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Abstract. Our understanding of neutrino flavor conversion in the innermost regions of core-
collapse supernovae and neutron star mergers is mostly limited to spherically symmetric
configurations that facilitate the numerical solution of the quantum kinetic equations. In
this paper, we simulate neutrino quantum kinetics within a (2+1+1) dimensional setup: we
model the flavor evolution during neutrino decoupling from matter in two spatial dimensions,
one neutrino momentum variable, and time; taking into account non-forward neutral current
and charged current collisions of neutrinos with the matter background, as well as neutrino
advection. In order to mimic fluctuations in the neutrino emission and matter background,
and explore their effect on the flavor evolution, we introduce perturbations in the collision
term as well as in the vacuum term of the Hamiltonian. Because of such perturbations,
the initial symmetry of the neutrino field across the simulation annulus is broken and flavor
conversion is qualitatively affected, with regions of larger flavor conversion alternating across
the simulation annulus. In addition, neutrino advection is responsible for spreading flavor
waves across neighboring spatial regions. Although based on a simplified setup, our findings
highlight the importance of modeling neutrino quantum kinetics in multi-dimensions to assess
the impact of neutrinos on the physics of compact astrophysical sources and nucleosynthesis.
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1 Introduction

Neutrinos play a fundamental role in core-collapse supernovae and neutron star mergers,
despite their weakly interacting nature [1–5]. In the core of these sources, the neutrino
number density is so large that the coherent forward scattering of neutrinos off each other
significantly affects the flavor evolution and makes the neutrino equations of motion non-
linear [2, 6–10].

In order to model the rich flavor phenomenology resulting from flavor conversion in
neutrino-dense astrophysical sources and grasp its consequences on the source physics and
multi-messenger observables [11–18], a quantum-kinetic treatment of the Boltzmann neutrino
transport is necessary [3, 9, 10, 19–21]. This is a computationally challenging task due to
the fact that the characteristic quantities entering the neutrino quantum kinetic equations
(QKEs) change over several orders of magnitude; additionally the QKEs should be solved
in seven dimensions (i.e., time, three spatial coordinates and three neutrino momentum
coordinates). As a consequence, this problem can only be tackled relying on simplified
setups, imposing symmetry assumptions on the system to reduce its dimensionality [22–35].

Crossings in the electron lepton number (ELN) angular distribution of neutrinos can
develop as neutrinos decouple from matter, induce flavor instabilities [36–38], and eventually
fast flavor conversion [39]. The latter is characterized by a frequency directly proportional
to the number density of neutrinos and could take place in the absence of neutrino mass
difference. The advection of neutrinos may be responsible for smearing the ELN structures
responsible for flavor conversion, unless such structures are self-sustained in time [26, 40].
In addition, non-forward collisions of neutrinos with the background medium can dynami-
cally affect the flavor evolution [28, 41–44] or lead to the development of collisional flavor
instabilities [45–49], whose relevance in the core of astrophysical sources is yet to be under-
stood [32, 50, 51].
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Understanding the quasi-steady state flavor configuration resulting from fast flavor con-
version is an active field of research [13, 22–30, 32, 35, 50, 52–56]. While a robust criterion to
predict the quasi-steady state flavor configuration is still missing, it is clear that the bound-
ary conditions assumed for the QKE simulations as well as the shape of the ELN distribution
could dramatically affect the final flavor configuration [22, 23, 25, 32]. On the other hand, it
remains to be clarified how the quasi-steady state configuration could change, when relaxing
the symmetry assumptions imposed on the system. Preliminary work shows that increasing
the dimensionality of the simulation box [26, 35] or breaking the azimuthal symmetry [57] can
lead to efficient spreading of flavor waves across neutrino angular modes and spatial regions.

In this paper, we explore the flavor conversion phenomenology in two spatial dimensions,
moving beyond the assumption of spherical symmetry previously employed [22, 23, 25, 32].
Our goal is to investigate how the flavor conversion physics changes in the presence of multiple
spatial dimensions. Introducing perturbations across the simulation annulus, we find that the
quasi-steady state flavor configuration changes qualitatively, breaking the initial symmetry
of the system. In addition, the dynamical impact of neutrino advection and collisions spreads
flavor instabilities across neighboring regions in the simulation shell.

Our work is organized as follows. Section 2 presents the QKEs in two spatial dimensions
as well as our simulation setup. Section 3 focuses on our findings on the quasi-steady state
flavor configuration in two spatial dimensions in the absence of perturbations. We then
investigate how the flavor structure changes as a result of flavor conversion when the vacuum
Hamiltonian or the collision term are perturbed in Sec. 4. We summarize and discuss our
results in Sec. 5. Additionally, Appendix A outlines the derivation of the advection term in
two spatial dimensions, and Appendix B presents the solution of the QKEs in two spatial
dimensions for a different collision term (i.e. different ELN configuration) to validate the
robustness of our findings.

2 Neutrino quantum kinetic equations

In this section, we introduce the neutrino QKEs. We also describe the employed simulation
setup.

2.1 Neutrino equations of motion

In order to solve the neutrino QKEs in two spatial dimensions, we rely on a shell characterized
by the radius r and the polar angle Θ, as depicted in Fig. 1. For each point in the simulation
annulus, determined by (r,Θ), the neutrino direction of propagation is given by the angle
θ. Hence, the neutrino field depends on the coordinates (r,Θ, θ), with the radius varying
between rmin = 15 km and rmax = 30 km. As for the angles, we consider θ ∈ [0, 2π)
and Θ ∈ [0, 2π), with periodic boundaries in Θ (which means that neutrinos move across
Θ = 0 and 2π). This choice of the simulation setup is motivated by the fact that, allowing
for Θ ∈ [0, 2π), (anti)neutrinos can freely move around the annulus and we investigate an
intermediate configuration with respect to a 3D one; this approach allows for a breaking of
the initially spherically symmetric configuration without introducing the dependence on the
azimuthal angles.

For simplicity, we focus on two neutrino flavors νe and νx, with x = µ and τ . We
consider 2 × 2 density matrices, whose diagonal terms ρii (with i = e, x) represent the
neutrino occupation numbers and are normalized such that ρee(rmin,Θ, θ) = ρxx(rmin,Θ, θ) =
ρ̄xx(rmin,Θ, θ) = 1 and ρ̄ee(rmin,Θ, θ) = 1.2. The coherence between the flavors is described
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Figure 1. Sketch of the shell adopted to solve the QKEs numerically. A point in the simulation
annulus is characterized by the radius r, varying between the innermost (outermost) radius rmin

(rmax), and the polar angle Θ. The neutrino direction of propagation is defined by θ.

by the off-diagonal terms ρij , with i ̸= j. The correspondent equations of motion for neutrinos
and antineutrinos, respectively, are:

i

(
∂

∂t
+ v⃗ · ∇⃗

)
ρ(r,Θ, θ, t) = [H, ρ(r,Θ, θ, t)] + iC , (2.1)

i

(
∂

∂t
+ v⃗ · ∇⃗

)
ρ̄(r,Θ, θ, t) =

[
H̄, ρ̄(r,Θ, θ, t)

]
+ iC̄ , (2.2)

where we have neglected general relativistic corrections [13]. The advective term on the
left-hand side of the equations of motion is derived in Appendix A and is given by

v⃗ · ∇⃗ρ(r,Θ, θ) = cos θ
∂ρ

∂r
+

sin θ

r

∂ρ

∂Θ
− sin θ

r

∂ρ

∂θ
. (2.3)

The flavor conversion physics is taken into account through the commutator of the
Hamiltonian and the density matrix on the right-hand side of the equations of motion. The
Hamiltonian consists of the vacuum, matter, and self-interaction terms. For simplicity, we
neglect the matter term, as it effectively suppresses the vacuum mixing angle, and use a
smaller effective vacuum mixing angle instead. Hence,

H = Hvac +Hνν and H̄ = −Hvac +Hνν . (2.4)

The vacuum term of the Hamiltonian is defined as

Hvac =
ω

2

(
− cos 2ϑV sin 2ϑV

sin 2ϑV cos 2ϑV

)
, (2.5)

where ϑV = 10−3 is the effective vacuum mixing angle, ω = ∆m2/2E is the vacuum frequency
(∆m2 = 2.5 × 10−3 eV2 is the mass difference squared and E = 20 MeV is the neutrino

– 3 –



Table 1. Mean free paths of emission, absorption, and direction-changing interactions for each flavor
as a function of radius, with ξ(r) = exp(15− r). The modeling of the collision term follows Case C
of Ref. [23].

νe ν̄e νx, ν̄x

λi
emission [km] 1/[50ξ(r)] 1/[30ξ(r)] 1/[10ξ(r)]

λi
absorb [km] 1/[50ξ(r)] 1/[25ξ(r)] 1/[10ξ(r)]

λi
dir-ch [km] 1/[50ξ(r)] 1/[25ξ(r)] 1/[12.5ξ(r)]

energy; note that we consider mono-energetic neutrinos for the sake of simplicity). The
self-interaction Hamiltonian is

Hνν = µ0

∫ 2π

0

[
ρ(r,Θ, θ′)− ρ̄(r,Θ, θ′)

]
×
(
1− cos θ cos θ′ − sin θ sin θ′

)
dθ′ , (2.6)

where µ0 = 104 km−1 is the strength of the neutrino-neutrino interaction at rmin (the neu-
trino self-interaction strength then decreases with radius). We note that, since we solve
the neutrino QKEs in 2D, Hνν carries an additional dependence on sin θ sin θ′, which is not
present in 1D and contributes to affect the flavor evolution.

We use a simplified model for non-forward collisions of neutrinos off matter, taking into
account emission, absorption, and direction-changing scatterings. It is given by C(r, θ) =
Cemission + Cabsorb + Cdir−ch, where [23]:

Ci
emission =

1

λi
emission(r)

, (2.7)

Ci
absorb = − 1

λi
absorb(r)

ρii(θ) , (2.8)

Ci
dir-ch = − 2π

λi
dir-ch(r)

ρii(θ) +

∫ 2π

0

1

λi
dir-ch(r)

ρii
(
θ′
)
dθ′ . (2.9)

Here, λi(r) are the flavor-dependent mean free paths. It should be noted that the direction
changing term Ci

dir-ch, by definition, conserves the number of particles. However, this is not
the case for the emission and absorption terms. For the modeling of the collision term,
we follow Case C of Ref. [23], with the mean free paths for each flavor being summarized
in Table 1. With this choice of the collision term, we have isotropic angular distributions
for all flavors at rmin, then neutrinos gradually decouple from matter as r increases in a
flavor-dependent fashion and ELN crossings arise (see Sec. 3).

2.2 Simulation setup

The QKEs are solved relying on an adaptive multi-step Adams-Bashforth-Moulton method
with adaptive step size for the time variable; the spatial and momentum derivatives are
instead computed using the central difference method. We use a uniform grid of 75 bins for
radius, angle Θ, and momentum angle θ (we have tested the convergence of our simulations
in the correspondent 1D model—results not shown here).

We aim to compute the quasi-steady state configuration that is achieved by the system
in the presence of neutrino flavor conversion. In order to efficiently tackle this issue, we follow
the approach presented in Refs. [22, 23] and first solve Eqs. 2.1 and 2.2 for H = H̄ = 0 for
t = 100 µs to compute the “classical steady state” solution. This solution is then used as
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Case 1NP (no perturbations)
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Figure 2. Quasi-steady state flavor configuration obtained for the QKE solution without pertur-
bations (Case 1NP; evolved for t = 50 µs). Left panel: Contour plot of the difference of dnνe/dθ
between the classical (c) and the quantum (q) solutions in the plane spanned by θ and r. The blue
regions indicate a deficit of electron neutrinos due to flavor conversion. Middle and right panels: Ra-
dial evolution of the neutrino number densities with (solid) and without (dashed) flavor conversion.
The middle panel shows the number density of νe (red) and νx (blue), and the right panel shows the
same for ν̄e (teal) and ν̄x (orange). The relative flavor content changes due to flavor conversion as a
function of radius, but not of Θ.

input to solve Eqs. 2.1 and 2.2 when the physics of neutrino flavor conversion is taken into
account 1. The “quasi-steady state” configuration is computed solving Eqs. 2.1 and 2.2 for
t = 50 µs. This represents the time it takes for neutrinos to cross the simulation annulus and
we have tested that an approximately steady state configuration has been reached (results
not shown here).

In order to compute the classical steady-state solution (as well as the quasi-steady state
one), we have optimized the choice of the boundary conditions for what concerns rmin and
rmax such that neutrinos of all flavors have isotropic angular distributions at rmin and are
fully decoupled from matter with a negligible backward flux at rmax [22, 23]. Through this
approach, ELN crossings also appear within the simulation annulus when neutrinos decouple,
as illustrated in the next section.

3 Flavor evolution in two dimensions

In this section, we present the quasi-steady state neutrino flavor configuration in the absence
of Θ-dependent perturbations in the vacuum Hamiltonian and neutrino backgrounds. We
first focus on this configuration since it allows us to recover a quasi-steady state configuration
equivalent to the one obtained in a simulation shell with one spatial dimension. This is due
to the symmetry across Θ, which is preserved by flavor conversion to a good approximation.

1It should be noted that the approach introduced in Refs. [22, 23] is employed for numerical efficiency, but
the quasi-steady state configuration is independent of the initial configuration used in the simulation. This
method has the added benefit of highlighting the effect of flavor evolution on neutrino transport.
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Figure 2 shows the quasi-steady state solution obtained by solving Eqs. 2.1 and 2.2 with
the collision term defined as in Table 1 (Case 1NP, no perturbations). The contour plot on the
left depicts the difference in the steady state configuration of the differential electron neutrino
number density (dnνe/dθ), between the classical solution (c) and the quantum solution (q)
in the plane spanned by the momentum angle θ and the radius r. We define the neutrino
number density as

nνi(r,Θ) =
µ0√
2GF

∫ 2π

0
ρii(r,Θ, θ)dθ , (3.1)

with GF being the Fermi constant. Note that we do not consider the number density as the
number of particles per unit area, as expected within a 2D geometry, instead choose to use
the effective number of particles per unit volume at the location (r,Θ) of a 3D equivalent
system (this is done rescaling by µ0). The plots in Fig. 2 have been obtained for Θ = 0◦,
however the QKE solution is identical for any Θ.

The colored regions of the contour plot on the left panel of Fig. 2 show where neutri-
nos have changed flavor compared to the classical solution: blue (red) represents a deficit
(surplus) of νe in the quantum solution with respect to the classical one. At radii close to
rmin, neutrinos are trapped inside the neutrinosphere. As expected, we find no flavor con-
versions at such radii since the angular distributions of neutrinos and antineutrinos are both
approximately isotropic. As the neutrinos move to larger radii, they start to decouple from
the matter background and free-stream; this results in a forward-peaking of their angular
distributions [58, 59]. The electron antineutrinos decouple at smaller radii than the electron
neutrinos since they have a larger mean free path (see Table 1). Consequently, an ELN
crossing develops which triggers flavor instabilities. This is visible through the blue band
arising at ≃ 20 km and spreading towards larger radii in the forward direction (at θ = 0 and
θ = 2π).

The QKE solution is independent of Θ, hence Case 1NP is the analog of Case C presented
in Ref. [23] (cf. their Fig. 7) because ∂ρ/∂Θ = 0 in Eq. 2.3; however, note that Hνν (Eq. 2.6)
acquires an additional dependence on sin θ sin θ′ which is not present the correspondent 1D
solution. It can be seen from the contour plot that the quasi-steady state configuration
has a left-right asymmetry around θ = π. This is due to the fact that the self-interaction
Hamiltonian includes a numerical integral over sin θ′ whose floating-point error provides a
seed for the spontaneous breaking of the symmetry around θ = π.

The middle and right panels of Fig. 2 show the radial profiles of the neutrino number
densities for e and x neutrinos with and without flavor conversion, and the same for an-
tineutrinos, for Θ = 0◦. As neutrinos decouple from matter and ELN crossings form, flavor
conversion is triggered. Because of flavor conversion, the electron (anti)neutrino distribution
approaches the one of the x flavor. However, flavor equipartition is not achieved for neutrinos
nor antineutrinos for this ELN configuration.

To better understand how neutrino flavor conversion evolves with time as a function of
radius and momentum angle θ, we rely on the Fourier spectrum in the momentum angle (kθ)
for the diagonal element of the density matrix (ρii):

F̂i(t, kθ, r) =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0
ρii(t, r,Θ, θ)e−ikθθdθ , (3.2)

which is independent of Θ. The relative contribution of the Fourier modes gives an indication
of how the angular scales of the solution develop, allowing for a comparison across different
radii.
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Case 1NP (no perturbations)
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Figure 3. Fourier spectrum for the νe quasi-steady state flavor configuration obtained for the standard
configuration without perturbations (Case 1NP). The Fourier spectrum for different simulation times
(t = 0, 2, and 50 µs) is shown from left to right, respectively. For each time, the Fourier spectrum is
plotted for five selected radii (r = 17, 19, 21, 23, and 25 km). For r ≳ 20 km, where neutrinos change
flavor (see Fig. 2), the contribution of the higher order Fourier modes increases for t = 2 and 50 µs.
Below 20 km, lower order modes dominate.

Figure 3 shows the absolute value of the Fourier spectrum for the quasi-steady state
solution of Case 1NP for νe for five selected representative radii (r = 17 km and 19 km
are below the region where flavor conversion happens, while the other three selected radii
correspond to a radial region where flavor conversion takes place). The left panel shows the
Fourier spectrum of the quantum solution for t = 0 µs (i.e. when there is no flavor conversion).
The Fourier spectrum peaks at low order Fourier modes kθ at small radii. For larger radii,
the higher order modes are populated. This is due to the increasing forward-peaking of the
angular distributions as a function of radius. The middle and right panels of Fig. 3 show
the Fourier spectra for t = 2 µs and t = 50 µs, respectively. At small radii, the Fourier
spectrum is dominated by lower order modes kθ. As r increases, higher order Fourier modes
contribute to the Fourier spectrum, since neutrinos experience flavor conversion, with flavor
waves cascading down to smaller angular scales. Comparing these two panels, one can see
that the Fourier spectra at the selected radii are qualitatively comparable.

4 Flavor evolution in two dimensions with perturbations

The neutrino and matter backgrounds are not homogeneous in the core of a compact astro-
physical source [60–65]. In this section, we investigate the impact of such fluctuations on the
flavor conversion physics solving the QKEs in the presence of Θ-dependent perturbations in
the vacuum term of the Hamiltonian and in the neutrino background.

4.1 Flavor evolution in two dimensions with perturbations in the Hamiltonian

We introduce a Θ-dependent perturbation in the vacuum term of the Hamiltonian (Case
1HP):

Hvac, p = Hvac(1 + 0.1 cosΘ) ; (4.1)
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Case 1HP (perturbations in vacuum Hamiltonian)
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Figure 4. Quasi-steady state flavor configuration obtained in the presence of perturbations in the
vacuum Hamiltonian (Case 1HP, cf. Eq. 4.1; evolved for t = 50 µs). Top panels: Contour plots of the
difference in dnνe/dθ without flavor conversion and with flavor conversion in the plane spanned by
the momentum angle θ and radius. Each panel represents the quasi-steady state configuration for a
selected angle Θ, as indicated in the inset in the upper left corner of the figure (Θ1 = 60◦, Θ2 = 156◦,
and Θ3 = 252◦). The Θ-dependence of the perturbations in the vacuum Hamiltonian is illustrated in
the inset in the upper right corner. The Hamiltonian perturbations are responsible for the small scale
structure differences across Θ, while the overall flavor conversion trend is comparable for the different
Θ’s. Bottom panels: Radial profiles of the neutrino number densities of νe (red) and νx (blue) with
(solid) and without flavor conversions (dashed) for the three selected Θ directions. While the classical
steady state configurations are independent of Θ, Θ-dependent structures develop because of flavor
conversion.

the perturbations Hvac, p affect all flavors. The evolution of Hvac,p as a function of Θ is
illustrated in the inset in the top right corner of Fig. 4.

Figure 4 shows the quasi-steady state solution for Case 1HP. The contour plots in the top
row show the difference in dnνe/dθ without and with flavor conversion in the plane spanned
by the radius and momentum angle θ, for three different Θ angles (Θ1, Θ2, and Θ3) from
left to right, respectively. The three selected Θ angles are marked in the inset on the top left
corner of the figure to guide the eye. The bottom panels of Fig. 4 represent the corresponding
radial evolution of the neutrino number densities for νe and νx for the classical solution and
quantum solutions.
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Comparing Fig. 4 (Case 1HP) with Fig. 2 (Case 1NP), one can see that the perturbations
introduced in the Hamiltonian break the symmetry across the simulation annulus, leading to
the development of small scale structures and different radial evolution of nνi(r,Θ). Because
of neutrino advection and collision, the impact of perturbations is not limited to the specific
Θ where they are introduced, rather it spreads across neighbor cells, in agreement with the
findings of Refs. [26, 27, 40, 50].

The impact of the perturbations introduced in Eq. 4.1 is investigated in Appendix B for
another set of neutrino angular distributions (cf. Fig. 9 vs. 10). With respect to the example
presented in this section, we find a qualitatively similar trend for what concerns the changes
induced by flavor conversion across Θ.

4.2 Flavor evolution in two dimensions with perturbations in the collision term

While Case 1HP focuses on flavor-independent perturbations, in this section we consider per-
turbations in the emission term of electron neutrinos and antineutrinos (with no perturbations
in the vacuum term of the Hamiltonian), i.e. we perturb the system in a flavor-dependent
fashion. For electron neutrinos:

Ce
emission,p = Ce

emission[1 + 0.05 cos(4Θ− π/3)] ; (4.2)

while for electron antineutrinos, we consider

C̄e
emission, p = C̄e

emission [1 + 0.05 cos(4Θ + 2π/3)] . (4.3)

The functional form of the perturbations for νe and ν̄e is illustrated in the inset in the top
right corner of Fig. 5.

Figure 5 shows the quasi-steady state configuration for Case 1CP for three selected
angles Θ1, Θ2, and Θ3 (cf. the inset in the top left corner of the figure), respectively chosen to
represent a part of the perturbation spectrum where the νe and ν̄e emissions are comparable,
a part where the νe emission dominates, and where the ν̄e emission dominates. The top
panels display the difference in the (quasi-)steady state configurations for the classical and
quantum solutions. For Θ1, a configuration similar to Case 1NP is found, with a broad
region of flavor conversion between 20 and 23 km. For Θ2, a less extended region of flavor
conversion appears (between 20 and 21 km), and for Θ3 the classical and quantum solutions
are comparable in the proximity of r ≃ 21 km (cf. white band). The significant differences, as
a function of Θ, obtained in the flavor configuration after flavor conversion imply that flavor
waves have not spread enough to homogenize the neutrino distribution across the simulation
annulus. Yet, one can see that flavor structures spread across neighbor bins in the simulation
annulus. This trend is also evident from the radial profiles of the neutrino number densities
in the bottom panels of Fig. 5: for Θ1, ν

q
e and νqx fluctuate close to each other, whereas for

Θ3 they are far from each other. For Θ2 and Θ3, the perturbation is such that the radial
distribution achieved in the classical steady state is different between νe and νx at small radii.

To get a better understanding of the Θ-dependence of the flavor evolution, Fig. 6 shows
the ELN angular distributions of the classical steady state for three selected radii. At r = 19.1
km, the angular distributions of νe and ν̄e are isotropic and do not cross, hence no fast flavor
instability is expected. At r = 22.1 km and r = 25.1 km, two ELN crossings appear. The
difference in the location of the ELN crossings for different Θ directions are responsible for
the development of flavor instabilities in different spatial regions, as shown in the top panels
of Fig. 5.
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Case 1CP (perturbations in collision term)
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Figure 5. Same as Fig. 4, but for the configuration obtained introducing perturbations in the collision
term (Case 1CP, Eqs. 4.2 and 4.3; evolved for t = 50 µs). From left to right, each panel refers to
the angle Θ marked in the inset in the upper left corner (Θ1 = 36◦, Θ2 = 151.2◦, and Θ3 = 285.6◦).
The quasi-steady state configuration varies according to Θ because of the perturbations that affect
the flavor conversion physics. The perturbations in the collision term are modeled as indicated in the
inset in the top right corner of the figure for νe (red) and ν̄e (teal). For Θ1, the quasi-steady state
configuration resembles the one found for Case 1NP with a larger region of flavor conversion between
20 and 23 km. For Θ2, a smaller region of flavor conversion appears between 20 and 21 km, and for
Θ3 the variation of νe due to flavor conversion is negligible for r ≃ 21 km. These differences are also
visible in the radial evolution of the neutrino number densities plotted in the bottom panels.

Appendix B provides another example of the quasi-steady state configuration achieved
in the presence of perturbations in the collision term for a different flavor configuration
(cf. Fig. 11). Similar conclusions are achieved also in this case for what concerns the impact
of perturbations on the quasi-steady state configuration across Θ directions. In fact, the
difference in the location and extension of flavor conversion is more pronounced in this case,
with the initial θ angular distributions exhibiting no ELN crossings for selected Θ’s, but the
spread of flavor waves contributes to the development of flavor conversion (cf. Fig. 12).
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Case 1CP (perturbations in collision term)
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Figure 6. Angular distributions of the ELN number density for the classical steady state of Case
1CP as a function of θ for three different radii: r = 19.1 km (dotted, violet), r = 22.1 km (solid,
pink), and r = 25.1 km (dashed, indigo). Each panel refers to a specific angle Θ, as indicated in the
inset in the top left corner. The loci of ELN crossings are marked by a gray horizontal line to guide
the eye. The inset in the top right corner of the figure illustrates the modeling of the perturbation
as a function of Θ. Because of the different ELN configuration as a function of Θ induced by the
perturbation of the collision term, the quasi-steady state neutrino number densities plotted in Fig. 5
exhibit a strong dependence on Θ.

5 Discussion and outlook

We have presented the solution of the QKEs in (2 + 1 + 1) dimensions, including two spa-
tial dimensions, one neutrino momentum angle (focusing on mono-energetic neutrinos), and
time. The neutrino angular distributions are computed through neutral and charged current
interaction terms entering the collisional kernel in the QKEs. We have tracked the neutrino
flavor evolution during neutrino decoupling from matter (with isotropic angular distributions
at the innermost radius, that consistently evolve becoming forward peaked as the radius in-
creases). As already pointed out in Refs. [19, 26–28, 32, 40, 41, 48, 50, 66–68], the non-trivial
interplay among advection, collisions, and flavor conversion shapes the quasi-steady state
configuration achieved by neutrinos.

Figure 7 summarizes our findings for the νe quasi-steady state configurations for Case 1
(top panels) and Case 2 (bottom panels, presented in Appendix B and obtained for a collision
term leading to different ν̄e emission with respect to Case 1). At the innermost radii, the
angular distributions for all flavors are isotropic, and flavor conversion is triggered above
≃ 20 km. In the absence of any perturbations (left panels) and despite the difference in the
neutrino self-interaction Hamiltonian between the 2D and 1D simulation setups, our findings
are qualitatively comparable with Cases C and B presented in Ref. [23] (except for a small
left-right asymmetry in θ appearing in 2D). This implies that the quasi-steady state flavor
configuration is independent of Θ to a good approximation.
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Figure 7. Difference in the νe number density of the steady state configurations obtained without
flavor conversion (c) and with flavor conversion (q) for Cases NP (left, without perturbations), PH
(middle, with perturbations in the vacuum Hamiltonian), and PC (right, with perturbations in the
collision term). The top (bottom) panels refer to Case 1 (Case 2; cf. Appendix B). The perturbations
in the Hamiltonian or in the collision term contributes to break the symmetry in Θ, giving rise to Θ-
dependent quasi-steady state configurations, with flavor waves marginally spreading across neighbor
Θ regions.

In order to mimic fluctuations occurring in the neutrino and matter backgrounds, we
introduce perturbations in the vacuum term of the Hamiltonian (affecting all flavors equally)
or in the collision term (in the emission term of νe and ν̄e). In both scenarios, the presence
of perturbations contributes to break the symmetry in Θ, giving rise to Θ-dependent quasi-
steady state configurations.

When all flavors are perturbed in the same way in Hvac (Figs. 4, 10 and middle panels
of Fig. 7), the ELN crossings in the classical steady state configuration occur at the same
momentum angle θ, for all Θ. Hence, we roughly obtain the same regions of flavor transfor-
mation on the contour plots as in the non-perturbed case (cf. left panels of Fig. 7), except for
small fluctuations. For Case 1HP, the difference between the flavor configurations obtained
for different Θ’s is more pronounced than for Case 2HP.

Introducing flavor-dependent perturbations in the collision term (Figs. 5 and 11 and
right panels of Fig. 7), the symmetry is clearly broken in Θ because the ELN crossings occur
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at different θ’s for each Θ. Notably, because of neutrino advection, flavor waves spread
through their neighbor angular regions, remaining localized in specific ranges of Θ. This
trend is more pronounced in Case 2CP, where there is no crossing for some Θ’s in the
initial angular distribution, but advection favors the spread of the regions affected by flavor
conversion (Fig. 12). These results suggest a larger variation of the flavor conversion physics
across different Θ regions when the number of emitted neutrino flavors is not homogeneous.

In none of the explored ELN configurations, flavor conversion leads to flavor equipartion,
despite Refs. [27–30, 34, 35, 50, 52–56, 69] conclude that this might be a generic flavor outcome
in 1D. In this respect, our findings are in agreement with the 1D results of Refs. [22, 23], the
achievement of flavor equipartition being dependent on the choice of the simulation boundary
conditions and the shape of the ELN distributions [25].

Earlier work attempted to explore the neutrino flavor conversion physics in multi-
dimensions [26, 35, 40]. Here, for the first time, we consistently evolve the (anti)neutrino
angular distributions through the collision term, tracking neutrino decoupling from matter.
Also, we do not rely on the employment of seeds in the off-diagonal terms of the density
matrix to aid the growth of flavor instabilities, but evolve the QKEs including the vacuum
term in the Hamiltonian. Our main findings are in general agreement with the ones reported
in previous multi-D work within simplified setups, concerning the fact that advection allows
for the spreading of flavor structures within small spatial regions. However, our dynamical
modeling of the ELN distributions does not lead to flavor equilibration as an outcome of
flavor conversion. Future work should also focus on the interplay between the increased di-
mensionality of the simulation shell and the inclusion of the azimuthal angle in the neutrino
distribution—the inclusion of the latter has been shown to lead to spontaneous symmetry
breaking [57].

In summary, this work highlights the non-trivial interplay among neutrino flavor conver-
sion, collisions, and advection in multi-dimensions, showing that flavor conversion can spread
across neighbor regions of the simulation shell through neutrino advection. Our findings sug-
gest that it is important to assess how the quasi-steady state flavor configuration changes
when relaxing symmetry assumptions in the solution of the QKEs in order to work out robust
criteria to forecast the flavor configuration resulting from flavor conversion, and its conse-
quent impact on the physics of compact astrophysical sources and related multi-messenger
observables.
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Figure 8. Sketch of the simulation annulus (cf. Fig. 1). A neutrino traveling with velocity v⃗ in the
simulation annulus is described by the radius r, angle Θ, and momentum angle θ. The minimum
distance between the neutrino trajectory and the center is given by r0. The velocity vector can be
decomposed into the radial and angular components vr and vΘ.

A Neutrino advection term in two spatial dimensions

In this appendix, we derive the expression for the advection term (v⃗ · ∇⃗ρ(r,Θ, θ)) in Eqs. 2.1
and 2.2. The del operator in two dimensions and polar coordinates is

∇⃗ =
∂

∂r
r̂ +

1

r

∂

∂Θ
Θ̂ ; (A.1)

while the velocity vector is defined as

v⃗ = vrr̂ + vΘΘ̂ =
∂r

∂t
r̂ + r

∂Θ

∂t
Θ̂ . (A.2)

The velocity components can be expressed in terms of the neutrino momentum angle θ
considering that ∂r/∂t = |v⃗| cos θ = cos θ and ∂Θ/∂t = |v⃗| sin θ/r = sin θ/r, since |v⃗| ≈ c = 1
(see Fig. 8). Hence

v⃗ · ∇⃗ = cos θ
∂

∂r
+

sin θ

r

∂

∂Θ
. (A.3)

Using the expressions above, the advection term in Eqs. 2.1 and 2.2 becomes

v⃗ · ∇⃗ρ(r,Θ, θ) = cos θ
∂ρ(r,Θ, θ)

∂r
+

sin θ

r

∂ρ(r,Θ, θ)

∂Θ

=cos θ

(
∂ρ(r,Θ, θ)

∂r
+

dθ

dr

∂ρ(r,Θ, θ)

∂θ

)
+

sin θ

r

∂ρ(r,Θ, θ)

∂Θ
.

(A.4)

Using the setup illustrated in Fig. 8 to express the neutrino momentum angle as a function
of the radius, we have:

cos θ(r) =

√
r2 − r20
r

, (A.5)
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Table 2. Mean free paths of emission, absorption, and direction-changing interactions for each flavor
as a function of radius. This model for the collision term follows Case B of Ref. [23].

νe ν̄e νx, ν̄x

λi
emission [km] 1/[50ξ(r)] 1/[26ξ(r)] 1/[10ξ(r)]

λi
absorb [km] 1/[50ξ(r)] 1/[25ξ(r)] 1/[10ξ(r)]

λi
dir-ch [km] 1/[50ξ(r)] 1/[25ξ(r)] 1/[12.5ξ(r)]

with r0 being the the minimum distance to the neutrino trajectory. As a consequence, the
radial derivative of cos θ is:

d cos θ

dr
=

r20
r2
√
r2 − r20

=
r2 sin2 θ

r2
√
r2 − r2 sin2 θ

=
sin2 θ

r cos θ
, (A.6)

such that
d cos θ

dr
= − sin θ

r cos θ
. (A.7)

Inserting Eq. A.7 in Eq. A.4, we obtain

v⃗ · ∇⃗ρ(r,Θ, θ) = cos θ
∂ρ(r,Θ, θ)

∂r
+

sin θ

r

∂ρ(r,Θ, θ)

∂Θ
− sin θ

r

∂ρ(r,Θ, θ)

∂θ
. (A.8)

B Flavor evolution in two dimensions with perturbations: another elec-
tron neutrino lepton number angular configuration

In order to assess the robustness of our findings for what concerns the role of the perturbations
on the quasi-steady state flavor configurations, in this appendix, we investigate the flavor
conversion physics for another set of neutrino angular distributions. To this purpose, we
consider the mean free paths defined as in Table 2, following Case B of Ref. [23].

Figure 9 shows the corresponding quasi-steady state configuration obtained in the ab-
sence of perturbations (Case 2NP). Due to the absence of Θ-dependent perturbations, the
quasi-steady configuration of Case 2NP corresponds to the one obtained for Case B in Ref. [23]
(cf. their Fig. 7) except for the additional term present in the neutrino self-interaction Hamil-
tonian in our 2D framework and responsible for small variations in the quasi-steady state
number densities. The ELN radial evolution in the classical steady state is such that there
are no flavor instabilities developing in a narrow band between 21 and 22 km, compared to
Case 1NP where flavor instabilities occur at all radii above 20 km.

Figure 9 shows the quasi-steady state solution for Case 2HP. Consistently with the
findings of Case 1HP, despite the different ELN configuration, we find that perturbations are
responsible for small changes in the quasi-steady state configuration (cf. Fig. 9 for the case
without any perturbations).

Figure 11 is the analog of Fig. 5, but it has been obtained for the collision term modeled
as in Table 2 (Case 2CP). Similar to Case 1CP, we find that the perturbations in the collision
term introduce Θ-dependent fluctuations in the νe and ν̄e local distribution densities with
Θ-dependent implications on the flavor conversion physics. It is interesting to note that, in
Case 2CP shown (Fig. 11), the regions of flavor conversion do not match the peaks in the
νe emission, rather the ones in the ν̄e emission. This can be explained by inspecting Fig. 12
which shows the angular distributions: in the locations with more ν̄e, the ELN crossings
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Case 2NP (no perturbations)
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Figure 9. Same as Fig. 2, but for the collision term modeled as in Table 2 (Case 2NP; evolved for
t = 50 µs). The ELN radial evolution allows for negligible flavor conversion between 21 and 22 km.

form at two angles for larger radii (Θ2), and in the sites with more νe’s, the ELN distribution
does not show any crossings at the selected radii (Θ3). Furthermore, for r = 25.1 km at Θ3

there are no ELN crossings, but when comparing to the contour plot of Θ3 in Fig. 11, flavor
conversion has developed at r = 25.1 km, suggesting that neutrino advection contributes to
the spreading of flavor waves.
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Figure 12. Same as Fig. 6, but for the collision term modeled as in Table 2 (Case 2CP).

full solution, Phys. Rev. D 107 (2023) 063025, [2207.04058].

[24] H. Nagakura and M. Zaizen, Connecting small-scale to large-scale structures of fast
neutrino-flavor conversion, Phys. Rev. D 107 (2023) 063033, [2211.01398].

[25] M. Cornelius, S. Shalgar and I. Tamborra, Perturbing fast neutrino flavor conversion, JCAP
02 (2024) 038, [2312.03839].

[26] S. Shalgar, I. Padilla-Gay and I. Tamborra, Neutrino propagation hinders fast pairwise flavor
conversions, JCAP 06 (2020) 048, [1911.09110].

[27] Z. Xiong, M.-R. Wu, M. George, C.-Y. Lin, N. K. Largani, T. Fischer et al., Fast neutrino
flavor conversions in a supernova: Emergence, evolution, and effects, Phys. Rev. D 109 (2024)
123008, [2402.19252].

[28] J. D. Martin, J. Carlson, V. Cirigliano and H. Duan, Fast flavor oscillations in dense neutrino
media with collisions, Phys. Rev. D 103 (2021) 063001, [2101.01278].

[29] Z. Xiong, M.-R. Wu, S. Abbar, S. Bhattacharyya, M. George and C.-Y. Lin, Evaluating
approximate asymptotic distributions for fast neutrino flavor conversions in a periodic 1D box,
Phys. Rev. D 108 (2023) 063003, [2307.11129].

[30] M.-R. Wu, M. George, C.-Y. Lin and Z. Xiong, Collective fast neutrino flavor conversions in a
1D box: Initial conditions and long-term evolution, Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021) 103003,
[2108.09886].

[31] S. A. Richers, D. E. Willcox, N. M. Ford and A. Myers, Particle-in-cell Simulation of the
Neutrino Fast Flavor Instability, Phys. Rev. D 103 (2021) 083013, [2101.02745].

[32] S. Shalgar and I. Tamborra, Time dependence of neutrino quantum kinetics in a core-collapse
supernova, 2406.09504.

[33] J. D. Martin, C. Yi and H. Duan, Dynamic fast flavor oscillation waves in dense neutrino
gases, Phys. Lett. B 800 (2020) 135088, [1909.05225].

[34] S. A. Richers, H. Duan, M.-R. Wu, S. Bhattacharyya, M. Zaizen, M. George et al., Code

– 19 –

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.063025
https://arxiv.org/abs/2207.04058
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.063033
https://arxiv.org/abs/2211.01398
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2024/02/038
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2024/02/038
https://arxiv.org/abs/2312.03839
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/06/048
https://arxiv.org/abs/1911.09110
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.123008
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.123008
https://arxiv.org/abs/2402.19252
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.063001
https://arxiv.org/abs/2101.01278
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.063003
https://arxiv.org/abs/2307.11129
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.103003
https://arxiv.org/abs/2108.09886
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.083013
https://arxiv.org/abs/2101.02745
https://arxiv.org/abs/2406.09504
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.135088
https://arxiv.org/abs/1909.05225


comparison for fast flavor instability simulations, Phys. Rev. D 106 (2022) 043011,
[2205.06282].

[35] S. A. Richers, D. Willcox and N. Ford, Neutrino fast flavor instability in three dimensions,
Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021) 103023, [2109.08631].

[36] I. Izaguirre, G. G. Raffelt and I. Tamborra, Fast Pairwise Conversion of Supernova Neutrinos:
A Dispersion-Relation Approach, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118 (2017) 021101, [1610.01612].

[37] S. Chakraborty, R. S. Hansen, I. Izaguirre and G. G. Raffelt, Self-induced neutrino flavor
conversion without flavor mixing, JCAP 03 (2016) 042, [1602.00698].

[38] T. Morinaga, Fast neutrino flavor instability and neutrino flavor lepton number crossings,
Phys. Rev. D 105 (2022) L101301, [2103.15267].

[39] I. Padilla-Gay, I. Tamborra and G. G. Raffelt, Neutrino Flavor Pendulum Reloaded: The Case
of Fast Pairwise Conversion, Phys. Rev. Lett. 128 (2022) 121102, [2109.14627].

[40] I. Padilla-Gay, S. Shalgar and I. Tamborra, Multi-Dimensional Solution of Fast Neutrino
Conversions in Binary Neutron Star Merger Remnants, JCAP 01 (2021) 017, [2009.01843].

[41] S. Shalgar and I. Tamborra, A change of direction in pairwise neutrino conversion physics:
The effect of collisions, Phys. Rev. D 103 (2021) 063002, [2011.00004].

[42] R. S. L. Hansen, S. Shalgar and I. Tamborra, Neutrino flavor mixing breaks isotropy in the
early universe, JCAP 07 (2021) 017, [2012.03948].

[43] G. Sigl, Simulations of fast neutrino flavor conversions with interactions in inhomogeneous
media, Phys. Rev. D 105 (2022) 043005, [2109.00091].

[44] H. Sasaki and T. Takiwaki, A detailed analysis of the dynamics of fast neutrino flavor
conversions with scattering effects, PTEP 2022 (2022) 073E01, [2109.14011].

[45] L. Johns and Z. Xiong, Collisional instabilities of neutrinos and their interplay with fast flavor
conversion in compact objects, Phys. Rev. D 106 (2022) 103029, [2208.11059].

[46] I. Padilla-Gay, I. Tamborra and G. G. Raffelt, Neutrino fast flavor pendulum. II. Collisional
damping, Phys. Rev. D 106 (2022) 103031, [2209.11235].

[47] Y.-C. Lin and H. Duan, Collision-induced flavor instability in dense neutrino gases with
energy-dependent scattering, Phys. Rev. D 107 (2023) 083034, [2210.09218].

[48] Z. Xiong, M.-R. Wu, G. Mart́ınez-Pinedo, T. Fischer, M. George, C.-Y. Lin et al., Evolution of
collisional neutrino flavor instabilities in spherically symmetric supernova models, Phys. Rev. D
107 (2023) 083016, [2210.08254].

[49] J. Liu, H. Nagakura, R. Akaho, A. Ito, M. Zaizen and S. Yamada, Universality of the neutrino
collisional flavor instability in core-collapse supernovae, Phys. Rev. D 108 (2023) 123024,
[2310.05050].

[50] H. Nagakura and M. Zaizen, Basic characteristics of neutrino flavor conversions in the
postshock regions of core-collapse supernova, Phys. Rev. D 108 (2023) 123003, [2308.14800].

[51] S. Shalgar and I. Tamborra, Do neutrinos become flavor unstable due to collisions with matter
in the supernova decoupling region?, Phys. Rev. D 109 (2024) 103011, [2307.10366].

[52] Z. Xiong, M.-R. Wu, M. George and C.-Y. Lin, Robust integration of fast flavor conversions in
classical neutrino transport, 2403.17269.

[53] M. Zaizen and H. Nagakura, Characterizing quasisteady states of fast neutrino-flavor
conversion by stability and conservation laws, Phys. Rev. D 107 (2023) 123021, [2304.05044].

[54] M. Zaizen and H. Nagakura, Simple method for determining asymptotic states of fast
neutrino-flavor conversion, Phys. Rev. D 107 (2023) 103022, [2211.09343].

– 20 –

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.043011
https://arxiv.org/abs/2205.06282
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.103023
https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.08631
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.021101
https://arxiv.org/abs/1610.01612
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2016/03/042
https://arxiv.org/abs/1602.00698
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.L101301
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.15267
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.121102
https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.14627
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/01/017
https://arxiv.org/abs/2009.01843
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.063002
https://arxiv.org/abs/2011.00004
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/07/017
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.03948
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.043005
https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.00091
https://doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptac082
https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.14011
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.103029
https://arxiv.org/abs/2208.11059
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.103031
https://arxiv.org/abs/2209.11235
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.083034
https://arxiv.org/abs/2210.09218
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.083016
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.083016
https://arxiv.org/abs/2210.08254
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.123024
https://arxiv.org/abs/2310.05050
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.123003
https://arxiv.org/abs/2308.14800
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.103011
https://arxiv.org/abs/2307.10366
https://arxiv.org/abs/2403.17269
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.123021
https://arxiv.org/abs/2304.05044
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.103022
https://arxiv.org/abs/2211.09343


[55] S. Bhattacharyya and B. Dasgupta, Fast Flavor Depolarization of Supernova Neutrinos, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 126 (2021) 061302, [2009.03337].

[56] S. Bhattacharyya and B. Dasgupta, Elaborating the ultimate fate of fast collective neutrino
flavor oscillations, Phys. Rev. D 106 (2022) 103039, [2205.05129].

[57] S. Shalgar and I. Tamborra, Symmetry breaking induced by pairwise conversion of neutrinos in
compact sources, Phys. Rev. D 105 (2022) 043018, [2106.15622].
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