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Supernovae Time Profiles as a Probe of New Physics at Neutrino Telescopes
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Neutrino telescopes, including IceCube, can detect galactic supernova events by observing the
collective rise in photomultiplier count rates with a sub-second time resolution. Leveraging pre-
cise timing, we demonstrate the ability of neutrino telescopes to explore new weakly coupled states
emitted from supernovae and subsequently decaying to neutrinos. Our approach utilizes publicly
available packages, ASTERIA and SNEWPY, for simulating detector responses and parametrizing neu-
trino fluxes originating from Standard Model and new physics. We present results for two beyond
the Standard Model scenarios and introduce the tool developed for testing a diverse range of new
physics models.

Introduction—The Standard Model (SM) is a re-
markable but incomplete theory. Puzzles such as the non-
vanishing neutrino mass, the origin of observed matter-
antimatter asymmetry, and the nature of dark matter,
among others, seek explanations beyond the SM (BSM).
Since there are also no firmly established clues on the
energy scale at which the new particles should appear,
numerous BSM searches across a wide range of scales
have been performed: from collider searches at high en-
ergies [1] to studies of cosmic microwave background at
temperatures near absolute zero [2].

Supernovae (SNe) release most of their energy in neu-
trinos, offering unique opportunities to test BSM physics
via neutrino interactions. The duration of the burst [3–
5] and inferred total energy of neutrinos [6–8] from SN
1987A—the only SN observed in neutrinos—have already
given tentative constraints on the energies that could be
carried by light BSM particles produced in the interior
of a star. Indeed, many different BSM scenarios have
been constrained in this way, see e.g. Refs. [9–18]. If,
additionally, BSM particles emitted from SNe can de-
cay to neutrinos en route to Earth, even stronger lim-
its can be set, as shown, for instance, in Ref. [19] for
Majoron-like bosons and in Ref. [20] for a realization fea-
turing a neutrino magnetic moment portal. In contrast
to SM neutrinos, BSM states produced in the SN core
can freely stream out without further interactions. Con-
sequently, they exit with higher energies than neutrinos,
typically around O(100) MeV. Provided such particles
decay to neutrinos, strong constraints can be set from
the fact that neutrinos of O(100) MeV were not recorded
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FIG. 1. The decay geometry for Majorons produced in
a SN. Both the additional distance travelled relative to the
direct line of sight and the potential non-relativistic speed of
the Majoron can induce a delayed signal relative to the SM
signal.

from SN 1987A [19, 20]. Such strategies were utilized
for neutrino experiments operating during the SN 1987A
event. Sensitivity projections for DUNE [21] and Hyper-
Kamiokande [22] in light of anticipated galactic SN event
were also performed.

The IceCube Neutrino Observatory has pioneered
the detection of neutrinos at O(PeV) energies [23, 24]
and has identified several specific astrophysical neutrino
sources [24–26]. IceCube is also expected to be able to
detect the next galactic SN [27]. In fact, a search for
MeV neutrinos from optically obscured galactic SNe was
recently performed in [28] as well as the search for tem-
poral correlation of MeV neutrino events with fast radio
bursts [29]. In both cases, the observable is a collective
rise in all photomultiplier rates on top of the background
noise in a certain time window, and it turns out that Ice-
Cube is sensitive to intervals as short as O(0.01) seconds.
In this Letter, we will demonstrate that such precise time
resolution will play a crucial role in testing new physics
from SNe.
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BSM states can give rise to off-time signals in two ways.
First, if the BSM particles are non-relativistic, they will
produce a delayed signal. However, it is also possible that
new states are light, implying that they may even exit
the SN at earlier times than certain flavors of SM neutri-
nos. Such an early BSM signal, which to the best of our
knowledge has not been previously considered, can, for
instance, be induced by light BSM states produced from
νe scattering inside the SN; they would then subsequently
decay to ν̄e, which chiefly induces the signal at IceCube.
This would happen at early stages of an SN, around the
neutralization burst, when νe are present, and ν̄e have
not been produced yet. Such novel timing patterns gener-
ically exist in models with new weakly interacting parti-
cles, such as the aforementioned Majoron model [19] and
the neutrino magnetic moment portal [18, 30].

In this work, we will show that, by using the timing
measurements, neutrino telescopes will be able to
provide powerful constraints on the BSM parameter
space in association with forthcoming galactic SN events.

The Model—First, we consider the Majoron model,
studied in Ref. [19], where SN 1987A constraints were
derived. The relevant part of the Lagrangian reads

L ⊃ −gαβνανβϕ+ h.c.−mϕϕϕ
∗ , (1)

where ϕ is the (pseudo)scalar, mϕ is its mass, and g
parametrizes interaction strength between ϕ and neu-
trinos. We assume flavor universal interaction and
hence gαβ ≡ gϕ δαβ . Majorons are produced from
(anti)neutrino coalescence in the star and subsequently
decay to a pair of (anti)neutrinos, resulting in BSM
(anti)neutrino flux emitted from the star. The total de-
cay width is given by Γϕ = 3g2mϕ/16π.

We will set SN bounce time tbounce as t = 0. Using
data from the simulation of 8.8M⊙ progenitor star [8] and
including effects of neutrino oscillations assuming nor-
mal mass ordering [31], we calculated standard neutrino
fluxes at Earth. Following Ref. [19], we also calculated
the flux of emitted Majorons. At t ≤ 0.05 s, Majorons are
mainly produced through νe and νx coalescence where νx
includes (anti)neutrinos of τ and µ flavor. After 0.05 s,
the flux of Majorons decreases with the total flux of neu-
trinos of all flavors. Thus, we found that the Majoron
flux peaks around t ∼ 0.05 s. We further cross-checked
the agreement with Ref. [19] by reproducing their bound
from SN energy loss.

Very weakly coupled Majorons immediately stream out
after being produced inside the star. On their way to
Earth, Majorons of energy Eϕ will travel at the speed
of β for a distance of L1, then decay to (anti)neutrinos
of energy Eν at an emission angle cosα = (2EϕEν −
m2

ϕ)/(2EνEϕβ). Daughter (anti)neutrinos will travel for
a distance L2 and reach Earth at the angle θ satisfying
DSN sin θ = L1 sinα for a SN that is DSN away; see the
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FIG. 2. Flux of ν̄e from SM production and two Ma-
joron hypotheses at Earth. We choose the parameters
gϕ = 10−10.2 and gϕ = 10−11.8 for mϕ = 1MeV and
mϕ = 200MeV, respectively.

decay geometry in Fig. 1. The time delay, δt, relative to
a relativistic particle moving along the line-of-sight path
from a SN to reach the Earth is given by [32]

δt =

(
L1

β
− L1

)
+ (L1 + L2 −DSN) , (2)

where we have split the contribution to δt into two parts:
the first part comes from the slow-moving Majorons be-
fore their decay, and the second part is due to the detour
from the line-of-sight path at the given emission angle α.

We will consider a SN event that happens in the galaxy
at a distanceDSN = 10 kpc, which is not unlikely [33, 34].
To get the characteristic value of δt, we can take L1 =
Lϕ with Lϕ = (Eϕ/mϕ)Γ

−1
ϕ β being the decay length of

ϕ. As for the parameter regions we considered, (DSN −
DSN cos θ) ≪ 10−3 s, δt can be approximated as

δt ≃ Lϕ

(
1

β
− 1

)
+ Lϕ(1− cosα) =

8π

3Eνg2ϕ
, (3)

which is roughly independent of Majoron energy Eϕ.

We can obtain the flux of daughter ν by considering
decays that occur only at L1 ≥ Rν

SN. As the smallest
decay distance beyond which the daughter neutrino can
escape the explosion unperturbed is roughly the radius
of the core, we take Rν

SN = 30 km. We will also limit
our analysis to a maximal time window of 100 s after SN
bounce. This time window is larger than typical values
of time delay arising in the model.

As ν̄e contribute chiefly to the signals at IceCube via
inverse beta decay (IBD), we show in Fig. 2 the differen-
tial fluxes of daughter ν̄e at different times for two bench-
mark points in the Majoron model, in comparison to the
SM ν̄e flux. We expect the observed signal timing distri-
bution at IceCube to follow these patterns of ν̄e flux.

From Fig. 2, we can observe that the energy of ν̄e
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FIG. 3. Timing profile of hits and test statistic as a function of the timing window. In the left panel, we show the hit
rate from the SM neutrino flux which peaks at around 0.1 s, coinciding with the peak emission of ν̄e from the SN. The shaded
regions correspond to the timing windows that give peak sensitivity to the particular model. These are the same benchmarks
in the parameter space as in Fig. 2. In the right panel, we show the test statistic as a function of the starting time and length of
the window for the heavy Majoron benchmark (mϕ = 200 MeV). The relatively broad distribution of high test-statistic values
shows that this analysis technique does not require extremely precise reconstruction of the tbounce.

from Majoron decay extends to 100MeV and above for
both benchmarks, as expected. Consider the light Ma-
joron case in Fig. 2. Majorons, generating neutrinos
with Eν̄e

≥ 150MeV, are nearly relativistic with the
emission angle α close to zero. The time delay can
be estimated from the first term in Eq. (3) given by
δt ∼ Lϕ(1/β − 1) ≲ 0.01 s. With such a negligible time
delay, the time dependence of the ν̄e flux is mainly inher-
ited from that of the Majorons upon production, with
larger fluxes at t ≤ 0.05 s. Notice that such a ν̄e flux
would arrive at the detector earlier than the peak of the
SM ν̄e flux, which is around t ≃ 0.1 s (see Fig. 2), and it
potentially leads to early signals at IceCube. Following
Eq. (3), the time delay for ν̄e with energy Eν̄e

∼ 10MeV
is typically ≳ 0.1 s. These ν̄e could be produced from
Majorons with low energy of O(10MeV) or with high
energies. For the low-energy Majoron case, the time de-
lay is mainly due to slow-moving Majorons, while for the
high-energy case, it is mainly from the detour. Such siz-
able time delays will shift the ν̄e peak flux to later times,
in comparison to that of their mother Majorons, as ex-
hibited in Fig. 2.

For the heavy Majoron case, the resulting ν̄e flux is
larger at later times, manifesting the time delay from
slowly moving Majorons. For the heavy Majoron bench-
mark in Fig. 2, we can estimate that δt ≳ 10 s for
Eν̄e

∼ 200MeV which is delayed compared to the peak
of the SM ν̄e flux. Compared to the light Majoron case,
such a large time delay is a combination of a more slowly
moving Majoron and a larger detour due to its large emis-
sion angle.

As L1 ≲ Lϕ, the time spread of the flux is roughly

given by the aforementioned characteristic value of time
delay, which is 0.1 s (≳ 10 s) for the light (heavy) bench-
mark case.

Detector Response and Statistical Treatment—
The IceCube Neutrino Observatory comprises 5,160
light-detecting digital optical modules (DOMs) buried in
a cubic kilometer of the deep, transparent Antarctic ice
sheet [35]. The DOMs are arranged on 86 strings of 60
DOMs each, with an interstring distance of 125 m (70 m
for the eight centermost strings). These DOMs detect the
photons emitted by the charged byproducts of a neutrino
interaction in or near the instrumented volume. This
enables IceCube to resolve individual neutrinos with en-
ergies ranging between a few GeV and a few PeV. The
neutrinos produced by SNe are far below this threshold
and cannot be individually resolved; however, the im-
mense number of neutrinos produced in a SN increases
the single-photon rate of the detector. This dramatic in-
crease in the rate of photons can be distinguished from
the background caused by dark noise and radioactive ac-
tivity in the DOM glass to enable the detection of galactic
SN events [36].

New physics will affect the development of a SN and
distort the temporal structure of the photon signal seen
in the IceCube detector. Thus, one may look for ex-
cess events in certain time intervals as evidence of this
new physics. In this work, we simulate the light curve
produced by a standard SN with a progenitor mass of
8.8 M⊙ and those produced by different BSM scenarios
mentioned previously; see the left-hand panel of Fig. 3
for light curves of the same two benchmarks from Fig. 2.

Since more than 93% of the photons detected in Ice-
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Cube originate in IBD interactions [37], the SM-only
event rate peaks at around 0.1 s. BSM scenarios, on the
other hand, can give rise to an early or delayed signal
depending on the particulars of the model. In essence,
Majorons can be generated before the peak of the SM ν̄e
flux, and as light Majorons can travel nearly relativisti-
cally, they can escape the SNe with negligible time delay
and then decay to an all-flavor flux of neutrinos, produc-
ing early ν̄e fluxes before the SM one. The higher-mass
Majorons, on the other hand, acquire a time delay from
traveling sub-luminally and at a large detour, thus pro-
ducing a later signal with sizable time delay.

We use the ASTERIA [38] package to simulate the detec-
tor response to the different SN scenarios and the thermal
and radioactive noise in the DOMs. This package simu-
lates light yields from coherent νe scattering off electrons
in the ice, IBD of ν̄e on nuclei in the ice, and charged- and
neutral-current interactions for να. In addition to pho-
tons produced in neutrino interactions, it also simulates
photons from thermal noise in the IceCube photomulti-
pliers (PMTs) and from radioactive decay in the pres-
sure glass housing. In order to interface with ASTERIA,
we use the SNEWPY [39] package and, in particular, the
ParametrizedFlux object to parametrize the flux with
the “pinching” factor [39, 40].

Since each DOM only sees photons originating from
within a sphere of radius ∼ 5.2 m [37], each module can
be treated independently if the intermodule spacing is
≳ 10.4 m. This criteria will be met in IceCube-Gen2 [41],
and thus, we should expect the total number of hits to
scale like the effective photocathode area, i.e.:

APC
eff =

∑

i

εiA
PC
i ,

where εi and APC
i are the quantum efficiency and photo-

cathode area of a PMT and the sum runs over all PMTs
in the detector. Using this method, we rescale the re-
sults from the simulation from IceCube to IceCube-Gen2
in order to estimate IceCube-Gen2’s sensitivity.

With the number of hits in the detector from noise,
SM-only scenarios, and BSM scenarios as a function of
time, we can then quantify the probability of seeing a
certain number of hits in a given time window with

−2∆LLH = 2

[
Nexp. −Nobs. +Nobs. log

(
Nobs.

Nexp.

)]
,

(4)
where Nobs. is the number of photons seen in the detector
in the given time and Nexp. is the number of photons ex-
pected from a particular BSM hypothesis. For each BSM
hypothesis, we select the time range that maximizes the
test statistic and use that maximal test statistic value.
The optimal ranges for each physics hypothesis are shown
by the shaded regions in the left panel of Fig. 3, which is
around 0.1 s (10 s) for the light (heavy) benchmark case,
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FIG. 4. Exclusion sensitivities for the Majoron case.
The lines on this plot show the exclusion sensitivity for Ice-
Cube, IceCube Gen-2, Hyper-Kamiokande and DUNE at 2σ
CL. Additionally, we also show the reaches by SN cooling
and by the lack of observation of high-energy neutrinos from
SN1987A as black lines. The sensitivities shown by the dashed
line are obtained following [20] with time-integrated data.

consistent with its time spread of the produced ν̄e flux.

In the right-hand panel of Fig. 3, we show the test
statistic as a function of the time at which the time range
begins, tstart, and the duration of the time range, ∆t, for
an example BSM hypothesis. The distribution of test-
statistic values is not sharply peaked in time. Thus, this
analysis retains much of its sensitivity even with errors
on the reconstruction of tbounce ∼ O

(
10−3 s

)
[42].

Results and Discussions— Assuming that IceCube
does not observe an excess neutrino above the expected
detector backgrounds and SM neutrinos, we obtain the
expected 2σ exclusion limits by finding the coupling
where Eq. (4) is equal to 3.841. We show these in
Fig. 4 for the Majoron case considering both IceCube
and IceCube-Gen2. To illustrate the broad physics ap-
plication of the analysis, we also show results for the
sterile neutrino case with magnetic portal in the Supple-
mental Materials. Current limits [19] from the energy
loss requirement, and non-observation of high-energy SN
neutrinos from SN 1987A are also shown in Fig. 4 for
the Majoron case. A future SN explosions would en-
able IceCube to improve current limits by one order of
magnitude. Moreover, while current limits from time-
integrated observables follow the behavior of gϕ ∝ m−1

ϕ

as Majoron production rate is proportional to (gϕmϕ)
2,

IceCube can provide a stronger limit than this by focus-
ing on the time window, especially before the peak of SM
ν̄e fluxes, to reduce SM condemnations.

We also present the estimated reaches of DUNE
and Hyper-Kamiokande in Fig. 4 by looking for time-
integrated high-energy neutrinos following Refs. [19, 20].
While the constraints from IceCube for the intermedi-
ate mass region are comparable to that from DUNE
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and Hyper-Kamiokande, we observe that for both low-
mass region mϕ ≲ 10MeV and high-mass region mϕ ≳
200MeV, IceCube can provide stronger constraints. This
is the outcome we expect. For light ϕ case with negligi-
ble time delay, IceCube would observe early signals in a
time window separated from that when most of the SM
flux contribution appears, as we show in the left panel
of Fig. 3, thus enhancing the reaches. On the high mass
end, neutrino signals will arrive much later than the SM
case, where a time window at late time can be considered
to reduce the standard neutrino contamination.

There are existing uncertainties from different model-
ing of SN explosions (see e.g. Ref. [43]) as well as discrep-
ancies between SN 1987A neutrino data and modeling.
Nevertheless, we point out that even the uncertainties
of around 2σ will only change our exclusion limits by a
small factor. We make the code used in this work publicly
available so that the impact of SN modeling uncertainties
on the sensitivity of neutrino telescopes to BSM scenarios
can be further explored.

Summary— In this Letter, we have demonstrated
that neutrino telescopes such as IceCube can provide un-
precedented probes of new physics, such as Majoron-like
bosons and neutrino magnetic moment portal, by mea-
suring SN time profiles to a window as short as O(0.01)
s. Specifically, signatures outside the SM neutrino time
window, including both early and delayed signals, can be
effectively probed by neutrino telescopes. This analysis
can be extended to test other BSM realizations including,
but not limited to, sterile neutrinos with a mixing por-
tal. Additionally, the code used to probe these models is
publicly available on GitHub.
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[20] V. Brdar, A. de Gouvêa, Y.-Y. Li, and P. A. N. Machado,
Phys. Rev. D 107, 073005 (2023), arXiv:2302.10965 [hep-
ph].

[21] R. Acciarri et al. (DUNE), (2015), arXiv:1512.06148
[physics.ins-det].

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

[23] M. G. Aartsen et al. (IceCube), Phys. Rev. Lett. 113,
101101 (2014), arXiv:1405.5303 [astro-ph.HE].

[24] M. G. Aartsen et al. (IceCube), Science 361, 147 (2018),
arXiv:1807.08794 [astro-ph.HE].

[25] R. Abbasi et al. (IceCube), Science 380, adc9818 (2023),
arXiv:2307.04427 [astro-ph.HE].

[26] R. Abbasi et al. (IceCube), Science 378, 538 (2022),
arXiv:2211.09972 [astro-ph.HE].

[27] L. K. (for the IceCube Collaboration), Journal of Physics:
Conference Series 309, 012029 (2011).

[28] M. Ackermann et al. (IceCube), (2023),
arXiv:2308.01172 [astro-ph.HE].

[29] M. G. Aartsen et al. (IceCube), Astrophys. J. 890, 111
(2020), arXiv:1908.09997 [astro-ph.HE].

[30] V. Brdar, A. Greljo, J. Kopp, and T. Opferkuch, JCAP
01, 039 (2021), arXiv:2007.15563 [hep-ph].

[31] A. S. Dighe and A. Y. Smirnov, Phys. Rev. D 62, 033007

https://github.com/jlazar17/NuTel_SNe_BSM/
https://wwwmpa.mpa-garching.mpg.de/ccsnarchive/
https://wwwmpa.mpa-garching.mpg.de/ccsnarchive/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysbps.2010.03.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysbps.2010.03.001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1001.2693
https://doi.org/ 10.1088/1475-7516/2016/01/007
http://arxiv.org/abs/1508.06342
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.58.1490
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.58.1490
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.58.1494
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.65.063002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.65.063002
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0107260
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.astropartphys.2008.12.010
http://arxiv.org/abs/0810.0466
http://arxiv.org/abs/0810.0466
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.251101
http://arxiv.org/abs/0912.0260
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.093014
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.093014
http://arxiv.org/abs/1102.5124
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.043012
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.043012
http://arxiv.org/abs/1605.00654
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/08/018
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/08/018
http://arxiv.org/abs/2004.11389
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.103007
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.103007
http://arxiv.org/abs/2107.12393
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2022/08/045
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2022/08/045
http://arxiv.org/abs/2204.11862
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.035022
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.035022
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.03244
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.083002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.083002
https://doi.org/ 10.1007/JHEP02(2019)171
http://arxiv.org/abs/1901.08596
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2014.11.009
http://arxiv.org/abs/1410.0221
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.115015
http://arxiv.org/abs/1803.03262
http://arxiv.org/abs/1803.03262
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.021001
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.021001
http://arxiv.org/abs/2209.11773
http://arxiv.org/abs/2209.11773
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.073005
http://arxiv.org/abs/2302.10965
http://arxiv.org/abs/2302.10965
http://arxiv.org/abs/1512.06148
http://arxiv.org/abs/1512.06148
http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.04163
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.101101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.101101
http://arxiv.org/abs/1405.5303
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aat2890
http://arxiv.org/abs/1807.08794
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.adc9818
http://arxiv.org/abs/2307.04427
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abg3395
http://arxiv.org/abs/2211.09972
https://doi.org/ 10.1088/1742-6596/309/1/012029
https://doi.org/ 10.1088/1742-6596/309/1/012029
http://arxiv.org/abs/2308.01172
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab564b
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab564b
http://arxiv.org/abs/1908.09997
https://doi.org/ 10.1088/1475-7516/2021/01/039
https://doi.org/ 10.1088/1475-7516/2021/01/039
http://arxiv.org/abs/2007.15563
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.62.033007


Supplemental Methods and Tables – S1

(2000), arXiv:hep-ph/9907423.
[32] J. Jaeckel, P. C. Malta, and J. Redondo, Phys. Rev. D

98, 055032 (2018), arXiv:1702.02964 [hep-ph].
[33] B. C. Reed, Astron. J. 130, 1652 (2005), arXiv:astro-

ph/0506708.
[34] K. Rozwadowska, F. Vissani, and E. Cappellaro, New

Astron. 83, 101498 (2021), arXiv:2009.03438 [astro-
ph.HE].

[35] M. G. Aartsen et al. (IceCube), JINST 12, P03012
(2017), arXiv:1612.05093 [astro-ph.IM].

[36] S. Griswold and S. BenZvi (IceCube), in 38th Interna-
tional Cosmic Ray Conference (2023) arXiv:2308.01843
[astro-ph.HE].

[37] R. Abbasi et al. (IceCube), Astron. Astrophys. 535, A109
(2011), [Erratum: Astron.Astrophys. 563, C1 (2014)],
arXiv:1108.0171 [astro-ph.HE].

[38] S. Griswold, S. BenZvi, N. Uberoi, and R. Cross, “Ice-

cubeopensource/asteria: v1.0.0,” (2020).
[39] A. L. Baxter et al. (SNEWS), Astrophys. J. 925, 107

(2022), arXiv:2109.08188 [astro-ph.IM].
[40] M. T. Keil, G. G. Raffelt, and H.-T. Janka, Astrophys.

J. 590, 971 (2003), arXiv:astro-ph/0208035.
[41] M. G. Aartsen et al. (IceCube-Gen2), J. Phys. G 48,

060501 (2021), arXiv:2008.04323 [astro-ph.HE].
[42] F. Halzen and G. G. Raffelt, Physical Review D 80

(2009), 10.1103/physrevd.80.087301.
[43] S. W. Li, J. F. Beacom, L. F. Roberts, and F. Capozzi,

(2023), arXiv:2306.08024 [astro-ph.HE].
[44] A. Caputo, H.-T. Janka, G. Raffelt, and E. Vitagliano,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 128, 221103 (2022).
[45] G. Chauhan, S. Horiuchi, P. Huber, and I. M. Shoe-

maker, (2024), arXiv:2402.01624 [hep-ph].
[46] R. Plestid, Phys. Rev. D 104, 075027 (2021),

arXiv:2010.04193 [hep-ph].

Supplemental Methods and Tables

Appendix A: Dipole Magnetic Moment Portal

10−1 100 101 102

mN [MeV]

10−12

10−13

10−14

10−15

10−16

d
[ M

eV
−

1
]

DUNE

Hyper-K

IceCube

IceCube-Gen2

Previously excluded

SNIIP
explosion

SUPPL. FIG. 1. Exclusion sensitivities for the magnetic moment case. The lines on this plot show the exclusion
sensitivity for IceCube, IceCube-Gen2, and the limits computed in [20] for Hyper-Kamiokande and DUNE. The sensitivities
shown by the dashed line have been previously computed [20] and use time-integrated data. The shaded regions are excluded
by the combination of energy loss requirement, non-observation of photon and neutrino signals from SN1987A studied in [20]
and by constraints on the energy release from SN explosion (SNIIP explosion) [44, 45].

Here we also present results for active-to-sterile neutrino transition magnetic moment described by [18, 20, 30]

L ⊃
∑

α

dαN̄σµνν
αFµν − MN

2
N̄ cN + h.c. , (A1)

where να and N represent active and sterile neutrinos, respectively. Further, Fµν is the field strength tensor of the
electromagnetic field, dα is the dimensionful coefficient of this dimension-5 term and MN is sterile neutrino mass. We
assume flavor universal interaction dα ≡ d. We consider the two production channels for N inside the SN: νe− → Ne−

at lower energies and νγ → N for larger active neutrino energies. Both processes occur due to the interaction term
in Eq. (A1); after N are produced, they decay to active neutrinos and photons which is again realized through the
same term in the Lagrangian, with the decay width for N → νγ given by ΓN = 6d2M3

N/4π [46]. The limits from
IceCube are shown in SUPPL. Fig. 1, together with previously excluded regions by energy loss, non-observations
of photons and neutrinos from SN1987A [20], and constraints on the energy release from low-energy SN explosions
(SNIIP) [44, 45]. We also point out that by neglecting the N production channel νp+ → Np+ inside SN, the limits
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we obtained are conservative relative to the SNIIP region taken from [45]. We notice that the time delay near the
exclusion boundary is typically of ∆t ∼ O(1) sec, which is longer than the standard ν̄e peak luminosity time scale
and this is why IceCube does not improve over the limits computed in [20] for DUNE and Hyper-Kamiokande.
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