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The next-generation water Cherenkov Hyper-Kamiokande detector will be able to detect thou-
sands of neutrino events from a galactic Supernova explosion via Inverse Beta Decay processes
followed by neutron capture on Gadolinium. This superb statistics provides a unique window to set
bounds on neutrino properties, as its mass and lifetime. We shall explore the capabilities of such a
future detector, constraining the former two properties via the time delay and the flux suppression
induced in the Supernovae neutrino time and energy spectra. Special attention will be devoted
to the statistically sub-dominant elastic scattering induced events, normally neglected, which can
substantially improve the neutrino mass bound via time delays. When allowing for a invisible de-
caying scenario, the 95% C.L. lower bound on τ/m is almost one order of magnitude better than
the one found with SN1987A neutrino events. Simultaneous limits can be set on both mν and τν ,
combining the neutrino flux suppression with the time-delay signature: the best constrained lifetime
is that of ν1, which has the richest electronic component. We find τν1 ≳ 4× 105 s at 95% C.L. The
tightest 95% C.L. bound on the neutrino mass we find is 0.34 eV, which is not only competitive
with the tightest neutrino mass limits nowadays, but also comparable to future laboratory direct
mass searches. Both mass and lifetime limits are independent on the mass ordering, which makes
our results very robust and relevant.

I. INTRODUCTION

The detection of core-collapse Supernova (SN) neutri-
nos from a future galactic explosion could provide mea-
surements and/or bounds on an incredibly broad number
of neutrino properties, such as their mass [1–3], mixing
parameters [4–8], Earth matter effects in the neutrino
propagation [4, 5, 9–27], decays or non-standard inter-
actions beyond the Standard Model (SM) paradigm [28–
30], as well as properties of the progenitor star [31] or the
Supernova neutrino models [32]. In this regard, future
neutrino detectors, generally devoted to study the neu-
trino mixing unknowns exploiting accelerator neutrinos,
can also act as Supernova neutrino observatories. The fu-
ture Hyper-Kamiokande (HK) [32, 33] water Cherenkov
detector will detect over ten thousand neutrino events,
for SN explosions occurring in our galaxy within a few
tens of kiloparsecs. Therefore, it is timely to explore the
sensitivities of such a future facility to neutrino prop-
erties. Here we shall focus on the neutrino mass and
lifetime. Concerning the mass, we exploit the time delay
experienced by neutrinos after traveling a distance D to
the Earth [34]

∆t =
D

2c

(
mν

Eν

)2

, (1)

see Refs. [1, 2] for early work and the more recent analysis
of Ref. [3] performed with the future DUNE Liquid Ar-
gon detector, where a sub-eV bound on mν has been de-
rived. This very competitive limit, comparable to those
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expected from laboratory direct neutrino mass searches,
was based on the detection of the SN neutronization peak
in the electron neutrino time spectrum. Thanks to the
large statistics expected in HK and the possibility of com-
bining statistics from different detection channels, the
former bound will be improved, as we shall see in the fol-
lowing. Concerning neutrino decays, in case the daughter
neutrino is a sterile state, the expected neutrino flux is
suppressed by the energy-dependent factor [35]

fi = exp

(
−D

E

mνi

τνi

)
, (2)

where mνi
and τνi

refer to the mass and lifetime of the
neutrino mass eigenstate i, respectively. While current
bounds on neutrino lifetimes are always quoted in terms
of τνi/mνi due to the impossibility of extracting indepen-
dently these two parameters, we shall see that it is pos-
sible to constrain both mνi and τνi separately, exploiting
neutrinos from SN.

The structure of the paper is as follows. Section II de-
scribes the SN neutrino fluxes and the expected events in
HK for different detection channels and neutrino flavors.
In Sec. III we exploit the time delay of SN neutrinos to set
a bound on the neutrino mass from HK, neglecting the
effects of a possible neutrino decay and exploring differ-
ent detection channels. Section IV presents the combined
analysis for both masses and lifetimes. Finally, we draw
our conclusions in Sec. V.

II. SUPERNOVA NEUTRINOS

Core-collapse SNe are factories of O(10MeV) neutri-
nos of all flavors. Their explosion mechanism can be di-
vided into three phases: the neutronization burst, which
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lasts for about 25ms and is characterized by a huge emis-
sion of electron neutrinos (e− + p → νe + n); the ac-
cretion phase, lasting ∼ 0.5 s during which high lumi-
nosity νe and ν̄e fluxes are radiated via the processes
e− + p → νe +n and e+ +n → ν̄e + p, and the final cool-
ing phase, when a hot neutron star is formed following
the emission of fluxes of neutrinos and anti-neutrinos of
all species within O(10 s). We use the following quasi-
thermal parameterization, representing well detailed nu-
merical simulations [36–39]

Φ0
νβ
(t, E) =

Lνβ
(t)

4πD2

φνβ
(t, E)

⟨Eνβ
(t)⟩ , (3)

and describing the double differential flux for each neu-
trino flavor νβ of energy E at a time t after the SN core
bounce, located at a distance D. Here, Lνβ

(t) is the
νβ luminosity, ⟨Eνβ

(t)⟩ the mean neutrino energy and
φνβ

(t, E) is the normalized neutrino energy distribution,
defined as:

φνβ
(t, E) = ξβ(t)

(
E

⟨Eνβ
(t)⟩

)αβ(t)

exp

{− [αβ(t) + 1]E

⟨Eνβ
(t)⟩

}
,

(4)
where αβ(t) is a pinching parameter and ξβ(t) is a unit-
area normalization factor. Input values for luminosity,
mean energy and pinching parameter have been taken
from the SNOwGLoBES software [40]. SNOwGLoBES in-
cludes fluxes from the Garching Core-Collapse Model-
ing Group 1, providing simulation results for a progen-
itor star of 8.8M⊙ [38]. Neutrinos undergo flavor con-
version inside the SN via the MSW (Mikheyev-Smirnov-
Wolfenstein) matter effect [14]. The neutrino fluxes at
the Earth surface (Φe and Φµ = Φτ = Φx) read as:

Φe = pΦ0
e + (1− p)Φ0

x , (5)

Φx =
1

2

[
(1− p)Φ0

e + (1 + p)Φ0
x

]
, (6)

with Φ0 being the neutrino flux produced in the SN core
and p the oscillation probability, with p = |Ue1|2 for an-
tineutrinos in Normal Ordering (NO), p = |Ue2|2 for neu-
trinos in Inverted Ordering (IO), and p = |Ue3|2 for neu-
trinos (antineutrinos) in NO (IO). Notice that here we
neglect possible non-adiabaticity effects occurring when
the resonances occur near the shock wave [41–48], and
the presence of turbulence in the matter density [49–56].
Also, effects due to interactions on Earth matter can be
ignored [3].

The main interaction channel in the HK detector is
Inverse Beta Decay (IBD):

ν̄e + p −→ n+ e+ . (7)

1 https://wwwmpa.mpa-garching.mpg.de/ccsnarchive/index.
html
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Figure 1. Cross-sections of the relevant processes for SN core-
collapse neutrinos in HK: IBD and ES. The ES ones have been
taken from SNOwGLoBES [40].

While the emitted positron is promptly detected by HK,
the neutron must thermalize and be captured on a proton
before being detected. Following the capture (after ∼
200 µs), a gamma-ray of 2.2MeV is emitted, but it cannot
be detected because of the HK efficiency cut. However,
by adding Gadolinium to the water, the emitted neutron
is captured in ∼ 20 µs, producing a γ-ray signal with
an energy of ∼ 8MeV, that can be observed by HK.
This allows tagging, with an efficiency near 90%, IBD
events and distinguish them from those events coming
from other interaction channels.

Elastic scatterings (ES) of neutrinos of all flavors with
electrons:

ν + e −→ ν + e , (8)

constitute a subdominant channel in terms of statistics.
The scattered electrons are forward-peaked, so an angu-
lar cut can be applied in order to detect the majority
of them. The different cross-sections, versus the SN neu-
trino energy, for the interaction channels here mentioned,
have been taken from SNOwGLoBES [40] and are depicted
in Fig. 1. The expected number of events coming from
a SN explosion at 10 kpc from Earth (which will be the
fiducial SN location throughout this manuscript) for each
interaction channel, (anti)neutrino flavor and oscillation
scenario, is shown in Tab. I. Notice that the addition
of Gd allows tagging the 90% of the total IBD events.
The 10% IBD events remaining cannot be distinguished
from other interactions and must be included in the ES
count. 2 No angular cut has been applied to the ES chan-
nel. Figures 2 and 3 show all these numbers of events as

2 The 10% inefficiency to tag IBD events is taken to be independent
of neutrino energy and emission time.

https://wwwmpa.mpa-garching.mpg.de/ccsnarchive/index.html
https://wwwmpa.mpa-garching.mpg.de/ccsnarchive/index.html
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Table I. Total number of predicted events in each interaction
channel in the two neutrino mass orderings. The relevant
ones for the analysis are obtained following the addition of
Gd, which allows tagging the 90% of total IBD, while the re-
maining 10% cannot be distinguished from other interactions
and must be included in the ES count.

Channel flavor NO IO

Gd-tagged IBD ν̄e 16209 16666

IBD untagged ν̄e 1801 1852

ES

νe 786 814
ν̄e 328 331
νx 139 137
ν̄x 113 112

IBD untagged + total ES all 3419 3494
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Figure 2. Number of neutrino events coming from the 90%
of Gd-tagged IBD (dotted lines) and those from the ES plus
untagged IBD (solid lines) interactions in HK as a function
of time. The inset depicts the number of neutrino events
expected in HK during the first 50ms of the SN burst.

a function of the emission time and neutrino energy, re-
spectively.

III. NEUTRINO MASS BOUND

We start by describing the procedure to compute the
HK sensitivities to the neutrino mass via Supernova neu-
trino time delays, assuming a degenerate neutrino mass
spectrum. We first generate our experimental datasets
for each channel and oscillation scenario, assuming mass-
less neutrinos and perfect time resolution for our studies.
On the other hand, we assume a given energy resolution
in the (MeV) energy range of interest, and smear the
neutrino energy of each generated event. The two free
parameters constrained in our fit are the neutrino mass
mν and an offset time toff [57] between the moment when
the earliest SN neutrino reaches the Earth and the de-
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Figure 3. Number of neutrino events coming from the 90%
of Gd-tagged IBD (dotted lines) and those from the ES plus
untagged IBD (solid lines) interactions in HK as a function
of energy.

tection of the first event i = 1. The fitted emission time
ti,fit for each event i depend on these two fit parameters
as follows:

ti,fit = δti −∆ti(mν) + toff , (9)

where δti is the time at which the neutrino interaction i
is measured in HK (with the convention that δt1 ≡ 0 for
the first detected event), ∆ti(mν) is the delay induced
by the non-zero neutrino mass (see Eq. 1), and toff is the
offset time. This parameter depends on the neutrino in-
teraction cross-section, so it is different for each detection
channel; furthermore, the addition of Gd in water allows
discriminating the IBD interactions from the rest, mak-
ing the two channels (i.e. Gd-tagged IBD and untagged
IBD + ES) statistically independent. This translates into
the possibility of performing a separate minimization for
each of them and then combine the results by summing.
All in all, our likelihood function L reads as [57]:

L(mν , toff) =

N∏
i=1

∫
R(ti, Ei)Gi(E) dE , (10)

where Gi is a Gaussian distribution with mean Ei and
σ = 0.6

√
Ei, with Ei in MeV units, accounting for the

energy resolution and R the rate function, defined as the
convolution of the neutrino flux, the cross-section of the
interaction, and on the detector efficiency. In the analy-
sis, the HK efficiency has been assumed like a step func-
tion with a energy threshold at 5 MeV. For each fixed
value of mν , we minimize the following χ2 function:

χ2(mν) = −2 log[L(mν , toff,best)] , (11)

where L(mν , toff,best) indicates the maximum likelihood
at this particular value of mν . Finally, we combine all
datasets for the same neutrino oscillation scenario to eval-
uate the impact of statistical fluctuations. For each value
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Table II. 95% C.L. sensitivity on mν in eV, from a sample of
HK SN datasets at D = 10 kpc, for the two neutrino mass
orderings.

Channel NO IO

Gd-tagged IBD 0.54 0.56

untagged IBD + total ES 0.68 0.46

Combined 0.48 0.40

of mν , we compute the mean and the standard deviation
of all toy dataset χ2 values. In order to estimate the al-
lowed range in mν , the ∆χ2 difference between all mean
χ2 values and the global mean χ2 minimum is computed.
The mean 95% C.L. sensitivity to mν is then defined
as the largest value of mν satisfying ∆χ2 < 3.84. The
±1σ uncertainty on the 95% C.L. sensitivity to mν can
be computed similarly, including into the ∆χ2 evaluation
also the contribution from the standard deviation of all
toy dataset χ2 values.

We show in Tab. II the 95% C.L. upper bounds on the
neutrino mass achieved in HK analyses in both individ-
ual and combined channels for the two possible oscilla-
tion schemes. Figure 4 shows instead the ∆χ2 profiles
as a function of neutrino mass mν , depicting the mean
sensitivities and their ±1σ uncertainties. Notice that, by
considering the Gd-tagged IBD case only (upper panel
in Fig. 4), due to the very high and similar statistics
achieved in all the oscillation schemes (see Tab. I), the
expectation is to find a bound which is independent on
the oscillation scenario. Indeed, this is what is obtained,
see the first row of Tab. II.

By adding the effect due to ES, which also allows be-
ing sensitive to the electron neutrino events from the SN
neutronization burst (see the inset in Fig. 2), the effects
on neutrino mass bounds result to be relevant, moving
to an oscillation-dependent global result (medium panel
in Fig. 4). This implies that, even if the expected num-
ber of events from the ES channel is smaller than the
one coming from IBD, few events coming from the SN
neutronization peak can set strong bounds on mν [3].
This is the reason why the best constraints are obtained
in the oscillation scenarios in which this neutronization
peak either remains unmodified or it is only partially sup-
pressed, as it is the case for the IO scheme. To conclude
the discussion, even if the ES channel is subdominant, it
grants the observation of all flavors neutrinos, not only
the ν̄e, providing the possibility to observe also the SN
neutronization peak and therefore improving consider-
ably the limits on the neutrino mass based on time delay
effects.

Adding the two detection channels therefore results
in an oscillation-dependent sensitivity limit on mν : our
tightest limits, which are obviously obtained within this
combined channel scenario, are below 0.5 eV, a factor
of two better than those obtained in Ref. [3], and quite
similar for both mass orderings.
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Figure 4. From top to bottom panel: ∆χ2 as a function
of mν for the likelihood exploited in the time-delay neutrino
signal from 90% of the total expected IBD events, from 10%
of the total expected IBD events (not tagged by Gd) plus
the contribution of all flavors ES and from both the tagged
IBD and the ES events, see the main text for details. The
horizontal lines depict the 95% C.L. sensitivities.
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IV. NEUTRINO LIFETIME AND MASS JOINT
CONSTRAINTS

Since neutrinos are massive, they can decay. Radia-
tive decays among two different neutrino mass eigenstates
νj → νi + γ [58, 59] have lifetimes longer than the age
of the universe, rendering these processes unobservable.
Nevertheless, in the presence of a new light or mass-
less mediator, such a decay rate could be higher. The
equation describing the transition probabilities account-
ing also for invisible decays reads as [35]

Pαβ =

3∑
i=1

|(UPMNS)αi|2|(UPMNS)βi|2 exp
(
−D

E

mνi

τνi

)
,

(12)
where UPMNS is the three-neutrino mixing matrix, τνi

is the lifetime of the neutrino mass eigenstate νi in the
rest frame, boosted in the laboratory frame by the fac-
tor γ = E/mνi

. Present lifetime limits on invisible neu-
trino decays range from CMB limits, τνi

/mνi
> (2.6 −

0.6)× 1010(mν/0.05 eV)2 s/eV at 95% C.L. [60–64] 3, to
those found from atmospheric and long-baseline neutrino
data, τν3

/mν3
> 2.9 × 10−10 s/eV at 90% C.L. [67] (see

Refs. [68–70] for future perspectives). Between these two
limits we have, from less to more constraining bounds,
those from solar neutrinos (τν2

/mν2
> 2.27 × 10−4 s/eV

at 99% C.L. [71, 72]), from BBN (τνi
/mνi

> 3×10−3 s/eV
at 95% C.L. [62]), from high-energy astrophysical neutri-
nos observed at IceCube (τνi

/mνi
> 10 s/eV at ≳ 2σ [73–

77]) and from SN1987A neutrinos [78–82] on the electron
antineutrino lifetime (τνi/mνi > 5.7×105 s/eV [83]). No-
tice that, since the neutrino mass mνi is unknown, life-
time limits are often quoted in terms of τνi/mνi . How-
ever, core-collapse SN neutrinos open the possibility of
extracting simultaneously the mass and the lifetime, re-
lying mostly on the time delays induced in the time spec-
trum and on the flux suppression induced in the energy
spectrum, respectively.

For the sake of simplicity, neglecting time delays, and
assuming that all neutrino mass eigenstates are decaying,
the overall picture of the neutrino flux arriving at the
detector would be given, depending on the mass ordering,
by

Φe = |Ue3|2f3Φ0
e + [|Ue1|2f1 + |Ue2|2f2]Φ0

x (13a)

Φ̄e = |Ue1|2f1Φ̄0
e + [|Ue2|2f2 + |Ue3|2f3]Φ0

x (13b)

Φx =
1

2
[(1− |Ue3|2f3)Φ0

e + (2− |Ue1|2f1 − |Ue2|2f2)Φ0
x)]

(13c)

Φ̄x =
1

2
[(1− |Ue1|2f1)Φ̄0

e + (2− |Ue2|2f2 − |Ue3|2f3)Φ0
x]

(13d)

3 See however Refs. [65, 66] for possible scenarios where the former
constraints are relaxed.

in NO, while

Φe = |Ue2|2f2Φ0
e + [|Ue1|2f1 + |Ue3|2f3]Φ0

x (14a)

Φ̄e = |Ue3|2f3Φ̄0
e + [|Ue1|2f1 + |Ue2|2f2]Φ0

x (14b)

Φx =
1

2
[(1− |Ue2|2f2)Φ0

e + (2− |Ue1|2f1 − |Ue3|2f3)Φ0
x]

(14c)

Φ̄x =
1

2
[(1− |Ue3|2f3)Φ̄0

e + (2− |Ue1|2f1 − |Ue2|2f2))Φ0
x]

(14d)

for IO, with fi given by Eq. (2). In the following, we
shall explore both the time delay and the neutrino decay
to see the combined effect and the sensitivities expected
from the future HK detector. For that, one needs to
convolute the fluxes given by the equations above with
the time delay factor described in Eq. (1) and discussed
in the previous section. To study the sensitivity to τν
and mν , the Poissonian χ2 function is adopted:

∆χ2(mν , τν) = 2
∑
i

[
Ni −N exp

i +N exp
i ln

Nexp
i

Ni

]
(15)

with Ni the rate content in the i−th energy and time bin
assuming zero neutrino mass and no decay, while N exp

i is
the expected rate. 4

We start by computing the limits on the quantity
bν = τν/mν , for the sake of comparison with existing
limits. We assume in the following that the neutrinos
are degenerate in mass. Table III and Fig. 5 present the
results for the different neutrino mass eigenstates arising
from different detection channels. Notice that the limits
barely depend on the hierarchy, and also that the tight-
est bounds are obtained for ν1, since in both NO and
IO in the antineutrino flux component (giving rise to the
IBD events, the most relevant channel) the factor f1 con-
taining τν1

is multiplied by the largest mixing matrix ele-
ment, |Ue1|2. The most constraining 95% C.L. sensitivity
we obtain is bν1

= τν1
/mν > 3.24× 106 s/eV, almost one

order of magnitude better than the lower limits found
from analyses of the SN1987A events. The sensitivity
on bν2

is considerably improved from that obtained with
solar neutrinos. The one on bν3 is also many orders of
magnitude above that provided by atmospheric and long
baseline neutrino data, even if it is the worst sensitivity,
due to the fact that in the antineutrino flux component
(giving rise to the IBD events) the factor f3 containing
τν3 is multiplied by the smallest mixing matrix element,
|Ue3|2. Both bν2 and bν3 sensitivities are also better than
the constraint obtained with high energy astrophysical
neutrinos once all channels are combined.

Figures 6 and 7 present the allowed contours in the
(mνi

, τνi
) planes for NO and IO, respectively, arising

4 For the sake of simplicity, we no longer consider the offset time
toff as a parameter in the fit.
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from the combinations of all detection channels explored
here (i.e. IBD tagged and untagged IBD + ES neutrino
events). The white lines denote the 95% C.L. allowed
contours. Notice that the results barely change with
the neutrino mass ordering. The marginalized limits and
∆χ2 profiles for the mass are presented in Tab. IV and
Fig. 8 respectively, for the different detection channels.
The tightest bound on mν is obtained from the combina-
tion of all channels: mν < 0.34 eV. It is very constraining
and robust, as it is close to current cosmological neutrino
mass limits, and it is independent of the precise neutrino
mass ordering. This limit is also very close to the pro-
jected sensitivities from the beta-decay experiment KA-
TRIN [84].

Table V and Fig. 9 illustrate the marginalized limits
and ∆χ2 profiles, respectively, for the neutrino lifetimes
τνi

of the different mass eigenstates. As in the case of the
marginalized bounds for the neutrino mass, the 95% C.L.
constraints on τνi do not depend on the neutrino mass
ordering. Also in this case, as in the bνi = τνi/mνi case
shown in Tab. III, the bounds are very poor for the third
mass eigenstate, especially in the case of untagged IBD
plus ES events. This is expected, as the factor f3 is
always weighted by the smallest mixing matrix element
|Ue3|2. The tightest bound we find is τν1 > 4.13 × 105 s
at 95% C.L. and after marginalizing over the neutrino
mass. To further assess the robustness of the limits de-
rived here, we have also performed an additional analy-
sis including the SN neutrino flux parameters as freely
varying inputs. Namely, we have considered as extra pa-
rameters the mean energy and the pinching parameter in
Eqs. (3) and (4) 5. The resulting upper bounds on the
neutrino mass are mildly affected, as they do not strongly
depend on the energy distribution, and are mainly ex-
tracted from the time-delay effect. In the case of the
neutrino lifetime, since the constraints are mostly driven
by the energy distribution profile, the 95% C.L. lower
bounds are modified, changing by one order of magni-
tude, as illustrated in the right panel of Fig. 9, where we
show the marginalized ∆χ2 functions also for the case in
which SN flux uncertainties are included. As the results
barely depend on the neutrino mass ordering, we only
depict the NO case.

V. CONCLUSIONS

Next generation neutrino detectors will be very sen-
sitive core-collapse SN neutrino observatories. A huge
number of events is expected in the Hyper-Kamiokande
(HK) water Cherenkov detector, provided the SN explo-

sion occurs in our galaxy within a few tens of kiloparsecs.
With thousands of neutrino events expected, we have ex-
plored here the potential of HK to measure the neutrino
mass and lifetime. Assuming that the SN is located at
10 kpc from us, we have simulated the neutrino events
from two different channels, namely, IBD electron anti-
neutrino tagged events due to the presence of Gadolin-
ium, which represent 90% of the total IBD events, and
untagged IBD events plus those from all flavors of neutri-
nos ad antineutrinos coming from ES processes with elec-
trons in the detector. Despite the lower statistics coming
from the ES channel compared to the tagged-IBD one,
its contribution is of great importance in order to set
constraints on the absolute value of neutrino mass via
time delays, as one would be sensitive to the neutroniza-
tion peak present in the SN electron neutrino flux. The
gain when exploiting that channel is twofold. On the one
hand, the sensitivity limits are improved by a factor of
two. Secondly, the bounds are almost independent of the
neutrino mass ordering. All in all, we find a 95% C.L.
sensitivity limit of ∼ 0.4-0.5 eV, very close to future sen-
sitivities from laboratory neutrino mass searches. We
have also explored the effect of neutrino decays. It is
possible therefore not only to constrain τν/mν but also
τν and mν independently. From what concerns the typi-
cal decay parameter τν/mν , we find sensitivities that are
one order of magnitude better than the limits reported
from SN1987A. When extracting simultaneously mν and
τ , we obtain mν ≲ 0.3 eV and τν > 4 × 105 s, both
at 95% C.L. Finally, we have reassessed the robustness
of our limits by including the possible uncertainties in
the SN neutrino fluxes, finding that in the case of the
neutrino mass, the lower limits remain stable while the
limits on τ are worse. The current study therefore clearly
states the rich potential of future neutrino detectors in
constraining neutrino properties robustly by exploiting
core-collapse SN neutrino events.
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Table III. 95% C.L. lower bounds on bνi =
τνi
mνi

(×106 s/eV) for the different channels considered here, see the main text for
details.

Channel NO IO

bν1 bν2 bν3 bν1 bν2 bν3

Gd-tagged IBD 3.11 1.31 0.06 3.10 1.27 0.06

untagged IBD
1.17 0.47 <10−4 1.17 0.55 <10−4

+ total ES

Combined 3.24 1.48 0.07 3.24 1.48 0.06
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Figure 5. From left to right panels: marginalized ∆χ2 function versus bν = τν
mν

for the likelihood exploited in the time-delay
signal in decaying neutrino scenarios from 90% of the total expected IBD events (tagged by Gd), from 10% of the total expected
IBD events (not tagged by Gd) plus the contribution of all-flavor ES, and from both the channels combined, see the main text
for details. The horizontal lines depict the 95% C.L. sensitivities.

Table IV. 95% C.L. sensitivity on mν (in eV) upper bounds
arising from the combined analysis of the effects due to neu-
trino delay and decay, for a SN at D = 10 kpc.

Channel NO IO

Gd-tagged IBD 0.38 0.37

untagged IBD + total ES 0.62 0.44

Combined 0.35 0.34
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Table V. 95% C.L. sensitivity on τν (×105 s) lower bounds
resulting from the combined analysis of both the effects due
to neutrino delay and decay, for a SN at D = 10 kpc.

Channel NO IO

τν1 τν2 τν3 τν1 τν2 τν3

Gd-tagged IBD 3.94 1.77 0.07 3.94 1.74 0.07

untagged IBD
1.48 0.58 <10−3 1.48 0.71 <10−3

+ total ES

Combined 4.12 1.86 0.08 4.13 1.87 0.08

[14] A. S. Dighe and A. Y. Smirnov, Phys. Rev. D 62, 033007
(2000), arXiv:hep-ph/9907423.

[15] C. Lunardini and A. Y. Smirnov, Phys. Rev. D 63,
073009 (2001), arXiv:hep-ph/0009356.

[16] K. Takahashi, M. Watanabe, and K. Sato, Phys. Lett.
B 510, 189 (2001), arXiv:hep-ph/0012354.

[17] C. Lunardini and A. Y. Smirnov, Nucl. Phys. B 616, 307
(2001), arXiv:hep-ph/0106149.

[18] G. L. Fogli, E. Lisi, D. Montanino, and A. Palazzo, Phys.
Rev. D 65, 073008 (2002), [Erratum: Phys.Rev.D 66,

039901 (2002)], arXiv:hep-ph/0111199.
[19] M. Lindner, T. Ohlsson, R. Tomas, and W. Winter,

Astropart. Phys. 19, 755 (2003), arXiv:hep-ph/0207238.
[20] C. Lunardini and A. Y. Smirnov, JCAP 06, 009 (2003),

arXiv:hep-ph/0302033.
[21] A. S. Dighe, M. Kachelriess, G. G. Raffelt, and

R. Tomas, JCAP 01, 004 (2004), arXiv:hep-ph/0311172.
[22] E. K. Akhmedov, M. A. Tortola, and J. W. F. Valle,

JHEP 06, 053 (2005), arXiv:hep-ph/0502154.
[23] B. Dasgupta, A. Dighe, and A. Mirizzi, Phys. Rev. Lett.

101, 171801 (2008), arXiv:0802.1481 [hep-ph].
[24] X.-H. Guo, M.-Y. Huang, and B.-L. Young, Phys. Rev.

D 79, 113007 (2009), arXiv:0806.2720 [hep-ph].
[25] K. Scholberg, A. Burgmeier, and R. Wendell, Phys. Rev.

D 81, 043007 (2010), arXiv:0910.3174 [astro-ph.IM].
[26] E. Borriello, S. Chakraborty, A. Mirizzi, P. D. Ser-

pico, and I. Tamborra, Phys. Rev. D 86, 083004 (2012),
arXiv:1207.5049 [hep-ph].

[27] R. Hajjar, O. Mena, and S. Palomares-Ruiz, (2023),
arXiv:2303.09369 [hep-ph].

[28] S. Shalgar, I. Tamborra, and M. Bustamante, Phys. Rev.
D 103, 123008 (2021), arXiv:1912.09115 [astro-ph.HE].

[29] E. A. Delgado, H. Nunokawa, and A. A. Quiroga, JCAP
01, 003 (2022), arXiv:2109.02737 [hep-ph].

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.62.033007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.62.033007
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9907423
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.63.073009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.63.073009
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0009356
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(01)00610-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(01)00610-4
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0012354
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(01)00468-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(01)00468-0
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0106149
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.66.039901
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.66.039901
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0111199
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1016/S0927-6505(03)00120-8
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0207238
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2003/06/009
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0302033
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2004/01/004
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0311172
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2005/06/053
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0502154
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.171801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.171801
http://arxiv.org/abs/0802.1481
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.113007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.113007
http://arxiv.org/abs/0806.2720
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.043007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.043007
http://arxiv.org/abs/0910.3174
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.083004
http://arxiv.org/abs/1207.5049
http://arxiv.org/abs/2303.09369
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.123008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.123008
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.09115
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2022/01/003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2022/01/003
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.02737


9

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
mν/eV

0

2

4

6

8

10
∆
χ

2
(m

ν
)

IBD tagged - IO

IBD tagged - NO

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
mν/eV

0

2

4

6

8

10

∆
χ

2
(m

ν
)

IBD no-tagged + ES - IO

IBD no-tagged + ES - NO

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
mν/eV

0

2

4

6

8

10

∆
χ

2
(m

ν
)

Combined - IO

Combined - NO

Figure 8. From left to right panels: marginalized ∆χ2 function versus the neutrino mass for the likelihood exploited in the
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104 105 106 107

τν/s

10−1

100

101

102

103

∆
χ

2
(τ
ν
)

IBD tagged

τν1
- IO

τν2
- IO

τν3
- IO

τν1
- NO

τν2
- NO

τν3
- NO

104 105 106 107

τν/s

10−2

10−1

100

101

102

∆
χ

2
(τ
ν
)

IBD no-tagged + ES

τν1
- IO

τν2
- IO

τν3
- IO

τν1
- NO

τν2
- NO

τν3
- NO

104 105 106 107

τν/s

10−2

100

102

104

∆
χ

2
(τ
ν
)

Channels combined

τν1
- IO

τν2
- IO

τν3
- IO

τν1
- NO

τν2
- NO

τν3
- NO

τν1
- SN uncertainties

τν2
- SN uncertainties

τν3
- SN uncertainties

Figure 9. From left to right panels: marginalized ∆χ2 function versus the neutrino lifetime for the likelihood exploited in the
time-delay signal in decaying neutrino scenarios from 90% of the total expected IBD events, from 10% of the total expected
IBD events (not tagged by Gd) plus the contribution of all-flavor ES, and from both the tagged IBD and the ES events, see
text for details. For the combined channels, NO case, we also illustrate the ∆χ2 functions including Supernova neutrino flux
uncertainties, see the main text for details. The horizontal lines depict the 95% C.L. sensitivities.

[30] A. M. Suliga and I. Tamborra, Phys. Rev. D 103, 083002
(2021), arXiv:2010.14545 [hep-ph].

[31] V. Brdar, M. Lindner, and X.-J. Xu, JCAP 04, 025
(2018), arXiv:1802.02577 [hep-ph].

[32] K. Abe et al. (Hyper-Kamiokande), Astrophys. J. 916,
15 (2021), arXiv:2101.05269 [astro-ph.IM].

[33] K. Abe et al. (Hyper-Kamiokande), (2018),
arXiv:1805.04163 [physics.ins-det].

[34] G. T. Zatsepin, Pisma Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 8, 333 (1968).
[35] J. F. Beacom, N. F. Bell, D. Hooper, S. Pakvasa,

and T. J. Weiler, Phys. Rev. Lett. 90, 181301 (2003),
arXiv:hep-ph/0211305.

[36] M. T. Keil, G. G. Raffelt, and H.-T. Janka, Astrophys.
J. 590, 971 (2003), arXiv:astro-ph/0208035.

[37] A. Mirizzi, I. Tamborra, H.-T. Janka, N. Sa-
viano, K. Scholberg, R. Bollig, L. Hudepohl, and
S. Chakraborty, Riv. Nuovo Cim. 39, 1 (2016),
arXiv:1508.00785 [astro-ph.HE].

[38] L. Hudepohl, B. Muller, H. T. Janka, A. Marek,
and G. G. Raffelt, Phys. Rev. Lett. 104, 251101
(2010), [Erratum: Phys.Rev.Lett. 105, 249901 (2010)],

arXiv:0912.0260 [astro-ph.SR].
[39] I. Tamborra, B. Muller, L. Hudepohl, H.-T. Janka,

and G. Raffelt, Phys. Rev. D 86, 125031 (2012),
arXiv:1211.3920 [astro-ph.SR].

[40] https://webhome.phy.duke.edu/~schol/snowglobes/.
[41] R. C. Schirato and G. M. Fuller, (2002), arXiv:astro-

ph/0205390.
[42] G. L. Fogli, E. Lisi, D. Montanino, and A. Mirizzi, Phys.

Rev. D 68, 033005 (2003), arXiv:hep-ph/0304056.
[43] G. L. Fogli, E. Lisi, A. Mirizzi, and D. Montanino, JCAP

04, 002 (2005), arXiv:hep-ph/0412046.
[44] R. Tomas, M. Kachelriess, G. Raffelt, A. Dighe, H. T.

Janka, and L. Scheck, JCAP 09, 015 (2004), arXiv:astro-
ph/0407132.

[45] B. Dasgupta and A. Dighe, Phys. Rev. D 75, 093002
(2007), arXiv:hep-ph/0510219.

[46] S. Choubey, N. P. Harries, and G. G. Ross, Phys. Rev.
D 74, 053010 (2006), arXiv:hep-ph/0605255.

[47] J. P. Kneller, G. C. McLaughlin, and J. Brockman, Phys.
Rev. D 77, 045023 (2008), arXiv:0705.3835 [astro-ph].

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.083002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.083002
http://arxiv.org/abs/2010.14545
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/04/025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/04/025
http://arxiv.org/abs/1802.02577
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/abf7c4
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/abf7c4
http://arxiv.org/abs/2101.05269
http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.04163
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.90.181301
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0211305
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/375130
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/375130
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0208035
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1393/ncr/i2016-10120-8
http://arxiv.org/abs/1508.00785
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.251101
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.251101
http://arxiv.org/abs/0912.0260
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.86.125031
http://arxiv.org/abs/1211.3920
https://webhome.phy.duke.edu/~schol/snowglobes/
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0205390
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0205390
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.68.033005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.68.033005
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0304056
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2005/04/002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2005/04/002
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0412046
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1475-7516/2004/09/015
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0407132
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0407132
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.75.093002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.75.093002
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0510219
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.74.053010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.74.053010
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0605255
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.045023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.045023
http://arxiv.org/abs/0705.3835


10

[48] A. Friedland and P. Mukhopadhyay, (2020),
arXiv:2009.10059 [astro-ph.HE].

[49] G. L. Fogli, E. Lisi, A. Mirizzi, and D. Montanino, JCAP
06, 012 (2006), arXiv:hep-ph/0603033.

[50] A. Friedland and A. Gruzinov, (2006), arXiv:astro-
ph/0607244.

[51] J. P. Kneller and C. Volpe, Phys. Rev. D 82, 123004
(2010), arXiv:1006.0913 [hep-ph].

[52] T. Lund and J. P. Kneller, Phys. Rev. D 88, 023008
(2013), arXiv:1304.6372 [astro-ph.HE].

[53] F. N. Loreti, Y. Z. Qian, G. M. Fuller, and A. B.
Balantekin, Phys. Rev. D 52, 6664 (1995), arXiv:astro-
ph/9508106.

[54] S. Choubey, N. P. Harries, and G. G. Ross, Phys. Rev.
D 76, 073013 (2007), arXiv:hep-ph/0703092.

[55] F. Benatti and R. Floreanini, Phys. Rev. D 71, 013003
(2005), arXiv:hep-ph/0412311.

[56] J. P. Kneller and A. W. Mauney, Phys. Rev. D 88, 025004
(2013), arXiv:1302.3825 [hep-ph].

[57] G. Pagliaroli, F. Vissani, M. L. Costantini, and A. Ianni,
Astropart. Phys. 31, 163 (2009), arXiv:0810.0466 [astro-
ph].

[58] S. T. Petcov, Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 25, 340 (1977), [Erra-
tum: Sov.J.Nucl.Phys. 25, 698 (1977), Erratum: Yad.Fiz.
25, 1336 (1977)].

[59] W. J. Marciano and A. I. Sanda, Phys. Lett. B 67, 303
(1977).

[60] S. Hannestad and G. Raffelt, Phys. Rev. D 72, 103514
(2005), arXiv:hep-ph/0509278.

[61] M. Archidiacono and S. Hannestad, JCAP 07, 046
(2014), arXiv:1311.3873 [astro-ph.CO].

[62] M. Escudero and M. Fairbairn, Phys. Rev. D 100, 103531
(2019), arXiv:1907.05425 [hep-ph].

[63] Z. Chacko, A. Dev, P. Du, V. Poulin, and Y. Tsai, Phys.
Rev. D 103, 043519 (2021), arXiv:2002.08401 [astro-
ph.CO].

[64] M. Escudero, J. Lopez-Pavon, N. Rius, and S. Sandner,
JHEP 12, 119 (2020), arXiv:2007.04994 [hep-ph].

[65] G. Barenboim, J. Z. Chen, S. Hannestad, I. M. Olden-
gott, T. Tram, and Y. Y. Y. Wong, JCAP 03, 087 (2021),
arXiv:2011.01502 [astro-ph.CO].

[66] J. Z. Chen, I. M. Oldengott, G. Pierobon, and Y. Y. Y.
Wong, Eur. Phys. J. C 82, 640 (2022), arXiv:2203.09075

[hep-ph].
[67] M. C. Gonzalez-Garcia and M. Maltoni, Phys. Lett. B

663, 405 (2008), arXiv:0802.3699 [hep-ph].
[68] P. F. de Salas, S. Pastor, C. A. Ternes, T. Thakore,

and M. Tórtola, Phys. Lett. B 789, 472 (2019),
arXiv:1810.10916 [hep-ph].

[69] S. Choubey, S. Goswami, and D. Pramanik, JHEP 02,
055 (2018), arXiv:1705.05820 [hep-ph].

[70] S. Choubey, M. Ghosh, D. Kempe, and T. Ohlsson,
JHEP 05, 133 (2021), arXiv:2010.16334 [hep-ph].

[71] A. S. Joshipura, E. Masso, and S. Mohanty, Phys. Rev.
D 66, 113008 (2002), arXiv:hep-ph/0203181.

[72] A. Bandyopadhyay, S. Choubey, and S. Goswami, Phys.
Lett. B 555, 33 (2003), arXiv:hep-ph/0204173.

[73] R. W. Rasmussen, L. Lechner, M. Ackermann, M. Kowal-
ski, and W. Winter, Phys. Rev. D 96, 083018 (2017),
arXiv:1707.07684 [hep-ph].

[74] P. B. Denton and I. Tamborra, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121,
121802 (2018), arXiv:1805.05950 [hep-ph].

[75] A. Abdullahi and P. B. Denton, Phys. Rev. D 102,
023018 (2020), arXiv:2005.07200 [hep-ph].

[76] P. Baerwald, M. Bustamante, and W. Winter, JCAP 10,
020 (2012), arXiv:1208.4600 [astro-ph.CO].

[77] M. Bustamante, J. F. Beacom, and K. Murase, Phys.
Rev. D 95, 063013 (2017), arXiv:1610.02096 [astro-
ph.HE].

[78] K. S. Hirata et al. (Kamiokande-II), Phys. Rev. Lett. 63,
16 (1989).

[79] K. Hirata et al. (Kamiokande-II), Phys. Rev. Lett. 58,
1490 (1987).

[80] R. M. Bionta et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 58, 1494 (1987).
[81] E. N. Alekseev, L. N. Alekseeva, I. V. Krivosheina, and

V. I. Volchenko, Phys. Lett. B 205, 209 (1988).
[82] E. N. Alekseev, L. N. Alekseeva, V. I. Volchenko, and

I. V. Krivosheina, JETP Lett. 45, 589 (1987).
[83] J. A. Frieman, H. E. Haber, and K. Freese, Phys. Lett.

B 200, 115 (1988).
[84] G. Drexlin, V. Hannen, S. Mertens, and C. Wein-

heimer, Adv. High Energy Phys. 2013, 293986 (2013),
arXiv:1307.0101 [physics.ins-det].

http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.10059
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2006/06/012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2006/06/012
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0603033
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0607244
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0607244
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.82.123004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.82.123004
http://arxiv.org/abs/1006.0913
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.023008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.023008
http://arxiv.org/abs/1304.6372
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.52.6664
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9508106
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9508106
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.76.073013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.76.073013
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0703092
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.013003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.013003
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0412311
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.025004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.025004
http://arxiv.org/abs/1302.3825
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.astropartphys.2008.12.010
http://arxiv.org/abs/0810.0466
http://arxiv.org/abs/0810.0466
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(77)90377-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(77)90377-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.72.103514
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.72.103514
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0509278
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2014/07/046
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2014/07/046
http://arxiv.org/abs/1311.3873
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.103531
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.103531
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.05425
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.103.043519
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.103.043519
http://arxiv.org/abs/2002.08401
http://arxiv.org/abs/2002.08401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2020)119
http://arxiv.org/abs/2007.04994
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1475-7516/2021/03/087
http://arxiv.org/abs/2011.01502
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-022-10518-3
http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.09075
http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.09075
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2008.04.041
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2008.04.041
http://arxiv.org/abs/0802.3699
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1016/j.physletb.2018.12.066
http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.10916
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2018)055
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2018)055
http://arxiv.org/abs/1705.05820
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/JHEP05(2021)133
http://arxiv.org/abs/2010.16334
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.66.113008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.66.113008
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0203181
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(03)00044-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(03)00044-3
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0204173
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.96.083018
http://arxiv.org/abs/1707.07684
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.121802
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.121802
http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.05950
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.023018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.023018
http://arxiv.org/abs/2005.07200
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2012/10/020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2012/10/020
http://arxiv.org/abs/1208.4600
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.063013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.063013
http://arxiv.org/abs/1610.02096
http://arxiv.org/abs/1610.02096
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.63.16
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.63.16
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.58.1490
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.58.1490
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.58.1494
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(88)91651-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(88)91120-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(88)91120-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2013/293986
http://arxiv.org/abs/1307.0101

	How much do neutrinos live and weigh?
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Supernova neutrinos
	Neutrino mass bound
	Neutrino lifetime and mass joint constraints
	Conclusions
	Acknowledgments
	References


