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Hao Wang 1,2, Chunhua Zhu1,∗ Guoliang Lü1,2,† Lin Li1, Helei Liu1, Sufen Guo1, and Xizhen Lu1
1School of Physical Science and Technology, Xinjiang University, Urumqi, 830046, China

2Xinjiang Observatory, The Chinese Academy of Sciences, Urumqi, 830011, China
(Dated: January 31, 2025)

The nova outburst can produce a large number of neutrinos, whether it is the nuclear reaction
process during the explosion or the shock wave acceleration proton process. We study the low-energy
nuclear and thermal neutrino luminosity of novae with CO white dwarf (WD) mass ranging from 0.6

to 1.1 M⊙ with different accretion rates Ṁ , core temperatures (TC), and mixing degrees. We find
that during the accretion phase, low-energy neutrinos are mainly produced by pp chains and plasma
decay, and photon luminosity is greater than low-energy nuclear and thermal neutrino luminosity.
During the thermonuclear runaway (TNR) phase, low-energy neutrinos are mainly produced by
the CNO cycle and photon-neutrino interaction, and the low-energy nuclear and thermal neutrino
luminosity far exceeds the photon luminosity. We find that the more massive the WD, the shorter
the cycle time and the higher the low-energy nuclear neutrino luminosity. The higher the accretion
rate, the lower the low-energy nuclear neutrino luminosity. If the accretion mixing effect is not taken
into account, the outburst interval becomes longer, and the low-energy nuclear neutrino luminosity
will be increased. For the cooler nova model (TC = 1 × 107K), the low-energy nuclear neutrino
luminosity will be lower during the accretion phase and higher at the TNR. We also predict the
neutrino luminosity and energy spectrum of the upcoming recurrent nova T Coronae Borealis (T
CrB). We estimate that the next T CrB outburst has a low-energy nuclear neutrino peak luminosity
of 2.7 × 108 Lν,⊙ and a low-energy nuclear neutrino outburst duration of 88 days. In addition, we
predict that the high-energy hadronic neutrino flux produced by T CrB nova cannot be observed
by the current-generation IceCube.

I. INTRODUCTION

Neutrinos are considered the most abundant particles
in the Universe and play a crucial role in the evolution of
stars[1], for example, helium flashes [2], thermal pulses
[3], and cooling of white dwarfs (WDs) [4] in low-mass
stars, late stage evolution of high-mass stars [5], super-
nova explosion [6], and the cooling of neutron stars [7].
In addition, the study of neutrinos has significantly con-
tributed to our comprehension of the fundamental prop-
erties of the Universe. It can probe neutrino interactions
at high energies and explore deviations from the Stan-
dard Model of particle physics, for example, measuring
the cross section of neutrino and nucleon interaction for
energies larger than 1 TeV [8] and proving that lepto-
quarks can change the neutrino cross section [9]. High-
energy neutrinos are only produced at the same time as
high-energy γ rays through the hadron process, so detect-
ing high-energy neutrinos can also determine the origin of
high-energy γ rays [10]. Meanwhile, the flavor composi-
tion of high-energy neutrinos can be a probe of neutrino
magnetic moments [11]. Neutrinos carry invaluable in-
formation about the existence (or absence) of energetic
protons and shed light on the location of the γ-ray pro-
duction region [12].

Neutrino detection is rapidly developing as a new as-
tronomical messenger. Super-Kamiokande (SK) is a de-
tector used to study neutrino Cherenkov radiation from
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different sources[13]. It primarily detects and analyzes
particle interactions within the energy range of several
MeV to a few tens of TeV, such as solar neutrinos[14]
and supernova neutrinos[15]. The IceCube detector, the
first of its kind with a gigaton-scale capacity, was primar-
ily designed to observe neutrinos originating from the
most violent astrophysical phenomena in our Universe
[16], such as blazars [17–20], γ-ray bursts [21], black holes
[22, 23], active galactic nuclei, [24] and tidal disruption
events [25]. These neutrinos usually have extremely high
energies, ranging from TeV to PeV and beyond.

Novae are significant sites for the production of neu-
trinos [26]. The novae are usually binary systems [27],
and the primary star is a white dwarf. According to
the type of companion star, it can be divided into two
categories: one is the classical nova, where the compan-
ion star is the main sequence star, and the other is the
symbiotic nova, where the companion star is the red gi-
ant (RG). When a sufficient number of layers of material
have accumulated, it eventually triggers a thermonuclear
runaway (TNR) explosion on the surface of the WD [28]
and significantly enhances the luminosity of the WD to
approximately 104−5 L⊙ [29–31]; such a violent nuclear
reaction would produce a large number of electron neutri-
nos. Meanwhile, the shock wave from the nova outburst
accelerates the surrounding particles to produce neutri-
nos. The shock wave can be categorized into two dis-
tinct types: internal and external shock waves. Internal
shock waves can be attributed to the collision between
slower-moving ejecta and faster-moving ejecta [32]. The
fast-moving outflow has the potential to collide with a
preexisting dense wind emanating from the RG star, re-
sulting in the generation of an external shock [33, 34].
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Symbiotics are therefore more likely to produce meaning-
ful hadronic emission at their forward shocks. However,
classical novae can and do produce hadronic emission at
internal shocks [32, 35–37]. In the “hadronic” scenario,
the particles accelerated by the shock wave undergo in-
teractions with the surrounding matter [proton-proton
(pp) or proton-γ (pγ) collisions], resulting in the genera-
tion of neutral and charged muons. These muons subse-
quently decay into high-energy (> 1 GeV) neutrinos and
γ rays [38]. The maximum energies of high-energy parti-
cles will be contingent upon the duration of the nova, the
efficiency of the acceleration mechanism, and the energy
losses incurred during cooling [39]. The particles are ac-
celerated by external shock waves to produce high-energy
neutrinos, which typically occur in symbiotic novae [40].

T Coronae Borealis (T CrB) is a classical symbiotic
recurrent nova [41]. The primary star of this type of
nova is in close proximity to the Chandrasekhar limit,
and it must undergo accretion at exceedingly high rates,
approximately 1.7×10−8 M⊙ yr−1, in order to rapidly ac-
cumulate critical-mass envelopes and consequently out-
burst with such frequency [42]. In addition to T CrB,
there are three with red giant donors in the ten known
recurrent novae of the Galaxy: V745 Sco, RS Ophi-
uchus, and V3890 Sgr. The WD mass in T CrB is
1.2±0.2 M⊙, and the companion red giant has a mass of

1.12± 0.23 M⊙. The average accretion rate (Ṁa) during
the superactive state is 2 × 10−8 M⊙ yr−1 with a max-
imum of 4 × 10−8 M⊙ yr−1 [43]. The distance from T
CrB to Earth is approximately 914 pc. Many groups pre-
dicted it will outburst in 2024 [44, 45]. Prior to this, the T
CrB is recorded eruptions in 1217.8, 1789.9, 1866.4, and
1946.1; the time span between bursts is approximately 80
yr [44]. Because T CrB is very close to us and is about to
outburst, it is necessary to study its neutrino luminosity
and energy spectrum.

In this paper, we plan to investigate neutrino luminos-
ity and energy spectrum during nova outburst. Sec. II
gives the details of software instruments, input physics,
reaction networks, and model selection. In Sec. III we
discuss the low-energy nuclear and thermal neutrino lu-
minosity during nova outburst and the influence of dif-
ferent MWD, Ṁ , and TC on low-energy nuclear neutrino
luminosity, we also predict the neutrino energy spectrum
when the T CrB next outbursts. The conclusions are
given in Sec. IV.

II. NOVA MODEL

Classical novae eruptions are the result of unstable
hydrogen burning on the surface of either CO WD or
ONeMg WD cores, which accrete hydrogen-rich materi-
als from their main sequence or RG companions in low-
mass, close binary systems. We employ the open-source
stellar evolution code mesa, version 23.05 (Paxton et al.
[46–50] and Jermyn et al. [51]) to construct nova models.
mesa is capable of generating state-of-the-art simulations

of novae [52, 53].
In the nova model, the occurrence of mass loss is trig-

gered when the luminosity (L) of a star surpasses the
super-Eddington luminosity (LEdd). The mass loss rate
is

Ṁ = −2ηEdd
(L− LEdd)

v2esc
, (1)

where LEdd = (4πGcM)/κ, vesc =
√

2GM/R. M and
R are the mass and radius of the WD, while κ is the
Rosseland mean opacity at the WD’s surface. The scal-
ing factor is taken as ηEdd = 1 [52]. The TNR begins
when the total white dwarf luminosity (L) exceeds 104

times the solar luminosity (L⊙) and ends when it falls be-
low 103L⊙ [54, 55]. The opacities are from Iglesias and
Rogers [56]. The three factors that determine the phys-
ical characteristics of nova eruption are the mass of the
white dwarf (MWD), accretion rate Ṁ , and core temper-
ature (TC) of the WD [57, 58]. The MWD affects peak en-
ergy generation; the temperature in the nuclear burning
region increases as the MWD increases [59]. The Ṁ will
influence the efficiency of compression heating, thereby
impacting the time to thermonuclear runaway, the mass
of accretion, and the intensity of the outburst [60]. The
influence of TC on nova outburst can be divided into two
cases [61]: In cold WD (TC ≤ 1 × 107K), the accretion
layer of the WD will also be cold, resulting in increased
outburst interval and more mass of accretion material.
In hot WD (TC ≥ 3 × 107K), convection generated by
high temperatures in the outer core region can acceler-
ate the mixing of accretion material with core material.
Relevantly, the consideration of these three parameters
becomes imperative in talking about neutrino luminos-
ity. So our models set the TC = 1 × 107, 2 × 107, and
3 × 107 K and select the CO model mass as 0.6 M⊙,
0.7 M⊙, 0.8 M⊙, 0.9 M⊙, 1.0 M⊙, and 1.1 M⊙ and the
ONeMg model mass as 1.1 M⊙, 1.3 M⊙. We set the ac-
cretion rates at 1 × 10−8 ∼ 1 × 10−10 M⊙ yr−1, which
are compatible with observations [62]. In addition to the
three parameters mentioned above, the solarlike mate-
rial transferred from the companion will undergo mixing
with the outer layers of the WD before the nova outburst
[63, 64]. In mesa, we replace the mixing effect by chang-
ing the composition of the accreting material; that is,
50% of WD material and 50% of solar material, or 25%
of WD material and 75% of solar material [65]. Accord-
ing to Denissenkov et al. [66], we take the latter as our
mixing nova model.
The neutrino normalization Lν,⊙ = 0.02398 · Lγ,⊙ =

9.1795× 1031 erg s−1 is adopted in Farag et al. [67].

A. Neutrinos produced by nuclear reaction and
thermal processes

The generation of neutrinos inside stars can be broadly
categorized into two distinct processes. The first includes
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weak nuclear processes, including β± decay, electron cap-
ture (EC), and positron capture (PC) [68],

nuclei EC : (Z,A) + e− −→ (Z− 1,A) + νe (2)

free proton EC : p + e− −→ n + νe (3)

PC : (Z,A) + e+ −→ (Z + 1,A) + ν̄e (4)

β+ : (Z,A) −→ (Z− 1,A) + e+ + νe (5)

β− : (Z,A) −→ (Z + 1,A) + e− + ν̄e (6)

such as p(p, e+ν)d, p(e−p, νe)d, and 3He(p, e+νe)α
in pp chains and 13N(, e+νe)

13C, 15O(, e+νe)
15N, and

17F(, e+νe)
17O in the CNO cycle. For the nova model,

we chose pp-and-cno-extras.net as a network of nuclear
reactions during nova outburst. The occurrence of clas-
sical novae eruptions can be attributed to the instability
in hydrogen burning on the surface of WD cores. There-
fore, the most important nuclear reactions during nova
eruption are the pp chain and the CNO cycle [52].

The other includes thermal processes, which is sensi-
tive to temperature and density. Thermal neutrino en-
ergy losses are from Itoh et al. [69], including the follow-
ing:

pair annihilation
(
T > 109 K

)
e+ + e− −→ ν + ν̄ (7)

photon-neutrino interaction
(
T < 4× 108 K, ρ < 105 g cm−3

)
e− + γ −→ e− + ν + ν̄ (8)

plasma decay
(
107 < T < 108 K, 104 < ρ < 107 g cm−3

)
γ∗ −→ ν + ν̄ (9)

and bremsstrahlung
(
108 < ρ < 1010 g cm−3

)
e− + (Z,A) −→ e− + (Z,A) + ν + ν̄ (10)

The mesa nuclear reaction rates are a combination
of rates from NACRE [70] and JINA REACLIB [71]
databases. The treatment of screening corrections, as
proposed by Chugunov et al. [72], serves to enhance nu-
clear reaction rates in dense plasmas. The weak reac-
tion rates utilized in this study are derived from previous
works [73–75].

B. Neutrinos produced by pp collisions

T CrB is a recurrent nova; the ambient environments
and explosion mechanisms are similar to RS Ophiuchus
(RS Oph) [76]. When the ejection material encounters
the wind material around the red giant, it will cause a
shock system [43].

The interaction between RG wind and the ejecta will
produce two shocks, a forward shock propagating into

the RG wind and a reverse shock propagating back into
the ejecta [77]. According to Aharonian et al. [78], we
also only consider the forward shock for explaining the
neutrino emission.

In the early stage, the ejecta expands freely and is al-
most unaffected by the interstellar medium surrounding
the binary. We assume when the distance between the
wind and the nova r is much larger than the semima-
jor axis of the nova a, the structure of the wind can be
approximately spherical, and the ejecta is assumed to
be concentrated at the front of the shock wave with a
thickness of hrsh, where h is 1/10 of the shock radius.
Meanwhile, we are only interested in the initial day of
the T CrB outburst, thus we do not consider the radia-
tive cooling phase after the shock wave deceleration. We
assume that the shock radius (rsh) and velocity (vsh) of
the T CrB are 4 × 1013 cm and 4500 km/s [79], respec-
tively. The T CrB companion has a mass of 1 M⊙ [80]

and a typical mass loss rate (ṀRG) of 5× 10−7 M⊙ yr−1

[81]. The velocity of RG wind (vRG) is 10 km/s.
The accelerated protons in the forward shock will in-

teract with the matter in the RG wind, mainly the col-
lision of protons and protons, and the resulting charged
pion and kaon decay produces observable γ-ray and high-
energy neutrinos. The density of the matter in the RG
wind can be estimated as

nRG =
ṀRG

4πr2shvRGmp
= 9.9× 108 cm−3 , (11)

where mp is the rest mass of the proton.
The neutrino energy spectrum is also sensitive to the

maximum accelerated proton energy, and it is to relate
the acceleration timescale with the age of the system. If
particles are accelerated via diffusive shock acceleration,
then the acceleration time should be of order of the diffu-
sion time (D/v2sh). For Bohm diffusion, the characteristic
timescale of particle acceleration can be estimated as

τacc = cRL/3ξv
2
sh s , (12)

where ξ ≤ (vsh/c)
2 ≈ 2 × 10−4 is acceleration parame-

ter, RL = E/eB is the Larmor radius of particles in the
magnetic field B (in Gauss). According to Bednarek and
Pabich [82] and Marcowith et al. [83], the proton Larmor
radius for a particle energy of 1 GeV can be written as

RL ≃ 3× 106EGeVB
−1
G cm . (13)

As discussed in Chomiuk et al. [84], the magnetic field
B is

B =
√

32πnRGkBTRG , (14)

where TRG is the temperature of the RG wind, kB =
1.380649 × 10−23 J/K. Based on Stanishev et al. [85],
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the RG companion star of T CrB has an effective surface
temperature of 3500 K. However, the TRG produced from
the companion star should be less than the surface tem-
perature [84]. Following De Sarkar et al. [40] for nova
RS Oph, we set TRG = 1000 K. The primary mech-
anism for hadron energy loss occurs through collisions
with the matter present in RG winds. An estimation of
the timescale for energy losses due to pion production in
pp collisions can be derived from [86],

τpp = (σppkcnRG)
−1 ≈ 2.2× 107(

108 cm−3

nRG
) s , (15)

where σpp ≈ 3×10−26 cm2 is the total cross section of pp
interactions, and k = 0.5 is the inelasticity coefficient in
this collision. By comparing the timescale for the energy
losses in pp collisions and the characteristic acceleration
timescale (τpp = τacc), the maximum proton energy can
be estimated as

Ep,max ≈ 1× 10−6 ξBτppv
2
sh

c
GeV . (16)

According to Caprioli [87], the diffusion length (D/vsh)
of the particles with energy Emax cannot exceed the
source size rsh, which is similar to the Hillas criterion.
For our hadronic model, we find that the accelerated pro-
ton population can reach a maximum energy of approx-
imately 330 GeV. As described by Caprioli et al. [88],
the maximum energy is usually the location of the cutoff
energies, so we set E0 = 330 GeV. The results obtained
from the nova model discussed in this section will be pre-
sented in the subsequent section.

III. RESULT

Using mesa, we simulate the structure and evolution
of seven nova models including different initial CO WD
masses from 0.6 to 1.1 M⊙ with a mass interval of 0.1
M⊙, and 1.1 M⊙ ONeMg WD. Following Farag et al.
[67], we utilize the neutrino H-R diagram to illustrate
the neutrino luminosities throughout the complete life
cycles of nova outburst and discuss how MWD, Ṁ , TC,
and mixing affect low-energy nuclear neutrino luminosity
of the nova.

A. Neutrino luminosity of nova outburst

Figure 1 shows the nova with 0.9 M⊙ CO WD and
1.1 M⊙ ONeMg WD singly periodic evolutionary tracks
in both the H-R diagram and the neutrino H-R diagram.
Several key moments during the nova eruption have been
marked in the H-R diagram and neutrino H-R diagram.
The a → b → c → d is the explosion curve, and the
d → e → a is the cooling curve. The a → c clearly illus-
trates that, when the TNR occurs, due to the rapid rise

of temperature, the intense nuclear reaction produces a
large number of neutrinos, the cross section of neutrinos
interacting with the matter is extremely low compared
to photons, and the low-energy nuclear and thermal neu-
trino luminosity rises rapidly in a straight line, while pho-
ton luminosity remains almost constant. This is why, in
the neutrino H-R diagram, there are two points labeled
a. When the low-energy nuclear and thermal neutrino
luminosity reaches its maximum, it also means that the
nuclear reaction rate on the surface of the WD reaches its
maximum, the photon luminosity begins to rise, and low-
energy nuclear and thermal neutrino luminosity would
remain constant. The c → d indicates that when part of
the photon’s energy is injected into the shell, the shell be-
gins to expand, and the surface temperature of the WD
decreases. The particle number density in the nuclear
reaction zone decreases, and the nuclear reaction rate
begins to decrease, so the low-energy nuclear and ther-
mal neutrino luminosity begins to decrease. The d → e
indicates that photosphere of the WD begins to contract,
the effective temperature rises, and the nuclear reaction
rate remains constant, as does the photon luminosity and
low-energy nuclear and thermal neutrino luminosity. Fi-
nally, the nova outburst is over. The cooling process of
the WD commences as the nuclear reaction concludes,
leading to a gradual decline in photon and low-energy
nuclear and thermal neutrino luminosity.

The production of neutrinos can be achieved through
both nuclear reactions and thermal processes, as dis-
cussed in Sec. II A. The left panel of Fig. 2 illustrates the
ratio of the low-energy nuclear reaction neutrino luminos-
ity to the low-energy thermal process neutrino luminos-
ity, traced along the light curve of the nova eruption. The
right panel of Fig. 2 shows the ratio of the low-energy
nuclear and thermal neutrino luminosity to the photon
luminosity, traced along the light curve of the nova erup-
tion. During the accretion phase, the temperature of
the accretion layer is less than the Fermi temperature
(7 × 107 K), the nuclear reactions are weak, neutrinos
are mainly produced by thermal processes, and the ac-
cretion layer of the WD radiates energy mainly through
photons. However, when the TNR occurs, the neutri-
nos produced by nuclear reactions will far exceed those
produced by thermal processes. Thus, neutrinos loss be-
comes the main channel of energy loss at the TNR. In
addition, low-energy nuclear and thermal neutrino lu-
minosity far exceeds photon luminosity when the nova
outbursts. For example, as our MCO = 0.9 M⊙ nova
model, when it outbursts, the peak photon luminosity is
5.5 × 104 L⊙, and the peak low-energy nuclear neutrino
luminosity is up to 3.6× 106 Lγ,⊙.

Since the low-energy nuclear neutrino luminosity is
much larger than low-energy thermal neutrino luminos-
ity during nova outbursts, we only discuss the low-energy
nuclear neutrino luminosity during nova outburst later.

Figure 3 shows the energy yields of the four ther-
mal neutrino processes and the nuclear reaction rates of
the nine neutrinos producing nuclear reactions in the pp
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FIG. 1. The track in the H-R diagram and neutrino H-R diagram for the whole nova multicycle evolution. The left is 0.9 M⊙
CO nova model, the right is 1.1 M⊙ ONe nova model. Both have center temperature TC = 3 × 107 K and accrete 25% WD
material and 75% solar material at a rate 1 × 10−9 M⊙ yr−1.

chain and the CNO cycle. The left panel shows that
when the pre-TNR accreted mass is determined, for the
nuclear process, the proton-proton chain plays a crucial
role during the primary accretion phase, especially the pp
reaction: p+p → d+e++ν [63] and 7Be electron capture
:7Be(e−, ν)7Li. As accretion progresses, when the tem-
perature of layers is about 7 × 107 K, the degeneracy is
no longer important and the layers begin to expand, the
temperature begins to rise rapidly, nuclear reaction neu-
trinos are dominated by the CNO cycle, and the TNR oc-
curs. Neutrinos are produced mainly by four nuclear re-
actions: 13N(e+, νe)

13C, 15O(e+, νe)
15N, 17F(e+, νe)

17O,
and 18F(e+, νe)

18O. For the thermal process, during the
accretion phase, the WD has a high density in both its
interior and exterior layers, the neutrino production is
dominated by plasma decay. Once the TNR occurs, neu-
trino production will be dominated by photon-neutrino

interaction because the temperature of layers is in the
temperature range (T < 4×108 K) that it dominates, as
shown in the right panel.

B. Neutrino luminosity of novae with different
MWD, accretion rate Ṁ , TC, and mixing

The MWD of the nova can affect temperatures in the
nuclear burning region. The left panel of Fig. 4 shows
the neutrino luminosity curves of the range of CO MWD

is 0.6 M⊙ − 1.1 M⊙. The right panel shows the average
peak low-energy nuclear neutrino luminosity of ten out-
bursts. It is clearly illustrates that the peak luminosity
of neutrinos increases as the mass of the WD increases.
The larger the mass and smaller the radius of a WD,
the greater the gravitational acceleration. This makes
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FIG. 3. The nuclear reactions rates of the nine neutrinos producing nuclear reactions in the pp chain and the CNO cycle during
the whole nova multicycle evolution (left). Right: the energy yield of four thermal processes during the whole nova multicycle
evolution. The blue line is plasma decay, yellow line is bremsstrahlung, green line is the photon-neutrino interaction, cyan line
is electro-pair annihilation. The nova model is similar to Fig. 2.

it harder for hydrogen to penetrate the degenerate WD
core. That means a more degenerate hydrogen-rich enve-
lope, higher temperatures, and, of course, a more violent
explosion. As discussed above, the nuclear neutrino is
mainly produced by the CNO cycle, which is highly sen-
sitive to template (εCNO ∝ T 17). So the more massive

the MWD, the higher the low-energy nuclear neutrino lu-
minosity during the TNR.

The left panel of Fig. 5 shows the neutrino luminos-
ity curves of nova models with different Ṁ . The right
panel shows the average peak low-energy nuclear neu-
trino luminosity of ten outbursts. It clearly shows that
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FIG. 4. Neutrino luminosity curves with different CO nova
mass models. Left: the neutrino luminosity of the burst se-
quence during 0−400000 yr with different CO nova mass mod-
els, i.e., 0.6 M⊙ (cyan), 0.7 M⊙ (gray), 0.8 M⊙ (red), 0.9 M⊙
(green), 1.0 M⊙ (blue), and 1.1 M⊙ (yellow). Right: aver-
age light curves. Both nova models have center temperature
TC = 3×107 K, and accrete 25% WD material and 75% solar
material at a rate Ṁ = 1 × 10−9 M⊙ yr−1.

the higher the accretion rate Ṁ , the smaller the out-
burst interval ∆trec and Lν . TNR is produced when the
hydrogen-rich material is heated to a high enough tem-
perature (7 × 107 K) for the hydrogen to burn through
the CNO cycle. The high accretion rate provides heat
at a high rate [60], thereby inducing an acceleration in
nova eruptions. However, owing to the reduced mass
of accretion, the lower TNR peak temperature eventu-
ally gives rise to a diminished low-energy nuclear neu-
trino luminosity at higher accretion rates compared to
lower ones. When the accretion rate is low, the accretion
layer temperature rises slowly and the outburst interval
is larger, which means that the accretion layer accretes
more material, the outburst intensity is higher, and the
low-energy nuclear neutrino luminosity produced during
the outburst is higher.

The left panel of Fig. 6 displays the neutrino luminos-
ity curves of a hot model (TC = 3×107) and cold models
(TC = 2 × 107 and TC = 1 × 107 K) and with 0.9M⊙
WD. The right panel shows the average peak low-energy
nuclear neutrino luminosity of ten outbursts. When the
initial core temperature of the nova model WD is lower,
most of the gravitational energy released by the accre-
tion compressed material will be directed to the core,
which will delay the time to reach the TNR. Of course,
it means the envelope will accrete more H-rich materi-
als, the outbursts are more intense, and the low-energy
nuclear neutrino luminosity is higher. However, due to
the lower temperature of the core and accreted layer, the
nuclear reaction rate during accretion is also lower, re-
sulting in a low neutrino luminosity during the accretion
phase. In the hot WD (TC = 3 × 107 K), convection
zones will appear in the outer core layer. The accreted
hydrogen rapidly mixes in the convective region and con-
tinues to diffuse to the core, leading to an early outburst
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(gray), 3×10−9 (red), 4×10−9 M⊙ yr−1 (green). Right: aver-
age light curves. Both nova models have center temperature
TC = 3×107 K, and accrete 25% WD material and 75% solar
material at a 0.9 M⊙ CO WD.
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FIG. 6. Neutrino luminosity curves with different TC. Left:
the neutrino luminosity of the burst sequence during 0−50000
yr with different TC, i.e., 1 × 107 (red), 2 × 107 (gray), 3 ×
107 K (cyan). Right: average light curves. Both nova models
have accretion rate 1 × 10−8 M⊙ yr−1, and accrete 25% WD
material and 75% solar material at a 0.9 M⊙ CO WD.

[61]. However, because the accretion mass is less and the
temperature is lower, the low-energy nuclear neutrino lu-
minosity produced by the outburst is lower.
The left panel of Fig. 7 shows the neutrino luminos-

ity curves of nova models when mixing is considered or
not. The right panel shows the average peak low-energy
nuclear neutrino luminosity of ten outbursts. If the mix-
ing of accretion material and core CO-enriched material
is considered during the accretion stage, it means an in-
crease in the metallicity of the accretion material. On the
one hand, increasing the metallicity of the accreting ma-
terial results in an increase in the opacity. The increased
opacity not only allows more heat from the compression
of accretion material to be trapped in the accretion layer,
but also more heat from nuclear burning to be trapped



8

0.0 2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0 12.5 15.0
Time (day)

6.25

6.50

6.75

7.00

7.25

7.50

7.75

8.00

lo
g

[L
/L

]

25% WD material + 75% solar material
100% solar material

0

2

4

6

8
lo

g
[L

/L
]

0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00 1.25 1.50
Time (104 yr)

0

2

4

6

FIG. 7. Neutrino luminosity curves with different mixing.
Left: the neutrino luminosity of the burst sequence during
0−15000 yr when accreting 25% WD material and 75% solar
material and not considering any mixing. Right: average light
curves. Both nova models have center temperature TC = 3 ×
107 K, and 0.8 M⊙ CO WD at a rate Ṁ = 1×10−8 M⊙ yr−1.

in the nuclear reaction zone so that the temperature in
the nuclear burning region increases faster and the time
to reach TNR is significantly shorter than not consider-
ing the mixing nova model. Therefore, the total amount
of accreted and ejected mass is less [89]. On the other
hand, mixing of CO-enriched materials can also outburst
earlier because it acts as a catalyst for the CNO cycle (H
burning). Models that do not take into account mixing
require more accretion matter because the temperature
rises more slowly in the nuclear burning region. Thus,
compared to nova models that consider mixing, the nova
model that does not consider mixing has a denser accre-
tion layer, more intense outbursts, and higher low-energy
nuclear neutrino luminosity.

C. Neutrino luminosity of T CrB nova

Considering MWD of T CrB is 1.1−1.3 M⊙ and the
time span between outbursts is approximately 80 yr, the
average accretion rate Ṁa ≈ 2×10−8 M⊙yr

−1 [43], so we

use MWD = 1.3 M⊙, Ṁ = 1.72×10−8 M⊙ yr−1 as our T
CrB nova model. The left panel of Fig. 8 simulates the
low-energy nuclear neutrino luminosity of the first two
bursts of the T CrB and the next one shortly after, with
peak low-energy nuclear neutrino luminosity of 1.06×108,
2.05×108, and 2.70×108 Lν,⊙, respectively. In addition,
according to the definition of outburst duration in Sec.
II, it can be predicted that the next outburst of T CrB
will last about 88 days, as shown in the right panel of
Fig. 8.

D. Neutrino energy spectrum

In this section, we consider the neutrino spectrum is
produced in two ways by novae: one by nuclear reactions
inside novae and the other by hadronic processes outside
novae.

1. Nuclear reaction

Consider that the scene of the nova outburst is similar
to that of supernovae explosion. The CNO cycle that
dominates nova outbursts and the fast electron-neutrino
bursts (p + e− −→ n + ve) in supernovae are both β de-
cay, so we think that the neutrino spectrum produced by
the nova nuclear reaction is similar to the supernova neu-
trino spectrum. Following Baxter et al. [90], the initial
neutrino energy spectrum has the form

Φ (Eν) =
Lν

4πD2
TE ⟨Eν⟩

(α+ 1)α+1

⟨Eν⟩Γ(α+ 1)

(
Eν

⟨Eν⟩

)α

exp

(
− (α+ 1)Eν

⟨Eν⟩

)
,

(17)
where D2

TE is the distance between T CrB and Earth,
and ⟨Eν⟩ is mean energy. The α is a spectral shape pa-
rameter.
As discussed in Sec. III C, the low-energy nuclear

neutrino luminosity of the next outburst of T CrB is
2.70×108 Lν,⊙. The CNO cycle produces neutrinos with
mean energies of about 2 MeV [91]. The α is 2.5 [92].
The electron neutrino spectrum is shown in Fig. 9. The
model predicts the electron neutrino flux from nuclear
reaction of T CrB outburst that cannot exceed the sen-
sitivity limit of Super-Kamiokande.

2. Shock speed

Protons accelerated by the shock of the nova interact
with ambient particles in the RG wind can produce high-
energy neutrinos. The flux of muon neutrinos reaching
Earth from the T CrB is calculated using the semiana-
lytical formulation developed in Kelner et al. [94],

Φν (Eν) =
cnRG

4πD2
TE

∫ 1

0

σinel (Eν/x) Jp (Eν/x)Fν (x,Eν/x)
dx

x
,

(18)
where c is light speed. Fν (x,Eν/x) represents a neutrino
spectrum produced by a single energy proton, and x is
Eν/Ep. σinel is total cross section of pp interactions,

σinel(Ep) = 34.3 + 1.88L+ 0.25L2 mb , (19)

where L = ln(Ep/1 TeV). Jp (Eν/x) represents the dis-
tribution of protons

Jp (Ep) =
A

Eα
p

exp

[
−
(
Ep

E0

)β
]

, (20)
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where α is the power-law index, which we select to be
2.2, and β = 1 [94]. A is determined based on the given
condition:

∫ Emax

Emin

EpJp (Ep) dEp = Edens,T CrB , (21)

where the minimum proton energy is the rest mass energy
of the proton (Emin ≈ 1 GeV). The Edens,T CrB is the
energy density of protons around T CrB, determined by
the kinetic energy of the shock wave [39],

Ek = 0.5Mejv
2
sh = 2.0×1044

(
Mej

10−6M⊙

)( vsh
4500 km s−1

)2

erg ,

(22)
where Mej is the total ejection mass during the eruption.
Based on our T CrB nova model, Mej = 1.36×10−6 M⊙.
According to Caprioli and Spitkovsky [95], 10% of shock
kinetic energy can be converted to the energy of high-
energy protons. For the T CrB nova, the energy released
into accelerated protons (Ep,nova) is about 2.72×1043 erg.
Meanwhile, the energy density of protons surrounding
the T CrB can be determined by dividing the total energy
by the volume of the corresponding region,

Edens,T CrB =
3Ep, nova

4πr3sh
. (23)

Finally, we can calculate that the proton energy den-
sity near the shock wave is 102 erg/cm3, which is much
greater than that of the average energy density in cosmic
rays in the Milky Way (∼ 1 erg/cm3).
To validate the credibility of our hadron model, we

conduct an estimation on the γ rays emitted during the
RS Oph nova event and compare our results with those
presented by De Sarkar et al. [40]. Protons accelerated
by the shock of the nova interacting with ambient parti-
cles in RG wind also can produce high-energy γ-ray, pp
interactions resulting in the generation of neutral muons;
these muons subsequently decay into high-energy γ-ray
(π0 → 2γ). The fitting formula of γ-ray flux produced
by pp interaction has the same form as Eq. (18),

Φγ (Eγ) =
cnRG

4πD2
RE

∫ 1

0

σinel (Eγ/x) Jp (Eγ/x)Fγ (x,Eγ/x)
dx

x
,

(24)
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where DRE is the distance between RS Oph and Earth,
and x is Eγ/Ep. The key parameters for calculating the
γ-ray emissions of RS Oph include vsh = 4500 km/s,

rsh = 4 × 1013 cm, vRG = 10 km/s, ṀRG = 5 ×
10−7 M⊙ yr−1, τpp ≈ 2.2 × 106 s, B = 0.11 G, α = 2.2,
and E0 = 400 GeV. The γ-ray flux from RS Oph to
Earth is depicted in Fig. 10. Our analysis reveals that
the MAGIC and H.E.S.S. γ-ray data points can be consis-
tently explained by γ rays generated within our hadronic
model.

The muon neutrino flux after considering neutrino os-
cillations is illustrated in Fig. 11. Neutrino oscillations
refer to the phenomenon where neutrinos change from
one flavor state to another during propagation, including
transformations between electron neutrinos, muon neu-
trinos, and τ neutrinos. That is, the muon neutrino flux
reaching Earth is 1/3 of the total neutrino flux produced
by the pp interactions at the T CrB. The blue line is the
neutrino flux from the RS Oph outburst predicted by De
Sarkar et al. [40]. We reproduce their result and compare
it with our predictions of the neutrino flux of the T CrB.
The neutrino spectrum generated by the T CrB outburst
exhibits similarities to that of RS Oph, as predicted by
Gagliardini et al. [96]. However, due to its closer prox-
imity and higher maximum energy of proton production
during the outburst, the resulting neutrino flux reaching
Earth is amplified. As shown in Fig. 11, it is unlikely
that the current-generation IceCube will observe it.
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FIG. 11. The estimated total muonic neutrino flux reaching
Earth from T CrB (orange line). The blue line is the total
muonic neutrino flux from the RS Oph outburst. IceCube’s
upper limit on muon neutrino flux is the green line [97].

IV. CONCLUSIONS

Using mesa, we simulate the evolution for nova out-
burst with CO WD mass ranging from 0.6 to 1.1 M⊙,
and 1.1 M⊙ ONe WD. We calculate the low-energy nu-
clear and thermal neutrino luminosity and give neutrino
H-R diagram as well as low-energy nuclear and thermal
neutrino luminosity curves. Our results show that, dur-
ing the accretion phase, the nuclear neutrino is mainly
produced by the pp chains, and the thermal neutrino is
mainly dominated by plasma decay. Neutrinos are pro-
duced mainly by thermal processes. Compared with pho-
tons, neutrinos carry away less energy. However, during
the TNR, the temperature of the nuclear reaction zone
on the surface of the nova exceeds 7 × 107 K, the nu-
clear neutrino is mainly dominated by the CNO cycle,
and the thermal neutrino is mainly dominated by pho-
ton neutrino, and the nuclear neutrino will far exceed
the thermal neutrino. Meanwhile, the photon is easily
trapped during TNR, and the low-energy nuclear and
thermal neutrino luminosity rises rapidly and is much
larger than the photon luminosity.

The MWD, Ṁ , TC, and mixing have significant effects
on the low-energy nuclear neutrino luminosity of novae.
The temperature of the nuclear reaction zone on the sur-
face of a WD increases with mass, so does the low-energy
nuclear neutrino luminosity. The smaller the Ṁ , the
longer the outburst interval, the more accreted material,
and the more intense the outburst, so the greater the
low-energy nuclear neutrino luminosity. The model that
does not take into account mixing has a higher low-energy
nuclear neutrino luminosity because it has a denser ac-
cretion layer and a higher temperature. The cold nova
model has lower low-energy neutrino luminosity in the
accretion phase and higher low-energy nuclear neutrino
luminosity during the TNR. This is because its core and
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shell are both cooler during the accretion phase. It takes
longer to reach the TNR, so more material is accreted,
the shell is hotter, and the eruptions are more intense.

We predict that the low-energy nuclear neutrino peak
luminosity of the next outburst of the T CrB will be
2.7 × 108 Lν,⊙ with a low-energy nuclear neutrino out-
burst duration of 88 days. We also predict the low-energy
nuclear and high-energy hadronic neutrino flux that will
reach Earth during the next outburst of T CrB. The re-
sults show that it is unlikely for current-generation Ice-
Cube to observe the neutrino flux produced from the
hadronic processes during the T CrB next outburst.
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