stars predicts
an equilibrium electron fraction of 0.6, yet we observe regions of the
parameter space (albeit extreme) that predict a full r-process.

5 CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have continued our exploration of the effects of
convection-driven acoustic waves on nucleosynthesis in the neutrino-
driven wind, now focusing on winds predicted to be proton-rich and
with an eye toward the 𝜈p-process. As in Paper I, we have surveyed
the parameter space of PNS masses, neutrino luminosities, wave lu-
minosities, and wave frequencies, as well as considering the impact of
the wind termination shock and different shock heating prescriptions.
Using a steady-state, one-dimensional wind code and the SkyNet re-
action network, we have performed nucleosynthesis calculations to
determine the predicted abundance profiles and reaction flows ex-
pected in these winds. For the bulk of our calculations, we assume
a PNS neutrino spectrum that yields an equilibrium 𝑌𝑒 of 0.6, in the
range predicted by many recent simulations.

As in the neutron-rich case, we find that wave luminosities of
𝐿𝑤 ≳ 10−5𝐿𝜈 have a substantial impact on wind dynamics and
nucleosynthesis. At modest wave luminosities (𝐿𝑤 ≲ 10−3𝐿𝜈), the
faster expansion caused by the wave stress contribution decreases
seed formation efficiency, leaving a higher ratio of free protons to seed
nuclei and enhancing the 𝜈p-process. The resulting nucleosynthesis
flows are able to produce elements up to mass 208 and beyond,
though not reaching the actinides. This is a strong enhancement from
our models that neglect wave effects, which only reach up to around
mass 130.

We find these wave driven effects at modest luminosities can have
competing impacts on 𝜈p-process nucleosynthesis in the NDW:

(i) Gravito-acoustic wave driven acceleration and shock driven en-
ergy deposition impacts nuclear seed production for the 𝜈p-process.
Acceleration of the NDW due to wave stresses both reduces the dy-
namical timescale and also reduces the amount of neutrino heating
that occurs (which in turn reduces the asymptotic entropy of the
NDW). Additionally, after the gravito-acoustic waves become non-
linear and shock, they deposit heat in the NDW and increase the
entropy. Since seed production in proton-rich winds depends on the
parameter 𝑠2/𝜏, with seed production decreasing with increasing
values of this parameter, the impact of waves on seed production can
behave non-monotonically with 𝐿𝑤 . For 𝐿𝑤 ≲ 2 × 10−4𝐿𝜈 , we find
the decreased dynamical timescale dominates and seed production
decreases with increasing 𝐿𝑤 . For 2 × 10−4𝐿𝜈 ≲ 𝐿𝑤 ≲ 2 × 10−3,
seed production increases with 𝐿𝑤 as the entropy reduction due to
wave stresses dominates. For 𝐿𝑤 ≳ 2×10−3𝐿𝜈 , wave shock heating
increases both the entropy and dynamical timescale to the extent that
even alpha production is impacted.

(ii) Acceleration of the NDW by gravito-acoustic waves reduces
the time available for p(𝜈̄𝑒, 𝑒+)n to occur and thus reduces the total
number of neutrons that are produced per seed nucleus. This reduces
the maximum nuclear mass to which the 𝜈p-process proceeds, but
at lower wave luminosities the effects on seed formation via the
increased entropy and decreased dynamical timescale dominate. At
2 × 10−4 ≲ 𝐿𝑤/𝐿𝜈 ≲ 10−3, the reduced neutron flux becomes
significant enough to curtail 𝜈p-processing somewhat.

(iii) For larger gravito-acoustic wave luminosities, the accelera-
tion of the NDW by these waves can reduce the number of neutrino
captures that occur before alpha particle formation. Since material
in the PNS atmosphere is in beta equilibrium and as a result is very
neutron rich, the reduced number of neutrino captures as the out-
flow starts tends to decrease the proton richness of the wind. This
effect was seen for neutron rich winds, where it helped to make con-
ditions more favorable for r-process nucleosynthesis, but in proton
rich winds where the 𝜈p-process might occur this effect reduces the
number of free protons that are available to undergo p(𝜈̄𝑒, 𝑒+)n once
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Figure 10. This plot shows the highest atomic mass produced in a significant amount (𝑌 ≥ 1×10−12), giving a measure of how far heavy element nucleosynthesis
is able to proceed. We observe similar heavy nucleosynthesis regimes as in the neutron-rich case, with a mass-dependent wave-stress driven 𝜈p-process regime at
moderate wave luminosities, and a shock-heating driven, mass-independent r-processing regime at high 𝐿𝑤 and 𝐿𝜈 . We do not observe any actinide production
in these models.

seeds have been formed. This also contributes to the reduction in
maximum nuclear mass attained by the 𝜈p-process seen for moder-
ate wave luminosities.

At higher wave luminosities (𝐿𝑤 ≳ 10−3𝐿𝜈) and higher neutrino
luminosities (𝐿𝜈 ≳ 1052 erg s−1), we find an interesting result: the
early shock heating in this region of the parameter space prevents
a complete nucleon recombination phase in the wind, preserving
an abundance of free neutrons much higher than the persistent abun-
dance created by charged-current neutrino interactions. This, coupled
with the reduced seed formation due to higher entropy, allows a sup-
pressed r-process to take place, similar to that predicted by Meyer
(2002) for fast-moving winds. Though this r-process does not reach
to the actinides, it can reach to the third r-process peak and beyond.
For a substantial region of the parameter space, we find that winds
from a neutron star with a neutrino spectrum predicted to result in a
firmly proton-rich wind can undergo an (albeit suppressed) r-process.
When we consider an alternative prescription for the shock heating,
in which the waves immediately shock upon entering the wind, not
only does this region of suppressed r-processing broaden, but we find
an even more extreme possibility: the combination of acceleration
due to wave stresses and additional heating from the shocked waves
reduces the amount of neutrino heating needed to unbind the wind
to such a degree that the wind actually becomes neutron-rich, and
undergoes a full, third-peak r-process reaching the actinides. While
this only occurs in a small corner of the parameter space, its mere
possibility demonstrates the dramatic changes that can be caused by
the presence of waves in the NDW.

Many uncertainties in the long-term evolution of PNS neutrino
spectra and convective properties, and in the mechanics of wave
propagation in this environment render our models necessarily ap-
proximate, and our parameter-survey approach here precludes de-
tailed, time-integrated production estimates of individual nuclei of

interest such as the light p-nuclides. However, our results clearly in-
dicate the significant effects of gravito-acoustic waves being present
in the NDW. As late-time supernova models continue to improve,
accurate nucleosynthesis calculations will require well-resolving the
convective properties of the proto-neutron star and any waves propa-
gating through the neutrino-driven wind. The recent 3D simulations
of Wang & Burrows (2023) extending to late times are an important
step in this process, and show that the transonic winds we consider
here do obtain in more detailed simulations. We look forward to
calculating time-integrated nucleosynthesis for a realistic PNS evo-
lution to compare with their results in a future paper, with an eye
towards the production of the light p-nuclides 92,94Mo and 96,98Ru
specifically.
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Figure 11. This plot is the same as figure 10, but assuming that shock heating begins immediately in the wind. Similar to the neutron-rich case, we see a smoother
transition between and blending of the wave-stress and shock-heating regimes of heavy nucleosynthesis. The high 𝐿𝑤 , low 𝐿𝜈 region of strong heavy element
production is revealed to be a full r-process proceeding all the way to the actinides, as wave effects drive the wind to neutron-richness.

REFERENCES

Arcones A., Thielemann F.-K., 2012, Journal of Physics G: Nuclear and
Particle Physics, 40, 013201

Arcones A., Fröhlich C., Martínez-Pinedo G., 2012, ApJ, 750, 18
Arnould M., Goriely S., 2003, Physics Reports, 384, 1
Bliss J., Arcones A., Qian Y. Z., 2018, ApJ, 866, 105
Cardall C. Y., Fuller G. M., 1997, ApJ, 486, L111
Cyburt R. H., et al., 2010, The Astrophysical Journal Supplement Series, 189,

240
Desai D., Siegel D. M., Metzger B. D., 2022, ApJ, 931, 104
Dessart L., Burrows A., Livne E., Ott C. D., 2006, ApJ, 645, 534
Duncan R. C., Shapiro S. L., Wasserman I., 1986, ApJ, 309, 141
Eichler M., et al., 2017, Journal of Physics G: Nuclear and Particle Physics,

45, 014001
Fischer T., Guo G., Dzhioev A. A., Martínez-Pinedo G., Wu M.-R., Lohs A.,

Qian Y.-Z., 2020, Phys. Rev. C, 101, 025804
Fröhlich C., Martínez-Pinedo G., Liebendörfer M., Thielemann F. K., Bravo

E., Hix W. R., Langanke K., Zinner N. T., 2006, Phys. Rev. Lett., 96,
142502

Gossan S. E., Fuller J., Roberts L. F., 2020, MNRAS, 491, 5376
Hoffman R. D., Woosley S. E., Fuller G. M., Meyer B. S., 1996, ApJ, 460,

478
Hoffman R. D., Woosley S. E., Qian Y.-Z., 1997, ApJ, 482, 951
Jacques S. A., 1977, ApJ, 215, 942
Kuroda T., et al., 2008, in AIP Conference Proceedings. AIP,

doi:10.1063/1.2943617, https://doi.org/10.1063%2F1.2943617
Lippuner J., Roberts L. F., 2017, The Astrophysical Journal Supplement

Series, 233, 18
Martínez-Pinedo G., Fischer T., Huther L., 2014, Journal of Physics G: Nu-

clear and Particle Physics, 41, 044008
Metzger B. D., Thompson T. A., Quataert E., 2007, ApJ, 659, 561–579
Meyer B. S., 2002, Phys. Rev. Lett., 89, 231101
Mihalas D., Mihalas B. W., 1984, Foundations of radiation hydrodynamics.

Oxford University Press, Inc.
Nagakura H., Burrows A., Vartanyan D., 2021, MNRAS, 506, 1462
Nevins B., Roberts L. F., 2023, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical

Society, 520, 3986
Otsuki K., Tagoshi H., Kajino T., ya Wanajo S., 2000, ApJ, 533, 424
Pascal A., Novak J., Oertel M., 2022, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astro-

nomical Society, 511, 356
Pruet J., Woosley S. E., Buras R., Janka H. T., Hoffman R. D., 2005, ApJ,

623, 325
Pruet J., Hoffman R. D., Woosley S. E., Janka H. T., Buras R., 2006, ApJ,

644, 1028
Qian Y., Woosley S. E., 1996, ApJ, 471, 331–351
Suzuki T. K., Nagataki S., 2005, ApJ, 628, 914–922
Thompson T. A., ud Doula A., 2018, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astro-

nomical Society, 476, 5502
Thompson T. A., Burrows A., Meyer B. S., 2001, ApJ, 562, 887–908
Timmes F. X., Swesty F. D., 2000, The Astrophysical Journal Supplement

Series, 126, 501
Vlasov A. D., Metzger B. D., Thompson T. A., 2014, Monthly Notices of the

Royal Astronomical Society, 444, 3537
Wanajo S., 2006, ApJ, 647, 1323
Wanajo S., Janka H.-T., Kubono S., 2011, ApJ, 729, 46
Wang T., Burrows A., 2023, ApJ, 954, 114

This paper has been typeset from a TEX/LATEX file prepared by the author.

MNRAS 000, 1–11 (2022)

http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0954-3899/40/1/013201
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0954-3899/40/1/013201
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/750/1/18
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012ApJ...750...18A
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-1573(03)00242-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aade8d
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018ApJ...866..105B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/310838
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0067-0049/189/1/240
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac69da
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/504068
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/164587
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1986ApJ...309..141D
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6471/aa8891
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.101.025804
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020PhRvC.101b5804F
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.142502
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006PhRvL..96n2502F
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006PhRvL..96n2502F
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz3243
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020MNRAS.491.5376G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/176986
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1996ApJ...460..478H
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1996ApJ...460..478H
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/304181
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/155430
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1977ApJ...215..942J
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2943617
https://doi.org/10.1063%2F1.2943617
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4365/aa94cb
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4365/aa94cb
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0954-3899/41/4/044008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0954-3899/41/4/044008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/512059
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.89.231101
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2002PhRvL..89w1101M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab1785
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021MNRAS.506.1462N
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stad372
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stad372
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/308632
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/428281
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2005ApJ...623..325P
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/503891
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006ApJ...644.1028P
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/177973
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/430847
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty480
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty480
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/323861
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/313304
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/313304
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stu1667
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stu1667
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/505483
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637x/729/1/46
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ace7b2
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023ApJ...954..114W

	Introduction
	Wave Effects and the p-process
	Modeling Method
	Results
	Models without Wave Effects
	Models with Wave Effects
	Nucleosynthesis
	Nucleosynthesis in the Lw - L - MNS parameter space

	Conclusions

