arXiv:2406.14975v1 [astro-ph.HE] 21 Jun 2024

PREPARED FOR SUBMISSION TO JCAP

High energy neutrino production in
gamma-ray bursts: dependence of the
neutrino signal on the jet composition

Valentin De Lia © %’ and Irene Tamborra © ¢

%Niels Bohr International Academy and DARK, Niels Bohr Institute, University of Copen-
hagen, Blegdamsvej 17, 2100 Copenhagen, Denmark

bEcole Normale Supérieure Paris-Saclay, Université Paris-Saclay, 4 Avenue des Sciences,
91190 Gif-Sur-Yvette, France

E-mail: valentin.de_lia@ens-paris-saclay.fr, tamborra@nbi.ku.dk

Abstract. Heavy nuclei can be synthetized or entrained in gamma-ray bursts (GRBs) with
implications on the high-energy neutrino emission. By means of a Monte-Carlo algorithm, we
model nuclear cascades and investigate their impact on the neutrino production considering
kinetic dominated jets (in the internal shock model, including a dissipative photosphere)
as well as Poynting flux dominated jets (for a jet model invoking internal-collision-induced
magnetic reconnection and turbulence, ICMART). We find that the ICMART model allows
for efficient nuclear cascades leading to an overall larger neutrino fluence than in the other two
jet models. The survival of nuclei and inefficient nuclear cascades lead to an overall reduction
of the neutrino fluence up to one order of magnitude. However, if nuclei are disintegrated,
the neutrino fluence may be comparable to the one emitted from a jet loaded with protons.
Exploring the parameter space of jet properties, we conclude that the composition and the
bulk Lorentz factor have significant impact on the efficiency of nuclear cascades as well as the
spectral shape of the expected neutrino fluence. On the other hand, the neutrino spectral
distribution is less sensitive to the power-law index of the accelerated population of protons
or heavier nuclei. For what concerns the diffuse emission of neutrinos from GRBs, we find
that the uncertainty due to the jet composition can be at most comparable to the one related
to the GRB cosmological rate.
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1 Introduction

Gamma-Ray Bursts (GRBs) are among the most energetic transient astrophysical phenomena
discovered up to date, releasing isotropic energies up to Fis, = 1.2 x 10%° erg within a few
seconds [1]. The observation of GRB 170817A in connection with the gravitational wave event
GW 170817 has provided the first confirmation that binary neutron star mergers can harbor
ultra-relativistic jets [2-8], known as short GRBs. Supernovae have instead been observed
in connection with long duration gamma-ray bursts [9, 10]. However, recent observations



challenge the conjectured different origin of long and short GRBs [11-13]. Observed long
duration GRBs can be divided in high-luminosity (HL, with isotropic luminosity O(10°-
10%3) erg/s) and low-luminosity (LL, with isotropic luminosity smaller than O(10%) erg/s)
GRBs [14, 15]. It is believed that HL and LL GRBs share similar properties, with LL. GRBs
having smaller Lorentz boost factor or perhaps corresponding to HL. GRBs observed off-axis.
The dynamical evolution of the GRB jet is linked to the properties of the central engine
powering the jet; the jet could be magnetically driven, if the central engine harbors a strong
magnetic field, or it would be better described by a fireball when the magnetic activity
subsides [16, 17].

Gamma-ray bursts are observed as irregular pulses of gamma-rays, with a non-thermal
photon spectral energy distribution. Such non-thermal features suggest efficient particle
acceleration in the jet [18, 19]. Nevertheless, the physics driving the observed signals is still
subject of active debate [17, 20-23].

Gammarray bursts are expected to be sources of ultra-high energy cosmic rays and high
energy neutrinos [24-29], produced also thanks to heavier nuclei synthetized or entrained in
the jet [30, 31] and eventually interacting with the photon background. In the aftermath
of particle acceleration, the inelastic interaction of non-thermal high-energy photons with
ultra-relativistic protons or nuclei could lead to the production of high-energy neutrinos, see
e.g. Refs. [24, 32-36].

It is expected that the GRB jet may entrain nuclei, e.g. loaded at the base of the jet,
captured from the stellar material surrounding the jet and entrained during propagation, or
synthetized in situ [30, 31, 37]. Such nuclei could be accelerated in the GRB jet and therefore
survive photodisintegration against the intense photon field, only if the dissipation radius and
the bulk Lorentz factor are large enough. Assuming that such conditions are fulfilled, the
resulting neutrino production would be strongly affected.

Previous work [32, 38] investigated the impact of the jet composition on the high energy
neutrino flux, focusing on the internal shock model [18]. In the light of the strong dependence
of the neutrino signal on the GRB emission mechanism [33], we extend such exploration to
the photospheric [39] and the internal-collision-induced magnetic reconnection and turbulence
(ICMART) [40] models, and explore the neutrino production for a range of jet properties.

This work is organized as follows. Section 2 provides an overview of the internal shock
model, the photospheric one, and the ICMART model. Section 3 offers a summary of the
acceleration and cooling timescales adopted to compute the maximum energies of protons
and nuclei. A description of how neutrinos are produced through photohadronic interactions
of protons and neutrons or nuclei is presented in Sec. 4. Section 5 focuses on the formalism
adopted to compute the neutrino emission from jets loaded with heavier nuclei, including the
modeling of the nuclear cascades using a Monte-Carlo method. Our findings on the impact of
the jet composition on the neutrino emission for our three jet models are presented in Sec. 6,
together with an exploration of the jet parameter space. We also discuss the consequences
that the jet composition should have on the diffuse emission of high-energy neutrinos in
Sec. 7. Finally, we critically review our findings and conclude in Sec. 8. Details on the
Monte Carlo simulation of nuclear cascades are provided in Appendix A, while the nuclear
photohadronic model is outlined in Appendix B.



2 Gamma-ray burst models

This section highlights the main features of the kinetic dominated and Poynting flux domi-
nated jets considered in this work as well as the adopted photon spectral energy distributions.
We refer the interested reader to Ref. [33] for a broader overview.

In the following, we distinguish among three reference frames: the comoving jet frame,
the central engine frame, and the observer frame; any jet quantity X is denoted as X', X,
or X respectively according to the adopted reference frame. For example, energy or length
transform as X = X/(1+2) = I X’/(1 + 2), while time transforms as X = (14 2) X =
(14 2) X'/T. We consider a relativistic jet propagating with bulk Lorentz factor I' with
respect to the central engine. During the prompt phase, it is expected that 6o > T,
with 6., being the half opening angle [41]. This justifies the employment of the isotropic
equivalent energy (Eis,) representing the energy content of the outflow. Additionally, GRBs
are characterized by two timescales. The first one is the total duration of the event tq,, and
the second one is the average variability timescale of the central engine t,,,. We thus define
the total isotropic luminosity iiso = Niso / taur- Any burst is also characterized by its redshift
z.

2.1 Internal shock model

The internal shock (IS) model has been widely investigated for the GRB prompt emission [18,
42, 43] because it allows to easily explain the variability of the GRB lightcurves. Due to
the erratic activity of the the central engine, the outflow results in several shells, each with
different Lorentz factor I'. When a faster shell hits a slower shell, dissipation of kinetic energy
occurs. In the following, we focus on a one-zone collision model for the sake of simplicity,
assuming that all collisions are identical. However, multi-zone collisions models are expected
to lead to less efficient neutrino emission [35, 44-47]. We assume that, for a GRB of duration
tqur and variability time scale fyar, Nshock = tdur /fvar identical shocks occur at the radius
R, = Ris = 2T%ctys, within a volume V] = 4m Ri ctl,.. Unless otherwise stated, the
benchmark jet properties adopted for this model are summarized in Table 1; note that the
large jet luminosity considered for our benchmark jet model most likely does not allow for
the survival of all iron nuclei. While the assessment of the jet conditions leading to a specific
jet composition is beyond the scope of this work, we generalize our findings in the second
part of this paper, exploring variations of some of the jet characteristic properties.

The fraction of energy dissipated in particle acceleration, and the fractions of energy
that effectively accelerates seed particles (protons, nuclei), electrons, or contributes to amplify
the magnetic field are e¢q = 0.2, ¢4 = 0.1 (where A indicates protons or nuclei), €. = 0.01,
and ep = 0.1 [48, 49]. Hence the magnetic field is

EBE&d E!
B = 8#% : (2.1)
S

with E! = E{SO/Nshock'

iso,s
Shocks accelerate a certain fraction of the charged particles into a power-law distribu-

tion [50]:
B
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Table 1. Summary of the characteristic parameters assumed for our benchmark jet for the internal

shock (IS), photospheric (PHOTO) and ICMART models, respectively.

Parameter | IS | PHOTO | ICMART
Fiso 4.5 x 10°* erg [51]
P 2 [52]
T 300 [53]
taur 30 s [54]
Foar 0.5 s [55]
£ 0.2 [42, 44] | 0.2 [42, 44] | 0.35 [50]
e 0.01 [48, 49] | 0.01 [48, 49] | 0.5 [57]
x 0.1 [49] 0.1 [49] 0.5 [57]
en 0.1 [49] 0.1 [49] n/a
K 2.2 58, 59] | 2.2 [58, 59] | 2.0 [60, 61]
o n/a n/a 45 [33]
with k& ~ 2.2; imposing that Uy = [ E,A “T‘”‘ n'4(E"y) E'y dE';, we compute the normalization

constant C', where Uy = €4 €4 El’SO o/ V’ is the energy density of accelerated seed particles.

The photon spectrum is modeled through a Band function [62]:

E'N\“ a+2)E!
<£> P <_(JEh> i B i < B < B
By =ci N/, L 23)
Y ¢ : / ! /
—r exp(ﬁ—a)( ) if ), < E/ <E,
| BRI
with £, E! EﬁY min» B max being the peak, cooling, minimum and maximum energies
of the spectrum E,Y o = [(1+2)/T] x 100 keV, respectively. Relying on GRB observations

from Fermi, we choose @ ~ —1.1 and 8 ~ —2.2 [63] The normalization constant is given

by U, E;::( n (EY) E, dE! with Uy = g4 ec B, ;/V]. The peak energy is computed
following the Amati relation [64]: E Yp = 80 ( , is0/10%2 erg) ? keV with EN'%iSO = e46¢ Eiso,

ﬁ) /(a+ 2)E’ Note that our benchmark FEjg, is such
that, in the internal shock model Lisoy ~ €dgeEiso [taur is slightly lower than what often
considered in the literature. Yet, this value of i [51] allows to recover the observed Liso 7
for the photosperic and ICMART models; we choose to rely on the same jet benchmark
properties to allow for a fair comparison across jet models.

Note that we do not consider neutrino production below the photosphere [23, 36, 65—
69], as neutrinos would be produced with GeV—TeV energies, while we are interested in
comparing different models for neutrino production in the optically thin region with overall
larger energies.

and the cooling energy is E’ = («

2.2 Photospheric model

The photospheric model (PHOTO) is a variation of the internal shock model that assumes
that dissipative processes shape the radiation bulk produced in the optically thick region
below the photosphere [20]. We assume all characteristic jet parameters as being the same
as the ones of the internal shock model, except for the ones related to the photon spectrum.



Protons or nuclei interact with a photon spectrum described by three components [33, 39]:
a non-thermal photospheric component defined by a Band spectrum and undergoing dissi-
pation at the internal shock radius, a photospheric Compton up-scattered spectrum, and a
synchrotron component due to electrons cooling in the shock region. The accelerated particle
spectrum is given by Eq. (2.2) with k& = 2.2; the photon spectrum is [33]:

Rpn \>
n! (E.) = (RIS> !, pu(EL) 4+ 1l sync(E5) + 0l up(EL) (2.4)

with Rpy = o7 Liso / (47TF3mpc3) being the radius of the photosphere. Each spectral com-
ponent is normalized at the emission radius independently, using the fractions zpg, TsyNcH
and zyp of E/  going into each part of the spectrum, respectively. We have zpy = 0.2,
rsyncH = 1.6 x 1074, and zyp = 0.002 [33]. The spectral component nl py(E)) is given
by Eq. (2.3). The spectral components n/ qyno(£7) and 1) yp(EY) are joint broken power
laws, describing synchrotron self-Compton emission of charged particles in the fast-cooling
regime [70]:

if £

’ ~,min
Eﬂ/’c>
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<SE,SE .

B <E <E, . (2.5)
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For the synchrotron component, E! ; = (3/2)(he/mec)y> B' where i = p, c, Yy = (mp/me) x
(ke —2)/(ke — 1) cace and 7. = (3 mI')/(4mpnjzpuorRig) [70], op = 6.65 x 107 cm?
is the Thompson cross-section, and nj = Liso / (47TR152mp03F2) is the total baryon density.
For the up-scattered component, we use the same E,’Y,C and E’/Y:P as for the Band spectrum.
Unless otherwise stated, the benchmark jet properties adopted for this model are summarized

in Table 1.

2.3 ICMART model

The ICMART model belongs to the class of Poynting flux dominated jets and assumes that
energy is dissipated at very large distance from the central engine [40]. In the ICMART
model, it is assumed that the jet is composed of magnetized shells with constant initial
magnetization ¢ = 45 and different bulk Lorentz factors. Similarly to the internal shock
model, these shells collide with each other. These internal shocks in the optically thick
region alter the ordered magnetic field configuration, triggering magnetic reconnection and
the release of stored magnetic energy at large radii [40]. The radius at which gamma-rays
and neutrinos are emitted is independent of the jet properties (R, = RicMART = 10% cm).

For the ICMART model, the photon spectrum is also a Band function, see Eq. (2.3),
and the accelerated particle spectrum is a cut-off power law (Eq. 2.2). However, magnetic
reconnection is more efficient than relativistic shocks at accelerating particles, meaning that
a smaller power law index (k ~ 2.0) and larger microphysical parameters than the ones
characteristic of the internal shock model are considered: €4 = 0.35, ¢4 = 0.5 and . = 0.5
[56, 57, 71, 72]. Table 1 summarizes the benchmark jet properties adopted for this model.



Moreover, the magnetic field is [40]

B = 2L ’ (2.6)
cI? RI2CMART o+1° .

3 Acceleration and cooling timescales

We present in this section the acceleration and cooling timescales used to compute the max-
imum energy (E,/A,max) up to which a nucleus of mass number A and charge Z inside the jet
can be accelerated (see Eq. 2.2). We highlight that any equation presented in the following
section is also valid for protons and neutrons, which correspond to (A = 1, Z = 1) and
(A=1, Z =0) respectively.

The inverse of the acceleration timescale is

1 cZeB
Tace = E/ )
A

(3.1)

with E’; being the energy of the nucleus ?X . We need to compare 7/} with the inverse of
the total cooling timescale given by

Teoal =D Ti (3.2)
i

7; stands for the adiabatic cooling, synchrotron, inverse Compton, Bethe-Heitler pair creation,
and collisions with thermal protons [73, 74]:

r
== (3.3)
1 4Z* orm?E' B" (3.4)
synch 87 x 3mhcd '
_ 3(mec?)2 Z20pc  [Prmax dE!
1
et = e [ R ) (B T 35)
2714Efy,max
272 2)2 AT ¢ ¢
gt = e mec) [ o (52) e, (3.6)
£y 2 274/ €,
Ty = cnp oap(E) (3.7)
and 71’4_71 = 147 is the photohadronic interaction rate:
¢ [ronl(B) [PaE,
Ry, =— 7V/ E E.,)dE,, dE! . 3.8
AT g2 /E B7 Jpy, Tvr T Brr) By dB, (38)
A

In the equations above €/ = E” / (mec?), E, . is the energy of the photon in the reference
frame of the nucleus, vy = E;/(mac?), re = €*/(mec?) ~ 2.82 x 10713 cm is the classical
radius of the electron, o ~ 1/137 is the fine structure constant, and n;, = Liso/ (47 REgm,,c3T'2)
is the density of thermal protons in the jet. The functions ¢(¢) and F(E.,v);) model the
Bethe-Heitler and inverse Compton processes and are respectively defined in Eqgs. (9.36) and

(9.37) of Ref. [74] and Egs. (13)-(15) of Ref. [75]. The hadronic cross-section is o4p; we
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Figure 1. Acceleration (Eq. 3.1), inverse cooling (Eqs. 3.2-3.7) timescales, and photohadronic inter-
action rate (Eq. 3.8) for protons (on the left) and iron (on the right) as functions of the comoving
proton energy and normalized iron energy respectively. We consider a jet with characteristic proper-
ties as in Table 1 for the internal shock model. The maximum comoving energy is obtained computing

the energy for which Tc/;oll = 7/°1 (cf. thick black and red curves). One can see that the normalized

maximum energy for iron is smaller than the proton one because of photonuclear interactions con-
tributing to the total cooling of iron and being irrelevant for protons.

follow Ref. [76] for the proton-proton cross-section and Ref. [77] for the extension of such
cross section to any nucleus. The total inelastic photohadronic cross-section is 04, (E;) and is
modeled as described in Appendix A. Note that we rely on the photohadronic interaction rate
instead of the photohadronic cooling timescale since any isotope undergoing a photohadronic
interaction is photodisintegrated, leaving behind a new isotope which is then consistently
treated as another nuclear species in our Monte-Carlo algorithm (see Sec. 5). This approach
warrants the conservation of the nucleon number and energy. For the sake of simplicity, the
set of cooling timescales and photohadronic interaction rate is dubbed “cooling timescale”
hereafter.

For illustrative purposes, Fig. 1 shows a comparison among the cooling and acceleration
timescales obtained for protons and iron, assuming a jet with characteristic properties sum-
marized in Table 1 for the internal shock model. The maximum energy at which p or %Fe can
be accelerated is given by the crossing between the acceleration and total cooling timescales.
The energy for iron useful to compute the neutrino emission is the energy per nucleon. In
this example, E}, .. = 1.9 x 10° GeV and Ef“e,max/AFe = 4.2 x 108 GeV, i.e. acceleration
of iron is slightly less efficient than proton acceleration. This result is coherent with the
fact that photonuclear interactions add an important contribution to the radiative processes
associated to iron, while this is not the case for protons.
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Figure 2. Flow chart illustrating the approach adopted to compute neutrino production in jets
loaded with protons only (p-jet) and jets loaded with iron (Fe-jet).

4 Neutrino production from proton and neutron photohadronic interac-
tions

Neutrinos can be produced thanks to photohadronic interactions of protons and neutrons
or nuclei. In this section, we focus on pvy interactions, following Refs. [50, 78]. We adopt
the same approach for what concerns n~y interactions after applying charge symmetry on the
mesons. We also illustrate how to compute the neutrino fluence expected at Earth.

4.1 Photohadronic interactions

The physical processes leading to the production of neutrinos, discussed in this section, are
illustrated in Fig. 2. Photohadronic interactions can lead to the production of mesons, if the
energy of the photon in the reference frame of the proton is larger than 140 MeV [79]. The
production channels can be classified as follows [78]:

Resonances: p+7v — (A, N,p) = n+m" (4.1)
Direct production: p+~y —n+ "
Multi-pion production: p+~v —n+ w1 + m + ... (4.3)

The production rate for the particle M (with M = 7+, 7=, KT or K~) is defined as the
number of particles created per volume, per unit of time and per energy interval (in units of
em 3 57! GeV~1) and it is given by:

dn/a M
QulBr) =X [ (B T oan S0 (15, B4 dE (44)
a p



The sum runs over all possible interactions «, see Eqgs. (4.1)-(4.3). The seed proton density
per unit energy is n/,(E/) (in units of cm™ GeV '), while Iy am(E}p) is the production rate
for a given interaction (in units of s7!), and dn;ﬁy N dE; represents the probability density
for production of a meson with energy E', given that the incident proton has an energy EI/).

In order to simplify the numerical solution of the integral above, we assume that all

pions are produced with a certain energy that does not depend on the parent proton energy:

dny, —M

I My} (Bl — X ) (4.5)
P

where M, is the multiplicity of the interaction and x4, describes the amount of energy

transferred to the produced meson. We also assume an isotropic photon distribution. Hence,

Eq. (4.4) becomes:

£ myc? +00 & mpc?
Q) = S, (220) Searg [ o (VS Yay e
e Eo; P\ By e BN
with
fy) = 22 I Eyy 0%(Eyy) dEy, (4.7)
Y E3N

The parameters characterizing each interaction a (namely x%,, M%,, f“(y) and E;{l,ia) can
be found in Ref. [78].

4.2 Neutrino production

The mesons (7%, 7=, KT and K~) produced in the reactions illustrated above can decay
into neutrinos through the following channels:

™ s ut v, et e+, +y, (4.8)
Kt syt 4y, —w e +ve+u,+u, (4.9)

and similar reactions hold for the antiparticle conjugates. Other channels of kaon decay
are neglected since their branching ratio is smaller and they would generate lower energy
neutrinos.

The neutrino production for the flavor vg from the decay of M is given by [78]:

+oo

/

QO (B = [ QB 1 —exp (=T )| L Lus \ 4 (4.10)

vg\Hug = MAEM p 7_l/ Ej\/[ M—vg E}\/I M :
VB

with v representing one neutrino (or antineutrino, 7g) species. The exponential term in
the equation above takes into account the cooling of the decaying particle, with 7/ ; and
7/ being the total cooling timescale and the mean lifetime of M, respectively. The function
Fa—u, (EL o/ Ej\/l) encapsulates the reaction kinematics and is defined as in Ref. [50]. In

particular, the muon decay into neutrinos depends on the muon helicity, as illustrated in
Ref. [50].



4.3 Neutrino fluence at Earth

FEn route to the Earth, neutrinos change their flavor, with transition and survival probabilities
defined as follows [80]:

1.
Py, = Puyove = 7 sin? 265 , (4.11)
1 .
Py, s, = 3 (4— sin? 26012) , (4.12)
1
Prove =1-35 sin?265 , (4.13)

with 612 = 33.5° [81]. Transition and survival probabilities are the same assuming antineu-
trinos instead of neutrinos. Hence the neutrino fluence F,, (in units of cm™2 GeV 1) is

(1 + 2)? vs (14 2)
Fllﬁ (EI/B) = ‘/5, tdur 2 Z Va‘HJB an < g . (414)

Within a flat ACDM cosmology, the luminosity distance is given by
(1 —|— z

dr, (2) = (4.15)

/ \/QA+QM (14 2")3

where Hy = 67.4 km s~ Mpc™!, Q7 ~ 0.315, and Q5 ~ 0.685 [82].

5 Neutrino production from nuclear photohadronic interactions

The outflows of GRB jets may contain a certain fraction of nuclei [30]. Nuclei can be syn-
thetized along the jet, loaded at the base of the jet, or produced in the stellar ejecta and
entrained in the jet. However, photodisintegration from high-energy photons and spallation
from protons and neutrons may disintegrate such nuclei. In fact, Ref. [31] concluded that
the survival of nuclei up to the region of neutrino production is unlikely in HL-GRBs in the
internal shock and photospheric models, but nuclei could easily survive in magnetized jets
or LL-GRBs due to the smaller photon density. In this section, we introduce the method
adopted to model jets containing nuclei through photohadronic interactions.

5.1 Monte Carlo simulation of nuclear cascades

In order to model the neutrino emission, interactions of nuclei in the jet should be taken
into account. To this purpose, Ref. [32] numerically solved a system of partial differential
equations to compute the spectrum of any nucleus as a function of time and energy; while
Ref. [47] relied on the SOPHIA event generator to compute energy loss and photodisintegra-
tion processes of accelerated nuclei. In the following, we first model nuclear disintegration
and nuclear decay. Then, along the lines of Ref. [47], we outline a Monte-Carlo algorithm that
generates nuclear cascades, the Nuclear Cascade Monte Carlo (NCMC). The steps leading
to the production of neutrinos, presented in this section, are illustrated in Fig. 2.

5.1.1 Nuclear photodisintegration

Nuclei undergo photon-nucleus and nucleus-nucleus collisions. However, since the photon
density in the jet is several orders of magnitude larger than the density of nuclei, we only
focus on photon-nucleus interactions and neglect any nucleus-nucleus collision.

~10 -



Photonuclear interactions are fundamentally different than py and n+y interactions. In-
deed, nuclei are made of bonded nucleons. Photons with enough energy can break the nuclear
bond, leading to the emission of one or several nucleons. We should distinguish between two
ranges for the energy of the incident photon in the rest frame of the nucleus: The Giant
Dipole Resonance (GDR) with E, , € [E,ty}"r, 140 MeV] and the photomeson (PM) range for
E, > 140 MeV [79]. The GDR threshold energy Effhr varies as a function of (Z, A), but it
is approximately 10 MeV [83].

Data from photonuclear reactions are relatively scarce compared to (p,n)y interactions.
However, a few models for the cross-section and branching ratios for any nucleus with mass
number A < 56 exist. Major improvements on the estimation of these cross-sections have
been made thanks to the Monte-Carlo event generation software Geant4 [84]. We adopt fits
from Refs. [85] and [79] for the GDR and PM ranges of the cross section. Regarding the
branching ratios of these processes, we draw from Refs. [86] and [79] for the giant dipole
resonance and the photomeson energy ranges, as illustrated in Appendix A (this appendix
presents an extensive description of the modeling of the cross section, the branching ratios
and the adopted parameters).

5.1.2 Nuclear decay

Any stable nucleus that looses nucleons may become a radioactive isotope. We have refined
the NCMC by taking into account both lifetimes and radioactive decay mechanisms of any
isotope of mass number A < 56. To this purpose, we have retrieved nuclear decay data from
Ref. [87] (cf. Appendix A.2).

When a nucleus undergoes photodisintegration, we compute its new isotope lifetime at
rest t;, randomly extracting a time from a distribution following the exponential probability
density:

1 4
p(tl) ==e u, (51)
t
with £; being the mean decay time of the isotope at rest. The lifetime in the reference frame

of the jet is
!
th=—"4 ¢, 5.2
l mAc2 l ( )

where ¢ is the comoving lifetime of the isotope in the jet frame. Assuming that the isotope
is created at t’ = 0, if photodisintegration does not happen at ¢;, the isotope decays as
illustrated in Appendix A.2.

Following the computed branching ratios, we can see that it is unlikely for a nucleus to
stray from the valley of stability, as shown in Fig. 3. Since we are interested in the high-
energy tail of the spectral energy distribution of nuclei, the lifetime of radioactive nuclei in the
comoving frame is large (see Eq. 5.2). This implies that the nucleus is relatively stable and
neutrino emission from 3% /B~ processes from radioactive decays is negligible with respect
to photohadronic interactions [32]. The only exception is the 8~ decay of free neutrons,
which we take into account given that the related radioactive isotope can be abundant, see
for example Fig. 3.

5.1.3 Monte Carlo algorithm and particle spectra

Accelerated nuclei can be injected anytime during the interaction time interval, t,, . =
tﬁiur /Nshock- This implies that we can compute a random interaction time for each Monte-
Carlo event as 5 =t 4 U(0,1), with U(0, 1) being the uniform probability density function
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Figure 3. Contour plot of the fraction of the total energy (initially injected in °Fe) carried by the
different isotopes in the plane spanned by N and Z for our benchmark GRB (cf. Table 1 for Fe-jet).
The results for the internal shock, photospheric and ICMART models are plotted from left to right,
respectively. In order to guide the eye, *6Fe, 22Si, 160, and p are marked with red stars. The internal
shock model does not favor efficient nuclear cascades with respect to the other two models. The
ICMART model leads to the most efficient cascades, which in turn determine the largest neutrino
emission as shown in Fig. 4.

between 0 and 1. For each Monte-Carlo event, t. is split into N equal time steps At' = t/;/N.
Hence, the probability of a photonuclear interaction for a nucleus éX of energy E';, during
the time interval At in the comoving frame of the jet is:

pA’y(E1/47A7 Z) = RfA'y(E1/47A7 Z) At ) (53)

with R;w being the photonuclear interaction rate computed according to Eq. (3.8). At each
time step, nuclei can interact or not with photons according to Eq. (5.3). If an interaction
occurs, one of the physical processes described in Sec. 5.1.1 is randomly selected according
to the branching ratios. In parallel, nuclei loose energy at each time step, following the
adiabatic cooling; excluding the photodisintegration cooling which is already taken into ac-
count through the NCMC, adiabatic processes always dominate the total cooling timescale,
as shown in Fig. 1. If no interaction takes place, when the nucleus is unstable it radioactively
decays, as described in Sec. 5.1.2.

We assume that, after a photonuclear interaction that generates (N,, N,,) protons and
neutrons, only nucleons and no nuclei can be emitted. For instance, the loss of 2 protons
and 2 neutrons generates 2 free protons and 2 free neutrons, and not jHe. The energy of
the produced nucleon N' = (p,n) is E\, = E';/A, with E/; being the energy of the parent
particle éX in the comoving frame of the jet.

For any accelerated nuclear species, the spectral energy distribution n/,(E’y) (in units
of cm™3 GeV~!) of the seed population is adopted to draw the injected nuclear species in
the NCMC. For simplicity, we only inject pure isotopes. In order to do this, we randomly
select the initial energy of the seed nuclei following a uniform probability in logarithmic scale.
Then, for any given energy, each seed nucleus is associated to a certain density computed
following n’y(E’;). The nuclear cascade is then generated and we retrieve the density and
final energy of each isotope eventually created. We then add each contribution to the final
spectra. For more details, we refer the reader to Appendix A.3.
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5.2 Nuclear photohadronic interactions

It is now possible to compute the neutrino production associated to each isotope, while for
the production of mesons from protons and neutrons, we rely on Sec. 4. For nuclei with
mas[s 1}1umber A <56, the meson production Q'y((E’,) (in units of cm™ s™' GeV ™) is given
by [78]:

E’ mAc XAEmac?
i) = Lot (1) st [P (PSS Yy

AE XM

where M is any meson (i.e., pions and kaons) and the sum runs over AFE, which is an energy
interval where the multiplicity and the fraction of the energy transferred to produced mesons
are assumed to be constant (see Appendix B).

Each interaction type is characterized by three parameters: Xj‘le represents the amount
of energy transferred from the seed nucleus to the newly created meson (E'y, = X%,lE E')); the
multiplicity, M ﬁ[E , describes how many mesons are created on average; f~F (y) is computed

as follows:
1 2y

fAE( ) E'y,r 0 Ay—M (E'y,r) dE'y,r ) (5'5)

Qy E;};AE
with EEY},I,ZAE and o 4y—m(Ey,) being the threshold energy and the inelastic cross-section of
photohadronic interactions for meson production, respectively.

In order to compute the cross section, previous work (e.g. Ref. [32]) relied on the Single
Particle Model, according to which o ay—m(E5 ) ~ A 0py—m(E,,-). However, since Ref. [79]
showed that the Single Particle Model can be inaccurate in the photomeson regime, we adopt
the empirical model proposed in Ref. [79], which provides more accurate results for nuclei
up to 6Fe. The function fAF (y) is then computed using the empirical model total cross-
section in the photomeson range (see Appendix B for details). The branching ratio for the
photohadronic production is extracted from estimations of the cross-sections from Ref. [79].
Due to the lack of data, we model M £ and X adaptlng the method employed to compute

py interactions in Ref. [78]. The average values of M N and x4 M,p'y are taken into account
for each AFE, and we define XM = X/vt - JA, M MM i

For the sake of simplicity, we assume that each nucleus contains an equal number of
protons and neutrons. This approximation is reasonable given that it is unlikely for a nucleus
to stray away from the valley of stability (which approximately corresponds to N = Z = A/2
for A < 56). This symmetry enables us to get comparable production of M and M, reducing
the computational time. For details on the inputs adopted for the different parameters, we
refer the interested reader to Appendix B. Finally, the decay of each meson into neutrinos
is computed as in Sec. 4.2 and the neutrino fluence expected at Earth follows Sec. 4.3,
respectively.

6 Impact of the jet composition on the neutrino emission

In this section, we present our findings on the dependence of the neutrino signal on the
jet composition. We investigate how the jet composition impacts the neutrino emission for
the internal shock, photospheric and ICMART jet models. We then explore how the jet
composition affects the neutrino emission across the allowed jet parameter space.
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6.1 The role of the jet composition in kinetic and Poynting flux dominated jets

In order to facilitate a comparison, we consider the neutrino fluence obtained for a jet loaded
with protons (p-jet) and a jet loaded with *Fe (Fe-jet) for the internal shock, photospheric
and ICMART jet models. Jets with mixed composition or loaded with intermediate isotopes
would have a neutrino fluence falling in between these two extreme cases. We also note
that it is highly unlikely to have a jet mostly composed by iron, yet we investigate this case
in order to explore the largest variability of the expected neutrino signal according to the
jet composition. We otherwise assume identical jet properties (cf. Table 1); in particular,
the total energy fraction going into accelerated protons is the same as the one going into
accelerated iron. This implies that the same power law index is chosen for both accelerated
protons and iron nuclei (see Sec. 6.2 for an extensive discussion about this hypothesis).

We note that the survival of nuclei up to the region of neutrino production may be
unlikely for our benchmark model, especially for kinetic dominated jets [31]. Yet, we rely on
this benchmark jet to assess the impact of the jet composition for illustrative purposes.

For the internal shock model, in order to test our NCMC approach, we compare our
results with the three benchmarks cases presented in Ref. [32]. In all cases, we find excellent
agreement (results not shown here). We also find comparable neutrino fluences using the
Single Particle Model, yet we prefer to employ the more accurate photohadronic model in
the rest of this paper (see Sec. 5.2).

Figure 4 shows the spectral energy density of nuclei (left panels) and the neutrino fluence
(right panels) for the internal shock model, the photospheric model and the ICMART model,
from top to bottom respectively. Comparing Fe-jet (ochre line) with the p-jet (indigo line),
we can see that the neutrino fluence is lower for Fe-jet than for the p-jet up to one order
of magnitude, independent of the jet model. For the internal shock case, the density of
nuclei is larger than the one of nucleons (cf. blue/green vs. red curves in the left panels),
but neutrino production from nuclei is comparable to the one driven by protons/neutrons.
Indeed, since the meson production from nuclei is not so efficient as the one from protons or
neutrons, the neutrino fluence is smaller than what could be expected given the associated
nuclei densities. The shape of the neutrino fluence is overall the same for jets, independent
of the composition. In particular, the maximum of EEFVHJ,_I}H is achieved at about the same
energy EM ~ 5 x 107 GeV.

For the photospheric model, cascades are more efficient than in the internal shock model,
due to the larger photon luminosity which makes nuclear cascades more efficient, leading to
larger proton and neutron densities (cf. Fig. 3 which displays the fraction of the total energy
carried by lighter isotopes and nucleons for Fe-jet). The ICMART model shows efficient
nuclear cascades, as shown in Fig. 3, which lead to the largest neutrino fluence across all
three jet models. However, compared to the photospheric model, the maximum fluence is
achieved at the same energy for both p- and Fe-jets, and no sharp cutoff at high energies
is observed. This is explained because the crossing between the acceleration and cooling
timescales happens at larger energies in the ICMART model since the magnetic field is
stronger than in the photospheric model. Hence, the acceleration processes are more efficient
and the maximum energy per nucleon inside an iron nucleus is similar to the maximum energy
found for protons.

Our findings are in general agreement with the ones presented in Fig. 7 of Ref. [32],
our internal shock case would correspond to their “empty cascade” scenario, while our pho-
tospheric and ICMART models would correspond to their “populated cascade” scenario.
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Figure 4. Left: Spectral energy density of nuclei as a function of the particle energy for our benchmark
GRB (cf. Table 1) in the case of Fe-jet, for the internal shock, photospheric, and ICMART models,
from top to bottom respectively. Right: v, + ¥, neutrino fluence as a function of the neutrino energy
for our benchmark GRB, in the case of a p-jet (indigo curve) and Fe-jet (the ochre curve represents the
total neutrino emission). The relative contributions to the neutrino fluence from iron, all other lighter
nuclei and nucleons are plotted in blue, green and red respectively (cf. spectra of the corresponding
parent particles in the left panels). If the density of iron nuclei is larger than the one of all other nuclei,
neutrinos are produced mostly through iron photohadronic interactions. Since meson production from
nuclei is less efficient than the one from protons and neutrons, the neutrino fluence for Fe-jet is smaller
than for p-jet, independent of the jet model. Nuclear cascades are more efficient for the photospheric
and ICMART models than for the internal shock one; this leads to larger neutrino fluence than in the
internal shock model for Fe-jet.

However, our results differ for their “inefficient cascade” scenario because of the empirical
cross-section model adopted in this work (vs. the Single Particle Model adopted in Ref. [32]).
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Figure 5. Nuclear cascade efficiency in the plane spanned by the radius (Rig) of the interaction
region and the isotropic luminosity (Lso) for the photospheric model. Left: The contours represent
the region where the related isotopes (iron in black, any other lighter nucleus in magenta, and protons
and neutrons in yellow) contribute the most to the total density. Right: Same as the left panel, but
it represents the dominant contribution to the total neutrino fluence. Dashed orange lines indicate
isocontours of EEF,,M+17M (in units of GeV ecm™2). For low luminosity and/or large radius, nuclear
cascades are not efficient and iron dominates both the energy density of nuclei and the neutrino
fluence. As the luminosity increases and/or the radius decreases, nuclear cascades are more efficient,
and intermediate isotopes can dominate the nuclear energy density with a resulting larger neutrino
fluence. However, protons and neutrons are responsible for most of the total neutrino fluence despite
their lower density.

Figure 5 highlights the variation of nuclear cascade efficiency in the plane spanned by
the radius of interaction and the GRB luminosity. For illustrative purposes, the photospheric
model is adopted as a proxy since the overall structure would be the same for the internal
shock model as well, while the ICMART model would correspond to a slice in this plot drawn
for constant radius. For low luminosity and/or large radius, nuclear cascades are not efficient
and iron dominates both the particle density and the neutrino fluence. As discussed earlier
(see Fig. 4), we expect that the total neutrino fluence in this region is approximately reduced
by one order of magnitude compared to a p-jet. As the luminosity increases and/or the radius
decreases, nuclear cascades become more efficient, and we reach a region where intermediate
isotopes dominate the nuclear energy density. However, except for a thin region (cf. the right
panel of Fig. 5, magenta region), protons and neutrons are responsible for most of the total
neutrino fluence despite their lower density. This is because nucleons are more efficient at
producing neutrinos from photohadronic interactions than nuclei.

6.2 Dependence of the neutrino fluence on the injection spectral index of the
parent nuclei and the jet Lorentz factor

We now extend our investigation of the dependence of the neutrino emission on the jet
composition beyond our benchmark GRB jet, considering the variation of the neutrino fluence
as a function of the bulk Lorentz factor (I') and the injection spectral index of the seed
accelerated particle spectra (k). We choose to compute the neutrino fluence for I' = 10—
1000. Regarding the power law index, for relativistic shocks (internal shock and photospheric

~16 —



3.0

T bk IR INLALRLLLL IR L IR IR
PHOTO ICMART
2.8
2.6
k
24
2.2
10~ . } _ X h | S vl sl vl || 1 IR § ol vl vid vl 000 20
100 10° 108 107 10° 10° 10" 10t 10° 10° 107 10 107 10 10' 10° 10 107 108 109 10
E, (GeV) E, (GeV) E, (GeV)
101: A AL IRLARRAR MR AL BRI BERRLRAA: BN SRR IS IMRAAA DML DRI IR BERIMAE B SRR IR INRRAA IR BEMIA N IR 3.0
1t pHOTO | 1} ICMART| ]
] ] 12
k
2.4
2.2
102 v v vl ol ol b Ll ol sl sl Wt ovvod ool | avinnd vl vl vl vl o 20
100 100 10° 107 10% 10° 10 10 10> 10° 107 10% 10° 10 10* 10° 10° 107 10% 10° 10Y

E, (GeV) E, (GeV) E, (GeV)

Figure 6. Dependence of the neutrino fluence on the injection spectral index of the accelerated
parent nucleus/nucleon spectra. Top: v,, + 7, neutrino fluence as a function of the neutrino energy
for k = 2.0-3.0, using our benchmark Fe-jet (cf. Table 1) for the internal shock, photospheric, and
ICMART jet models; the other jet parameters are defined as in Table 1, in particular I = 300 is fixed.
Bottom: Ratio between the Fe-jet neutrino fluence and the p-jet one as a function of the neutrino
energy. A smaller k allows for a larger neutrino fluence, because it favors larger densities of seed
nuclei; such trend holds independent of the jet composition.

models), theoretical work predicts k ~ 2.2 [88] and particle-in-cell simulations find k ~ 2.0—
2.5 [58, 59]; for magnetized jets, particle-in-cell simulations suggest k& ~ 2.0 [60, 61]. It is
crucial to highlight that most of the existing work does not consider populations of heavier
nuclei because particle-in-cell simulations with heavier nuclei are computationally intensive.
In Ref. [59], it has been found that the power law index does not depend strongly on the
mass of the ion for ion masses ranging from m; = 25 m, to m; = 1600 m. ~ m,,. Thus, we
extrapolate from this result, and consider that the power law index for an iron population
would be similar to the one of a proton population and explore the efficiency of neutrino
production for £ = 2.0-3.0 for p- and Fe-jets.

The top panels of Fig. 6 show the neutrino fluence for varying k for the internal shock,
photospheric and ICMART models; all other jet parameters are kept fixed as indicated in
Table 1. Decreasing the power law index tends to increase the neutrino fluence, because it
allows for larger densities of seed nuclei. We can also note that decreasing k slightly increases
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Figure 7. Same as Fig. 6, but for investigating the dependence of the neutrino fluence on T' (k = 2.2 is
fixed for both the internal shock and the photospheric models, while k& = 2.0 is used for the ICMART
case). Decreasing I' increases the neutrino fluence, with the larger spread occurring for the internal
shock and photospheric jet models. In fact, for these models, the interaction radius scales as I'2,
which implies that for larger I', internal shocks happen at a radius where both photon and seed nuclei
have lower densities. However, this is not the case for the ICMART model, for which the radius
of interaction is independent of the bulk Lorentz factor. This explains the milder variation of the
neutrino fluence on I' in the internal shock model. A strong variation of the neutrino fluence as a
function of I' occurs according to the composition.

the energy EM corresponding to the maximum neutrino fluence. For our benchmark jet, we
also observe that k£ mostly scales the neutrino fluence in a similar fashion for p- and Fe-jets,
as evident from the bottom panels of Fig. 6.

Figure 7 explores the impact of I' on the neutrino emission. For fixed composition,
from the top panels of Fig. 7, we can see that decreasing I' tends to increase the neutrino
fluence, in a way that depends on the jet model. For the internal shock and photospheric
models, changes in I' affect the radius of interaction (Rig = 2I’2cfvar); when I' decreases,
internal shocks happen at a radius where both photon and seed nuclei have larger densities.
However, this is not the case for the ICMART model, for which the radius of interaction is
independent of the bulk Lorentz factor (internal shocks trigger magnetic reconnection events
assumed to happen at a nearly constant radius). This explains the milder dependence of
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the neutrino fluence on I' in the internal shock model. The energy corresponding to the
maximum neutrino fluence (EM) is strongly shifted to lower energies as I' decreases; this is
because higher photon densities are achieved as I' decreases, hence the photodisintegration
timescale increases and crosses the acceleration timescale at lower energies. This implies that
the cutoff energy of the parent spectrum decreases, which also forces the neutrino fluence to
peak at lower energies. This effect is less prominent in Poynting-flux jets than in kinetically-
dominated jets since the acceleration process is more efficient in the former thanks to the
larger magnetic fields.

The bottom panels of Fig. 7 also highlight a strong variation of the neutrino fluence as a
function of I' according to the composition. The ratio between the neutrino fluence of Fe-jet
and p-jet is a direct measurement of the efficiency of nuclear cascades. For large I, this ratio
saturates near 10~! because of the less efficient production of neutrinos from ®Fe nuclei;
then, there is a transition from inefficient to efficient cascades as I' decreases due to higher
photon densities. This transition is more or less sharp depending on the model, following
the dependence on the interaction radius on I'. For small I', the ratio saturates around 1,
which is consistent with the fact that the Fe-jet with highly efficient cascades of iron into
nucleons is equivalent to the p-jet (disintegrated *°Fe leads to 26 protons and 30 neutrons;
photohadronic interactions are equivalent for protons and neutrons as long as no distinction
between neutrino and antineutrino is considered).

Figure 8 quantifies the dependence of the neutrino energy (EM) at which the fluence
peaks in Fe-jets and p-jets in the parameter space spanned by k£ and I'. In order to avoid
degeneracies in the computation of EM for the cases where the neutrino fluence reaches a
plateau around the spectral peak, we compute the two energies (EBO%’1 and ESO%’Q) where
the fluence is 90% of its maximum. Then, the maximum energy is computed as log,o(EM) =
1/2 [loglO(EBO%’l) +10g10(E30%’2)]. The contours of the ratio of EX for the Fe-jet and p-jet in
Fig. 8 highlight that £ does not change much as a function of the jet composition. However,
EM has non-trivial dependencies on the jet parameters according to the jet model. We note
that the normalization of the neutrino fluence does strongly depend on the jet composition,
as illustrated in Figs. 6 and 7.

7 Dependence of the diffuse neutrino flux on the jet composition

In this work, we do not explore the detection prospects of neutrinos, since we are interested
in assessing the model dependence on the jet composition. On the other hand, in order to
gauge the variation of the neutrino signal as a function of the jet composition for different jet
models, we consider the diffuse emission of neutrinos from HL- LL- and sGRBs. The diffuse
neutrino emission is defined as follows:

4 2
ﬂFdL(Z) Fl,
(14232 7

Zmax c 1
F (,,) = / Rons(2) (B, 2)dz, (7.1)

where Rgrp(2) is the cosmological rate (in units of Gpc™3 yr—1!), which is different for HL-
GRBs, LL-GRBs and sGRBs. For HL-GRBs, we model the rate following Ref. [89, 90], for
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Figure 8. Contour plots of the ratio between the neutrino energy at which the neutrino fluence peaks
for the Fe-jet and the p-jet in the plane spanned by k and I'. From left to right, the contour plots for
the internal shock, photospheric, and ICMART models are illustrated, respectively. The energy at
which the neutrino fluence peaks does not depend on the jet composition strongly for all considered
jet models, however the normalization of the spectral energy distribution does (cf. Figs. 6 and 7).

Table 2. Jet parameters assumed for HL-GRBs [54, 94], LL-GRBs [91, 95, 96] and sGRBs [95, 97, 98].
All other jet parameters are modeled as specified in Table 1 according to the jet model.

| HL-GRB | LL-GRB |  sGRB
Fio || 4.5 x 105 erg | 1.5 x 1052 erg | 1.05 x 10°3 erg
T 300 10 300
tdur 30 s 1000 s 1s
tyar 0.5 s 100 s 0.01s

LL-GRBs we consider Refs. [91, 92], and for sGRBs we follow Ref. [93]:

(14 2)%1 for z < HL-GRB
Rpr,— z) = _ , 7.2
HL-GRB(%) = p0,HL—GRB {(1 L HLRIN0T (14 )07 forg s g (7.2)

~1/10

L o\30 /14 )\ 350
R _ B 1 4 )30 7.3
LL-GRB(2) = poLL—crB | (1 + 2) +{ 5000 +{ 9 , (7.3)
10« 23 —B 224y 246 for z < ZiGRB PR

Recro(2) = {10—77 ztp for z > 75GRB Gpeyr™, (7.4)

)

and z{GRB = 6.0. We have a = [0.049, 0.047, 0.048], 8 = [0.636, 0.609, 0.586], v =
[1.9, 1.9, 2.0], 6 = [0.01, 0.49, 0.98], n = [0.6, 0.53, 0.23], and u = [3.0, 3.6, 3.6]. For each

of the parameters of Rsgrp, we indicate fit values corresponding to the lower, average, and
higher redshift rate.

with PO,HL—GRB = 2002000 GpC_3 yr_l, PO,LL—-GRB = 0.5-0.8 GrpC_3 yr_l ZEL_GRB = 3.6,

As for the jet parameters entering the neutrino fluence, we differentiate among the three
GRB types as summarized in Table 2 and otherwise use the parameters in Table 1. For each
GRB type, we compute the diffuse emission considering p-jet and Fe-jet.
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Figure 9. Diffuse v, + 7, emission for HL-GRBs (ochre), LL-GRBs (purple) and sGRBs (light blue)
for the internal shock, photospheric and ICMART models, from left to right, respectively, computed
assuming the average redshift rate. For each jet model and GRB type, the band marks the uncertainty
due to the jet composition (p-jets are plotted as solid lines and Fe-jets as dotted lines; any mixed
composition is represented by the color band). For each GRB type, the color band is shadowed for
the cases where nuclear contamination is expected to be disfavored. The uncertainty due to the jet
composition is smaller or at most comparable to the uncertainty due to redshift rate. The latter is
represented by solid lines for the p-jet. Independent of the GRB type, the diffuse neutrino flux is
expected to be lower for the internal shock model.

Figure 9 shows the expected diffuse emission for HL-GRBs, LL-GRBs and sGRBs, for
the three jet models, from left to right, respectively. For fixed jet model, for each GRB type,
the band represents the uncertainty due to the jet composition (with the lower emission
corresponding to p-jet and the larger one to Fe-jet). In order to compare the uncertainty due
to the jet composition with the one due to the redshift rate, we plot three solid lines for each
GRB type, representing the diffuse flux of a p-jet assuming the lowest, average and highest
GRB rate. Independent of the GRB type, the diffuse neutrino emission is expected to be
smaller for the internal shock model.

In order to allow for a comparison across different jet models, we use the same jet
parameters (e.g. isotropic energy and total duration of the burst) for the internal shock,
photospheric and ICMART models. This implies that, due to the smaller microphysical
parameters typical of the internal shock model, the overall gamma-ray luminosity predicted
within the internal shock model is smaller than the one of the other two models, and about two
orders of magnitude below the peak of the luminosity function for each GRB family [94, 98—
100]. While this choice might seem conservative, we are interested in exploring the variation
of the neutrino signal across jet models and composition relying on the same benchmark jet
parameters.

While we refrain from an exploration of the detection prospects, that would require
a dedicated exploration of the GRB population and survival of nuclei according to the jet
properties, it is interesting to note that the uncertainty on the GRB rate is generally larger
or at most comparable to the uncertainty due to the composition. Magnetically dominated
jets and low-luminosity ones are the most likely to guarantee the survival of heavy nuclei
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up to the interaction region [31]. For this reason, we use darker (lighter) shaded bands to
distinguish between the GRB types that are likely (unlikely) to be loaded with heavier nuclei
at the interaction region.

8 Discussion and outlook

It is likely that the GRB jet is not only composed by composed of protons, but also heavier
nuclei, either synthetized or entrained in the jet [30, 31]. In this paper, we have explored the
impact of the jet composition on the neutrino emission for kinetic dominated jets (according
to the internal shock and photospheric models) as well as for Poynting flux dominated jets
(considering the ICMART model). To this purpose, we have built a Monte-Carlo algorithm
that simulates nuclear cascades for any nucleus with A < 56.

We find that the nuclear composition affects the neutrino fluence in quantitatively dif-
ferent ways according to the jet model, although the overall qualitative trend is similar across
models. The neutrino fluence can be lower up to one order of magnitude for the Fe-jet case
with respect to the p-jet scenario because the production of mesons from nuclei is less efficient
than the one from protons. The efficiency of neutrino production is linked to the jet model;
the ICMART model, because of its fixed particle interaction radius, guarantees efficient nu-
clear cascades leading to an overall larger neutrino fluence across all three jet models, even
for the Fe-jet case.

Independent of the jet model, the survival of nuclei and inefficient nuclear cascades lead
to a lower neutrino fluence due to the lower efficiency of nuclear photohadronic interactions.
Conversely, if nuclei are disintegrated, the neutrino fluence may be similar to the one from
a jet loaded with protons. The sketch in Fig. 10 summarizes how the jet luminosity and
the radius of neutrino production, within a one-zone jet model, affect the nuclear cascade
efficiency and therefore the neutrino production (left and right panels, respectively); see also
Fig. 5.

Exploring the jet parameter space, we showed that the power law index of the seed
spectra of nuclei mostly affects the normalization of the spectral energy distribution of neu-
trinos, without altering its shape. On the other hand, the bulk Lorentz factor of the jet is
important to assess the efficiency of nuclear cascades and is thus highly correlated with both
the composition and the GRB model. Our work focuses on neutrinos only, complementing
dedicated work in this direction centered on ultra-high-energy cosmic rays, e.g. Refs. [32, 34].

We have explored two extreme cases in terms of composition: either assuming that
the jet is fully made out of protons or pure *°Fe. Any other mixed composition, involving
nuclei lighter than ®Fe is expected to fall in between the two extreme scenarios considered
here. However, it is important to keep in mind that, according to the jet luminosity and
Lorentz boost factor, heavier nuclei may not survive in the jet [31, 101]; we do not explore the
conditions for survival of nuclei in this paper, rather focus on assessing the uncertainty linked
to the jet composition across jet models. Further work should be dedicate to explore the
neutrino and cosmic ray emission from jets with mixed composition, guided by self-consistent
simulations of the source and their ejecta composition. Nuclear cascades from GRBs could
also contribute to the spectrum of ultra-high-energy cosmic rays [32, 37, 101, 102].

Modeling the diffuse neutrino emission from HL-GRBs, LL-GRBs and sGRB, for our
three jet models and varying jet composition, we find that also for Fe-jets, the diffuse neutrino
flux from LL-GRBs may dominates the overall GRB diffuse emission, consistently with the
findings of Refs. [95, 103] for p-jets. Our results on the diffuse neutrino emission are in
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Figure 10. Left: Sketch of the efficiency of nuclear cascades for our one-zone jet model in the plane
spanned by the radius of neutrino production and the jet luminosity. The nuclear species dominating
the particle density are highlighted in color (protons and neutrons in red, any nucleus lighter than
iron in green, and iron in light blue). Right: Same as the left panel, except for the fact that the
different regions are colored depending on which isotopes contribute the most to the total neutrino
fluence. The efficiency of nuclear cascades is the largest for small interaction radii and larger jet
luminosity. Notably, when nuclear cascades are efficient, the neutrino production is driven by proton
and neutrons in a larger region of the parameter space (cf. green band that is smaller for the right
panel).

overall good agreement with Ref. [38], which predicted that the neutrino production from
nuclei should be up to one order of magnitude lower in the limit of inefficient nuclear cascades.
However, the uncertainty on the jet composition is generally smaller or at most comparable
with the one associated to the GRB cosmological rate.
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A Details on the Monte Carlo simulation of nuclear cascades

In this appendix, we present details on the modeling of the photonuclear cross section for
any nuclei with mass number A < 56, as well as the half-life and radioactive decay channels
of unstable isotopes. We also describe the method adopted to construct the particle spectral
energy distributions and the modeling of the nuclear photohadronic interactions.

A.1 Modeling of the nuclei photonuclear cross section

In order to model the photonuclear cross sections we distinguish among three different energy
regimes:
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Figure 11. Comparison among different models of the **Fe photonuclear inelastic cross section. The
blue, orange and green curves refer to the models presented in Refs. [86], [85] and [79], respectively.
The dashed vertical lines highlight the different energy ranges considered in this work (GDR1, GDR2,
and PM).

Giant Dipole Resonance 1. We consider the energy range between 0 and 30 MeV
as being the Giant Dipole Resonance 1 (GDR1) one; it coincides with the GDR peak.
We use the fit from Ref. [85] to compute the total inelastic cross-section for any nucleus
of mass number A < 56 in this energy region:
et (pi—z)

O-A’Y(E”/,T‘v A) = Z

i=1,2,4,8

W+fr(TH+TA)+Spfphp, (Al)

with z =1n (E, /1 MeV), and the fit parameters p;, 7, fr, 71, ra, Sp, fp, and hy, being
defined as in Ref. [85]. Figure 11 compares this fit to the GDR model presented in
Ref. [86], displaying a satisfactory agreement in the GDR1 energy range.

In the GDRI1 energy range, the emission of only one or two nucleons is possible. The
fit of Ref. [85] does not provide this information, hence the data from Ref. [86] are used
to compute the branching ratio Py for N' = Z + N nucleons emission . The branching
ratio P is a function of the number (Z, N) of protons and neutrons emitted and is
computed as follows:

(A.2)

P(Z,N) = Py(Z + N) <Z+N> 1

VA 92Z+N 7
where the binomial distribution is equivalent to the hypothesis that protons and neu-

trons have the same probability of being emitted and all emission channels are inde-
pendent.

Giant Dipole Resonance 2. The second energy range is the Giant Dipole Reso-
nance 2 (GDR2) one, which spans from 30 to 150 MeV. This range coincides with the
transition between the GDR peak and the photomeson range. The fit in Eq. (A.1) is
still used to compute the cross-section in this energy range and is displayed in Fig. 11.
A notable improvement on the modeling of the cross section in this energy range has
been achieved in Ref. [85], with respect to Ref. [86]. An estimation of the branching
ratios Py can be found in Ref. [86] (see Eq. (A.2)).
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Photomeson regime. The photomeson energy range (PM) is defined for energies
above 150 MeV, where the production of mesons is possible thanks to interactions with
photons. Ref. [79] provides the cross-section and the estimation of the branching ratio
in the PM range. We have performed a polynomial fit of the total inelastic cross-section
(in microbarn):

Olow(Ey,r) if0.18 GeV < E,, <1 GeV
omid(Ey,y) if 1GeV < E,, <10 GeV . (A.3)

A >a(E%T)1
Ohigh(Eqr) if By, > 10" GeV

R (Bt = 4 (G

Using z = logyo(E,,-/1GeV), the expressions for the cross section above in the three
energy ranges are respectively:

Tlow (Br.r) = 2720.92° — 1979.52% — 1139.42% + 902.42% — 165.12 +139.1  (A.4)
Omid(Eyr) = —2.022° +25.322% — 112.232% + 212.912% — 188.222 + 156.26 ;(A.5)
Thigh(Eyr) = 39.1 (A.6)

while the function «(FE, ;) is defined as follows

1 if £, < 0.2 GeV
a(Ey ) = 0.004z° — 0.0232* 4 0.0192° + 0.0182% — 0.043z + 0.97 if 0.2 GeV < E,,
2/3 if B, > 103 GeV

(A7)

This PM parametrization of the cross section is displayed in Fig. 11.

The cross-sections of each process averaged over the PM energy range are used to
compute the branching ratios for the five types of photonuclear reactions: direct proton
production, direct neutron production, multi neutron production, spallation and pion
production. The branching ratio of a process is estimated as the ratio of its cross-section
over the total cross-section.

A.2 Radioactive decay of unstable isotopes

For each isotope, we extract the mean lifetime (or half-life) and decay channel from the In-
ternational Atomic Energy Agency database [87]. Figure 12 shows the half-life (left panel)
and decay type (right panel) for isotopes of mass number A < 56. We can see that the
lifetimes can vary by orders of magnitudes. Moreover, the isotope stability decreases expo-
nentially as the isotope position in the plane spanned by N and Z strays from the valley
of stability (which corresponds to Z = N = A/2). An unstable isotope can undergo five
types of radioactive decays: 37 decay, 3~ decay, « decay, single proton emission and single
neutron emission. Single proton and neutron emission are unusual decay types that describe
the behavior of the most proton-rich/neutron-rich isotopes. Such isotopes are so unstable
that they emit a proton/neutron almost instantaneously. No precise measurement of their
lifetime is available; this explains why they are not highlighted in color in the left panel of
Fig. 12. Consequently, if a nucleus arrives in the proton/neutron emission region, the emis-
sion of single nucleons can be integrated out until the isotope reaches a 3%, 37, « or stable
state (as indicated in the contour scale of the right panel).
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Figure 12. Contour plots of the half-life (left panel) and radioactive decay channels (right panel)
for nuclei of mass number A < 56 [87] in the plane spanned by N and Z. The lifetime of different
isotopes can largely vary. The isotope stability decreases exponentially as the isotope strays from the
valley of stability (Z = N = A/2; corresponding to the black region on the right panel); in this case,
the isotope can undergo five different types of radioactive decays: 3T decay, 3~ decay, o decay, single
proton emission and single neutron emission.

A.3 Spectral energy distributions

In order to generate the spectral energy distribution for each nucleon, we first select the seed
isotope energy randomly out of a logarithmic distribution:

log1(E) = 1og1o(Ein) + (10810(Eiax) — 10810 (Efmin)) U(0,1) (A.8)
with U(0, 1) being the uniform probability density function between 0 and 1, E/ , and E] ..

the minimum and maximum energies.
The spectral density n; (E";) is a set of N, points located at energies E; with 0 <i <
N; — 1. Hence, to each nucleus with initial energy E{, we can associate a number density:

E’ .
s,i9+1
do(Ep) = [ WAEE % iy (B ) (Blger — Bl (A9)

8,10

with 4¢ such that E;Z-O < Ej < E;yio 41~ If a test nucleus undergoes a photonuclear reaction
that generates (N, N,,) free protons and neutrons, this creates the nucleon density dy =
Ny do(Ef), with N' = (p,n) representing a proton or a neutron. Note that these particle
densities are independent of the energy at which the test nucleus interacts with a photon and
the energy of the produced nucleons.

We then add these nucleons together to populate the spectral energy distribution for
each species. Nucleons have an energy E} at the end of the Monte-Carlo run. Their density

is computed as

!
Es,if+1

dN(E}) = / i (E)dE" ~ nij( ;zf) (Eé,z‘fﬂ - E;zf) ’ (A.10)

/

S,if
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Figure 13. Ratio of the function f.+/fr0 and multiplicity ratio M, + /M o in the nuclear photo-
hadronic interaction model as functions of y.

with iy such that E;ﬂ-f < B} < Egipv1. Using dy = Ny d(E)) and Egs. (A.9) and (A.10),
we get

E . —E.,
S,i0+ S,

M (Bl ) = Ny nia(Bl ) 27— . (A.11)
S,if+1 - S,fo

We note that these calculations presented in this section can be easily generalized to compute
the spectrum of the associated photodisintegrated nuclei.

B Nuclear photohadronic model

In order to estimate the meson production, the function f (cf. Eq. (5.4)) should be identified
for each energy interval AE = [Ymin, Ymax):

1 (%
fAE<y) = E’Y,’I‘ 0 Ay—M (E'yﬂ’) dEny' (Bl)

27 Juor

To this purpose, we compute the total function (f*') using the total cross-section fit from
Eq. (A.3).

The function f*' does not only describe the meson production, but also all the other
processes in this energy range. That is why it needs to be scaled by the branching ra-
tios of meson production. Using data for the 7% production cross-section [79], we com-
pute an approximation of the product of the multiplicity and the branching ratio and find
Mo UEI;/I 0 /021;/[ ~ 0.18. Then, using data for (p,n)—y interactions from Ref. [78] and
assuming that they are still valid for nuclei, we compute the ratios f+/fr0 and f.-/fro as
approximations of the multiplicity ratio M+ /Mo and M, - /M_o. This is shown in Fig. 13.
We highlight that M, .+ /Mo = M - /M 0 because 50% of interactions are expected to happen
with a proton and the rest with a neutron of the nucleus. Indeed, the parameters describing
py and ny photohadronic interactions are the same, except that produced mesons have op-
posite charge [78]. As a consequence, we have symmetry between the production of 71 and

_97 —



Table 3. Multiplicities and fraction of the energy transferred to pions for the seven considered energy
ranges.

Intervals AE || ymin = BN /2 | ymax = EZ8%/2 | Myt /Myo = M~ /Mo | xx X A
1 0.1 GeV 0.25 GeV 0.25 0.22
2 0.25 GeV 1.75 GeV 0.6 0.2
3 1.75 GeV 2.5 GeV 0.86 0.25
4 2.5 GeV 25 GeV 0.95 0.18
5 25 GeV 250 GeV 0.91 0.25
6 250 GeV 2500 GeV 0.89 0.25
7 2500 GeV +00 0.88 0.3

the one of 7~. Following Ref. [78], we also compute approximations of the fraction of energy
transferred to the produced meson x . Both M, and x4 need to be constant as functions
of the energy for a given energy range. Thus, we consider seven energy intervals AE, each as-
sociated to a range where the multiplicity and the energy fraction is approximately constant,
as summarized in Table 3.

The product of the multiplicity and the function f&, taking into account both branch-
ing ratio and multiplicity, is:

AE PM 0 AEN 2
M+ fAE(y)mC\]é’f:) (Mwo i ) (f“’t(y)—fmt ) (3’;) ) (B.2)

Ay

On the right hand side of the equation above, the second term is subtracted from f%*(y)

since the latter is an integral with lower limit equal to EE}ZPM = 0.2 GeV (and not from
E;hy"AE)I

1

tot 2 tot (, AE yAhE ?
f © (y) = Tyg / E'y,r UA’y(Ev,r) dE'y,r = f © (yth ) <ty> + (B'3)

th,PM
By

1 2y
+ Tyz / Ey UAW(E“M) dEy .

th,AE
B

Finally, knowing the parameters My, x, and f2F we use Eq. (5.4) to compute the pion
production.
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