arXiv:1706.10176v1 [astro-ph.HE] 30 Jun 2017

A search for low-energy neutrinos correlated with gravitational wave events GW150914, GW151226 and GW170104 with the Borexino detector

M. Agostini,^1 K. Altenmüller,^2 S. Appel,^2 V. Atroshchenko,^3 Z. Bagdasarian,^4 D. Basilico,^5 G. Bellini,^5 J. Benziger,^6 D. Bick,^7 G. Bonfini,^8 D. Bravo,^{9, 5} B. Caccianiga,^5 F. Calaprice,^{10} A. Caminata,^{11} S. Caprioli,^5 M. Carlini,^8 P. Cavalcante,^{8, 9} A. Chepurnov,^{12} K. Choi,^{13} D. D’Angelo,^5 S. Davini,^{11} A. Derbin,^{14} X.F. Ding,^1 A. Di Ludovico,^{10} L. Di Noto,^{11} I. Drachnev,^{1, 14} K. Fomenko,^{15} A. Formozov,^5 D. Franco,^{16} F. Froborg,^{10} F. Gabriele,^8 C. Galbiati,^{10} C. Ghiano,^{11} M. Giammarchi,^5 A. Goretti,^{10} M. Gromov,^{12} C. Hagner,^7 T. Houdy,^{16} E. Hungerford,^{17} Aldo Ianni,^{8, 18} Andrea Ianni,^{10} A. Jany,^{19} D. Jeschke,^2 V. Kobychev,^{20} D. Korablev,^{15} G. Korga,^{17} D. Kryn,^{16} M. Laubenstein,^8 E. Litvinovich,^{3, 21} F. Lombardi,^{8, 22} P. Lombardi,^5 L. Ludhova,^{4, 23} G. Lukyanchenko,^3 L. Lukyanchenko,^3 I. Machulin,^{3, 21} G. Manuzio,^{11} S. Marcocci,^{1, 11} J. Martyn,^{24} E. Meroni,^5 M. Meyer,^{25} L. Miramonti,^5 M. Misiaszek,^{19} V. Muratova,^{14} B. Neumair,^2 L. Oberauer,^2 B. Opitz,^7 F. Ortica,^{26} M. Pallavicini,^{11} L. Papp,^2 N. Pilipenko,^{14} A. Pocar,^{27} A. Porcelli,^{24} G. Ranucci,^5 A. Razeto,^8 A. Re,^5 A. Romani,^{26} R. Roncin,^{8, 16} N. Rossi,^8 S. Schönert,^2 D. Semenov,^{14} M. Skorokhvatov,^{3, 21} O. Smirnov,^{15} A. Sotnikov,^{15} L.F.F. Stokes,^8 Y. Suvorov,^{28, 3} R. Tartaglia,^8 G. Testera,^{11} J. Thurn,^{25} M. Toropova,^3 E. Unzhakov,^{14} A. Vishneva,^{15} R.B. Vogelaar,^9 F. von Feilitzsch,^2 H. Wang,^{28} S. Weinz,^{24} M. Wojcik,^{19} M. Wurm,^{24} Z. Yokley,^9 O. Zaimidoroga,^{15} S. Zavatarelli,^{11} K. Zuber,^{25} and G. Zuzel^{19} (The Borexino collaboration) 1 Gran Sasso Science Institute (INFN), 67100 L’Aquila, Italy 2Physik-Department and Excellence Cluster Universe, Technische Universität München, 85748 Garching, Germany 3National Research Centre Kurchatov Institute, 123182 Moscow, Russia 4IKP-2 Forschungzentrum Jülich, 52428 Jülich, Germany 5Dipartimento di Fisica, Università degli Studi e INFN, 20133 Milano, Italy 6Chemical Engineering Department, Princeton University, Princeton, NJ 08544, USA 7Institut für Experimentalphysik, Universität Hamburg, 22761 Hamburg, Germany 8INFN Laboratori Nazionali del Gran Sasso, 67010 Assergi (AQ), Italy 9Physics Department, Virginia Polytechnic Institute and State University, Blacksburg, VA 24061, USA 10Physics Department, Princeton University, Princeton, NJ 08544, USA 11Dipartimento di Fisica, Università degli Studi e INFN, 16146 Genova, Italy 12 Lomonosov Moscow State University Skobeltsyn Institute of Nuclear Physics, 119234 Moscow, Russia 13Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of Hawaii, Honolulu, HI 96822, USA 14St. Petersburg Nuclear Physics Institute NRC Kurchatov Institute, 188350 Gatchina, Russia 15Joint Institute for Nuclear Research, 141980 Dubna, Russia 16AstroParticule et Cosmologie, Université Paris Diderot, CNRS/IN2P3, CEA/IRFU, Observatoire de Paris, Sorbonne Paris Cité, 75205 Paris Cedex 13, France 17Department of Physics, University of Houston, Houston, TX 77204, USA 18Also at: Laboratorio Subterráneo de Canfranc, Paseo de los Ayerbe S/N, 22880 Canfranc Estacion Huesca, Spain 19M. Smoluchowski Institute of Physics, Jagiellonian University, 30059 Krakow, Poland 20Kiev Institute for Nuclear Research, 03028 Kiev, Ukraine 21 National Research Nuclear University MEPhI (Moscow Engineering Physics Institute), 115409 Moscow, Russia 22Present address: Physics Department, University of California, San Diego, CA 92093, USA 23RWTH Aachen University, 52062 Aachen, Germany 24Institute of Physics and Excellence Cluster PRISMA, Johannes Gutenberg-Universität Mainz, 55099 Mainz, Germany 25Department of Physics, Technische Universität Dresden, 01062 Dresden, Germany 26Dipartimento di Chimica, Biologia e Biotecnologie, Università degli Studi e INFN, 06123 Perugia, Italy 27Amherst Center for Fundamental Interactions and Physics Department, University of Massachusetts, Amherst, MA 01003, USA 28Physics and Astronomy Department, University of California Los Angeles (UCLA), Los Angeles, California 90095, USA (Dated: December 12, 2017)

We present the results of a low-energy neutrino search using the Borexino detector in coincidence with the gravitational wave (GW) events GW150914, GW151226 and GW170104. We searched for correlated neutrino events with energies greater than 250 keV within a time window of ±500 s centered around the GW detection time. A total of five candidates were found for all three GW150914, GW151226 and GW170104. This is consistent with the number of expected solar neutrino and background events. As a result, we have obtained the best current upper limits on the GW event neutrino fluence of all flavors (νe, νμ, ντ ) in the energy range (0.5 − 5.0) MeV.

I. INTRODUCTION

The observation of two gravitational wave events GW150914 and GW151226 and the candidate LVT151012 by the LIGO experiment [1–3] triggered an intensive follow-up campaign in neutrino detectors [4–7]. Čerenkov neutrino telecopes (ANTARES, IceCube [4]) and Pierre Auger Observatory [5] have searched for high energy neutrinos above 100 GeV and 100 PeV respectively. KamLAND has searched for inverse beta decay (IBD) antineutrino events with energies in the range (1.8 − 111) MeV [6] and Super-Kamiokande has reported the results for neutrino signals in neutrino energy range from 3.5 MeV to 100 PeV [7]. The neutrino and antineutrino events within a time window of ±500 seconds around the gravitational wave detection time were analyzed in the detectors mentioned above, but no evidence for an excess of coincident neutrino events was reported.

Electromagnetic detectors of photons, including Xand γ-rays [8–13] also did not show any counterpart for various wavelengths of electromagnetic radiation except a weak coincident excess above 50 keV and 0.4 s after GW159014 claimed by Fermi gamma-ray burst monitor [12, 14]. Data from the detectors listed above would be very important in determining the location of the GW source in the sky.

Combination of data from gravitational, neutrino and electromagnetic detectors forms a new multi-messenger approach leading to a more complete understanding of astrophysical and cosmological processes through combination of information from different probes.

Recently LIGO and Virgo Collaboration reported the observation of GW170104, a gravitational-wave signal measured on January 4, 2017 and produced by 50-solar mass binary black hole coalescence [15]. Here we report the results of a search for signals with visible energy above 0.25 MeV in the Borexino detector in coincidence with GW150914, GW151226 and GW170104 events. We look for neutrino signals from ν_e, ν_{x=μ,τ} and antineutrinos ν̄_e, ν̄_{x=μ,τ} originated in GW events that scatter on electrons. We also search for signals of ν̄_e that induce IBD on protons. Using the unique features of the Borexino detector – outstanding low background level, large scintillator mass and low energy threshold – new limits on low-energy neutrino fluence correlated with detected GW events have been obtained.

II. BOREXINO DETECTOR

Borexino is a liquid scintillator detector located underground at 3400 meters of water equivalent in the Gran Sasso Laboratory, Italy.

Figure 1: Principal scheme of the Borexino neutrino detector. Doping of PPO and DMP is shown by yellow and cyan colors respectively. Fiducial volume is shown in an arbitrary way and does not reflect the one used in the current analysis.

The detector design is based on a concept of graded shielding such that the radio purity level increases moving towards the detector center. The main housing of the detector is a cylinder with a hemispheric top with a diameter of 18 m and height of 15.7 m and is made of stainless steel with high radiopurity. Contained inside is a stainless steel sphere (SSS) with a diameter of 6.75 m and thickness of 8 mm fixed in place by a stainless steel support structure. The space between the outer barrel and stainless steel sphere is filled with ultrapure water and is equipped with 208 8-inch PMTs. It serves as a Čerenkov muon veto and is called the outer detector (OD). The inner side of the stainless steel sphere is equipped with 2212 8-inch PMTs of the inner detector (ID) and the inner volume is filled with pseudocumene (C_9 H_{12}). The inner detector contains two transparent spherical nylon vessels with a refractive index similar to that of pseudocumene with radii of 5.5 m (radon barrier) and 4.25 m (inner vessel, IV) located concentrically within the stainless steel sphere (see Fig. 1). The nylon used for these vessels was produced underground to fulfill high radiopurity requirements.

The scintillator volume inside the inner vessel has an admixture of PPO used for creation of Stokes shift [16]. The scintillator outside the inner vessel is doped with DMP that quenches light production decreasing scintillation signals whose origin is not in the IV.

The detector was carefully purified with various liquid handling procedures including water extraction campaign and shows exceptionally low level of radioactive impurities in the bulk of the inner vessel fluid [17].

A detailed description of the detector could be found elsewhere [17–29].

Borexino first detected and then precisely measured the flux of the^7Be solar neutrinos [20, 21, 30], has ruled out any significant day-night asymmetry of their interaction rate [26], has measured the^8B-neutrino rate with 3 MeV threshold [23], has made the first direct observation of pep neutrinos [27], has made the first spectral measurement of pp-neutrinos [28] and has set the best upper limit on the flux of solar neutrinos produced in the CNO cycle [27]. The uniquely low background level of the Borexino detector made it possible to set new limits on the effective magnetic moment of the neutrino [21], on the stability of the electron for decay into a neutrino and a photon [31], on the heavy sterile neutrino mixing in^8B decay [32], on the possible violation of the Pauli exclusion principle [33], on the flux of high energy solar axions [34], on antineutrinos from the Sun and other unknown sources [35], on Gamma-Ray bursts neutrino and antineutrino fluences [36] and on some other rare processes.

III. DATA SELECTION

The aim of data selection is to provide maximum exposure with minimum background contribution. Since the electron neutrino scattering searched in the current analysis has no interaction signature, background reduction has to be performed in a generic manner as a reduction of the detector count rate per unit of exposure. Thus, one should take the following background sources into consideration:

• Short-lived cosmogenic backgrounds (τ <∼ 1 s) produced within the detector fiducial volume, such as 12B,^8He,^9C,^9Li etc.

• Other cosmogenic backgrounds, produced within the detector fiducial volume, such as^{11}Be,^{10}C,^{11}C etc.

• Backgrounds of the inner nylon vessel, such as 210Pb and Uranium/Thorium decay chains.

• Natural backgrounds contained in the bulk of the detector fluid such as^{14}C,^{85}Kr,^{210}Bi and^{210}Pb.

These backgrounds can be suppressed by using information coming from the processed detector data such as ID/OD coincidences and position reconstruction. Cosmogenic backgrounds can be reduced by applying the detector temporal veto after each muon that could be discriminated through coincidence with outer veto as well as by pulse-shape discrimination [25]. A veto length of

Figure 2: Visible energy spectrum of Borexino detector data passing the selection procedure, obtained using weekly runs containing events GW150914, GW151226 and GW170104. The spectra corresponding to the GW151226 and GW170104 are shifted to the left by 15 and 30 keV for illustrative purposes. The plot shows the main spectral components, such as recoil electrons produced in elastic scattering of solar neutrinos from^7Be, decays of cosmogenic^{11}C and external gamma events caused by decays of^{214} Bi and^{208} Tl outside fiducial volume.

0.3 s after muons is applied to suppress^{12}B to a statistically non-significant level and reduce^8He,^9C and^9Li by factor of 3 with a live time loss of 1 %.

Backgrounds contained in the bulk can not be avoided since they can not be localized neither spatially nor temporally. Nevertheless, the number of counts can be reduced by setting a cut on visible energy. This is important specifically due to the presence of^{14}C in the scintillator.^{14}C produces a beta-spectrum with an endpoint of 0.156 MeV and has activity of roughly 110 Bq in the whole inner vessel.

The presence of this spectral component sets the lower threshold of the analysis to 0.25 MeV of visible energy^1. An additional threshold of 0.4 MeV of visible energy is

1 Visible energy spectrum of^{14}C is broadened up to this value due to the detector energy resolution

also used to reduce the^{210}Po and^{210}Bi background decays and the^7Be solar neutrino scattering on electrons.

Backgrounds contained in the nylon of IV can not be removed by any kind of purification and are therefore of the order of 10^2 – 10^3 times higher than within the bulk of the scintillator. The most dangerous components are 214Bi and^{208}Tl decays. These nuclides undergo β and β + γ decay processes with a continuous spectrum overlapping with the region used by this analysis. The only way to overcome this kind of background is to perform a geometrical cut on events, selecting those within a fiducial volume. The fiducial volume is defined such that all events within and further than 75 cm away from the IV are kept which corresponds to 3 standard deviations of position reconstruction uncertainty at the lowest energy threshold.^2. The corresponding fiducial volume has a mass of 145 t.

The energy spectra after applying these data selection cuts for both weeks containing GW events are shown in Fig. 2. The spectrum is dominated by^{14}C in the region below 0.250 MeV of visible energy, electron recoil from solar^7Be neutrinos in 0.25−1 MeV, by cosmogenic^{11}C in 1−2 MeV region and by external gamma-quanta of^{214}Bi and^{208}Tl in 2 − 3 MeV region. All these components can not be significantly reduced by any available data selection techniques without serious exposure loss. The final rates of background events are shown in Table I.

IV. ANALYSIS AND RESULTS

The observations of GW150914, GW151226 and GW170104 events were made on 14 September and 26 December 2015, and 4 January 2017 respectively, at times when the Borexino detector was taking data. The detection time and visible energy of Borexino events passing all data selection cuts in ±3000 s windows around GW150914, GW151226 and GW170104 are shown in Fig. 3.

A time window of ±500 s around the GW150914, GW151226 and GW170104 detection times is applied for further analysis. This time window covers the possible delay of a neutrino which propagates slower than GW (for a claimed distance of d ≈ 440 Mpc for GW151226 [2] the delay reaches 440 s for a 0.5 MeV neutrino with 70 meV mass^3 ), as well as possible earlier emission of neutrinos due to poorly constrained details of black hole - black hole (BH-BH) merger. Moreover, the choice is

2 Position reconstruction precision increases with energy due to statistical reasons 3 The P lanck 2015 CMB temperature and polarization power spectra in combination with the baryon acoustic oscillations data gives a limit on the sum of neutrino masses ∑ m_ν ≤ 0.17 eV at 95% C.L. [37]. Together with the measured oscillation mass differences [38] it leads to a constraint on the maximum neutrino mass m_1, m_2, m_3 of 70 meV.

consistent with the time window chosen in [4–7].

Two visible energy ranges are used in this analysis, the first is from 0.25 MeV to 15 MeV and the second extends from 0.4 to 15 MeV. The lower threshold of 0.25 MeV allows us to register neutrinos with energy as low as 0.41 MeV via neutrino-electron elastic scattering.

Figure 3: Borexino events between 0.25 MeV and 15 MeV visible energy occurring within ±3000 s of the GW150914 (black circles), the GW151226 (red squares) and the GW170104 (blue triangles) detection times. The closest events with energy 0.267 MeV, 0.485 MeV and 0.700 MeV occurred at 265 s, 291 s and 270 s after the GW150914, the GW151226 and GW17010, correspondingly. All events are consistent with the expected solar neutrino and background count rate.

Applying the selection cuts listed above leaves five candidates within ±500 s search window around the GW150914, GW151226 and GW170104 detection time respectively(Fig. 3). The closest events with energy 0.267 MeV, 0.485 MeV and 0.700 MeV occurred at 265 s, 291 s and 270 s after the GW150914, GW151226 and GW170104, respectively. One should note there are no extra events below 1 MeV within an extended window of ±1000 s. A delay of 1000 s corresponds to a 70 meV neutrino which has traveled 990 Mpc (the distance from GW170104 is 880 Mpc) with the minimal detectable energy of 0.41 MeV.

According to Borexino data from weekly runs containing the GW events, the total number of neutrino and background events expected in three 1000-second time windows is (6.5±0.1) (10^3 s 145 t)^{−1} and (5.1±0.1) (10^3 s 145 t)^{−1} for energy intervals (0.25 − 15) MeV and (0.4 − 15) MeV, respectively (Table I).

GW event Threshold, Count rate, Detected MeV ev/1000 s GW150914 0.25/0.4 2.07±0.06/1.68±0.06 2/0 GW151226 0.25/0.4 2.15±0.06/1.72±0.06 1/1 GW170104 0.25/0.4 2.28±0.07/1.72±0.06 2/1

Table I: Average Borexino count rate in 7 day runs containing the GW events in terms of events per 1000 s interval for 0.25 MeV and 0.4 MeV thresholds. The number of registered events inside ±500 s interval is shown in the rightmost column.

The upper limits on the fluence without oscillation for monoenergetic (anti-)neutrinos with energy E_ν are calculated as follows: Φ = N_{90}(E_ν , n_{obs}, n_{bkg} ) ϵN_eσ(E_{th}, E_ν ) (1) where N_{90}(E_ν , n_{obs}, n_{bkg} ) is the 90 % C.L. upper limit on the number of GW-correlated events in (E_{th}, E_ν ) range per single GW event, ϵ is the recoil electron detection efficiency, N_e = 4.79 × 10^{31} is the number of electrons in the Borexino fiducial volume, σ(E_{th}, E_ν ) is the total neutrino-electron cross-section integrated over the (E_{th}, E_ν ) interval. The recoil electron detection efficiency equals 1 with precision of fiducial volume definition of 4%. The upper limit N_{90}(E_ν , n_{obs}, n_{bkg} ) is calculated for the total number of observed events n_{obs} and for the known mean background n_{bkg} in accordance with the procedure [39]. The total cross-section σ(E_{th}, E_ν ) is obtained by integrating the (ν, e)-scattering cross-section dσ(E_ν )/dE_e [40] over recoil electron energies E_e between the electron threshold energy E_{th} and the neutrino energy E_ν :

σ(E_{th}, E_ν ) = ∫ dσ(E_ν , E_e) dE_e dE_e (2)

The limits obtained for various neutrino energies are summarized in Table II. The obtained constraints are shown in Fig. 4 along with the results from SuperKamiokande [7]. Borexino has set the best limits in the neutrino energy interval (0.5 – 5) MeV.

Since electron antineutrinos with energies greater than 1.8 MeV can interact with protons via IBD, we calculate their fluence upper limits for monoenergetic antineutrinos using relation (1) but replacing N_e with number of protons N_p. The analysis is similar to a geo-neutrino search by Borexino based on (5.5 ± 0.3) × 10^{31} protons × yr exposure. Only 77 antineutrino candidates were registered within 1842 live-time days of data taking [41]. IBD interactions were detected by coincidence of a positron and then a delayed neutron with detection efficiency of 84.2 ± 1.5 %. No IBD interactions were observed in ±500 s time windows around GW150914, GW151226 and GW170104 where the expected background is close to zero, so the 90% C.L. upper limits on the number of GW correlated events N_{90}(E_ν , n_{obs}, n_{bkg} ) is 2.44 [39]. The IBD cross-section for antineutrinos was calculated according to [42]. The results are shown on Fig. 4, line 5 and in table II, column 6.

Figure 4: Borexino 90% C.L. fluence upper limits obtained through neutrino-electron elastic scattering for νe (line 1), ν̄e (line 2), νμ,τ (line 3), ν̄μ,τ (line 4) and through inverse betadecay for ν̄e (line 5). Given are also the limits obtained by SuperKamiokande (line 6, 7, 8) and KamLAND (line 9).

If the neutrino spectrum ϕ(E_ν ) is not a monochromatic line, the total cross section for the electron recoil energy interval (E_1, E_2) required for (1) is calculated as:

σ(E_1, E_2) = ∫ ∫ dσ(E_ν , E_e) dE_e ϕ(E_ν )dE_edE_ν (3)

Eν , MeV νe νx ν̄e ν̄x ν̄e IBD 0.5 50 178 452 211 - 1.0 6.5 31 23 37 - 2.0 1.4 7.2 3.8 8.6 2.54 3.0 0.52 2.8 1.4 3.4 0.32 4.0 0.36 2.0 0.9 2.4 0.13 5.0 0.28 1.6 0.69 1.9 0.067

Table II: The upper limits on fluence per single GW event for all neutrino flavors in 10^{12} cm^{−2} units at 90% C.L. calculated for monochromatic neutrino lines

Since there is no reliable theory for the low-energy part of neutrino emission spectrum for BH-BH mergers, we calculate the fluence limits for two variants of neutrino spectrum ϕ(E_ν ). The first variant we considered is a standard power source model. Since the neutrino energies that Borexino is sensitive to are relatively low, we drop the E^{−2} dependence that is expected for high (>100 MeV) energy neutrinos and adopt the flat spectrum also used in [7]. Additionally, we calculate the limits for the spectrum given by the normalized Fermi-Dirac (F-D) distribution for effective neutrino temperature T , connected with average neutrino energy as ⟨E⟩ ≃ 3 T and zero chemical potential (η = 0). ϕ(E_ν , T ) ∝ (E_ν )^2 1 + exp(E_ν /T − η) (4) Although usage of the Fermi-Dirac distribution for approximation of the neutrino spectrum is only well motivated for a thermal neutrino flux (e.g. in SN collapse case [43–45], whereas outflowing energy released during BH-BH mergers produces non-thermal radiation, it could still have a similar neutrino component.

Substituting the flat normalized distribution for neutrino energies between 0 and 75 MeV (ϕ(E_ν ) = const) into (3) and integrating over the analyzed electron recoil energy interval (E_1, E_2) = (0.4, 15.0) MeV one gets the limits on the total electron neutrino fluence per single GW event:

Φ(ν_e) ≤ 2.3 × 10^{10} cm^{−2} (5)

Limits obtained for other neutrino flavors are shown in Table III.

Limits on the fluence in the case of Fermi-Dirac distributions within the energy range (0 − 500) MeV were calculated for different temperatures in steps of 0.5 MeV. The obtained limits are shown in Fig. 5. The obtained fluence constraints for the flat neutrino spectrum and Fermi-Dirac distribution with a temperature of 5 MeV are shown in Table III. For comparison the limit on ν_e fluence in the case of a flat neutrino energy spectrum in the range (3.5 – 75) MeV is 1.2 × 10^9 cm^{−2} [7] and the limit on ν̄_e fluence for F-D neutrino spectra at T = 4 MeV is 3.6 × 10^9cm^{−2} [6].

Spectrum νe νx ν̄e ν̄x ν̄e IBD Flat distribution 0.23 1.2 0.34 1.3 0.15 F-D (T=5 MeV) 1.4 7.8 2.9 9.1 0.04

Table III: The upper limits on GW event neutrino fluence in 10^{11} cm^{−2} units for two cases of neutrino spectrum (90% C.L.). Row 2 – flat neutrino spectrum in the range 0−75 MeV, Row 3 – Fermi-Dirac spectrum for T = 5 MeV

Figure 5: 90% C.L. upper limits on fluence for all neutrino flavors obtained for Fermi-Dirac neutrino spectrum with respect to effective neutrino temperature T . The inset shows Fermi-Dirac neutrino spectrum in case of T = 5 MeV.

The fluence upper limits can be converted into upper limits on the total energy radiated in the form of neutrinos for a BH-BH merger (E(BH-BH → ν_{e,x}, ν̄_{e,x})).

Here, we consider only the energy radiated by electron neutrinos under the assumption of flat neutrino spectrum in the range (0-75) MeV and isotropic angular distribution. Usage of the LIGO-determined distance for GW150914, GW151226 and GW170104 and relation (5) gives E(BH-BH → ν_e) ≤ 4.0 × 10^{61} erg. This value could be compared with the energy emitted in the GW channel that is claimed to be around 2 solar masses per single GW, 2M⊙ = 3.6×10^{54} erg. This suggests that successful detection of low-energy neutrinos should be possible only in the case of anisotropic angular distribution of neutrino emission. Limits on the energy radiated into neutrinos of other flavors can be easily calculated from table III.

V. CONCLUSION

We searched for an excess in the number of events detected by Borexino due to neutrino-electron scattering or IBD on protons correlated to the GW signals observed by the twin Advanced LIGO. We found no statistically significant increase in the number of events with an energy greater than 0.25 MeV in the detector during time windows of ±500 s around the GW150914, GW151226 and GW170104 gravitational events. As a result, new limits on the fluence of monochromatic neutrinos of all flavors were set for neutrino energies (0.5–15) MeV. These are the strongest limits for ν_{e,μ,τ} and ν̄_{μ,τ} for the neutrino energy range (0.5 − 5.0) MeV and the constraint on electron antineutrino fluence based on (ν̄_e, e)-scattering is the strongest in the (0.5 − 2.0) MeV energy range.

VI. ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The Borexino program is made possible by funding from INFN (Italy); the NSF (U.S.); BMBF, DFG, (HGF, and MPI (Germany); RFBR (Grants No. 15-02-02117, No. 16-29-13014, No. 16-02-01026 and No. 17-02- 00305), RSF (Grant No. 17-12-01009) (Russia); NCN Poland (Grant No. UMO-2013/10/E/ST2/00180); FNP Poland (Grant No. TEAM/2016-2/17). We acknowledge the generous support and hospitality of the Laboratori Nazionali del Gran Sasso (LNGS).

[1] B. P. Abbott, R. Abbott, T. D. Abbott, M. R.

Abernathy, F. Acernese, K. Ackley, C. Adams, T. Adams, P. Addesso, R. X. Adhikari, et al. (LIGO Scientific Collaboration and Virgo Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 131103 (2016), URL

http://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.131103.

[2] B. P. Abbott, R. Abbott, T. D. Abbott, M. R.

Abernathy, F. Acernese, K. Ackley, C. Adams, T. Adams, P. Addesso, R. X. Adhikari, et al. (LIGO Scientific Collaboration and Virgo Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 241103 (2016), URL

http://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.241103.

[3] B. P. Abbott et al. (Virgo, LIGO Scientific), Astrophys.

J. 833, L1 (2016), 1602.03842.

[4] S. Adrián-Martínez, A. Albert, M. André, M. Anghinolfi, G. Anton, M. Ardid, J.-J. Aubert, T. Avgitas, B. Baret, J. Barrios-Martí, et al. (Antares Collaboration and IceCube Collaboration and LIGO Scientific Collaboration, and Virgo Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 93, 122010 (2016), URL

http://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.122010.

[5] A. Aab, P. Abreu, M. Aglietta, I. Al Samarai, I. F. M.

Albuquerque, I. Allekotte, A. Almela, J. Alvarez Castillo, J. Alvarez-Muñiz, M. Ambrosio, et al. (Pierre Auger Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 94, 122007 (2016), URL

http://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.122007.

[6] A. Gando, Y. Gando, T. Hachiya, A. Hayashi, S. Hayashida, H. Ikeda, K. Inoue, K. Ishidoshiro, Y. Karino, M. Koga, et al., The Astrophysical Journal Letters 829, L34 (2016), URL

http://stacks.iop.org/2041-8205/829/i=2/a=L34.

[7] K. Abe et al. (Super-Kamiokande), Astrophys. J. 830, L11 (2016), 1608.08745.

[8] M. Tavani et al., Astrophys. J. 825, L4 (2016), 1604.00955.

[9] M. C. D?az et al. (TOROS), Astrophys. J. 828, L16 (2016), 1607.07850.

[10] E. Troja, A. M. Read, A. Tiengo, and R. Salvaterra, Astrophys. J. 822, L8 (2016), 1603.06585.

[11] M. Ackermann et al. (Fermi-LAT), Astrophys. J. 823, L2 (2016), 1602.04488.

[12] V. Savchenko, C. Ferrigno, S. Mereghetti, L. Natalucci, A. Bazzano, E. Bozzo, S. Brandt, T. J.-L. Courvoisier, R. Diehl, L. Hanlon, et al., The Astrophysical Journal Letters 820, L36 (2016), URL

http://stacks.iop.org/2041-8205/820/i=2/a=L36.

[13] J. L. Racusin et al. (Fermi-LAT), Astrophys. J. 835, 82 (2017), 1606.04901.

[14] J. Greiner, J. M. Burgess, V. Savchenko, and H. F. Yu, Astrophys. J. 827, L38 (2016), 1606.00314.

[15] B. P. Abbott, R. Abbott, T. D. Abbott, F. Acernese, K. Ackley, C. Adams, T. Adams, P. Addesso, R. X. Adhikari, V. B. Adya, et al. (LIGO Scientific and Virgo Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 118, 221101 (2017), URL

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.221101.

[16] G. G. Stokes, Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society of London Series I 142, 463 (1852).

[17] G. Alimonti, C. Arpesella, H. Back, M. Balata, D. Bartolomei, A. de Bellefon, G. Bellini, J. Benziger, A. Bevilacqua, D. Bondi, et al., Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors and Associated Equipment 600, 568 (2009), ISSN 0168-9002, URL

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S016890020801601X.

[18] G. Alimonti, C. Arpesella, H. Back, M. Balata, T. Beau, G. Bellini, J. Benziger, S. Bonetti, A. Brigatti, B. Caccianiga, et al., Astroparticle Physics 16, 205 (2002), ISSN 0927-6505, URL

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0927650501001104.

[19] H. Back, M. Balata, G. Bellini, J. Benziger, S. Bonetti, B. Caccianiga, F. Calaprice, D. D’Angelo, A. d. Bellefon, H. d. Kerret, et al. (Borexino Collaboration), Phys. Rev. C 74, 045805 (2006), URL

http://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.74.045805.

[20] C. Arpesella, G. Bellini, J. Benziger, S. Bonetti, B. Caccianiga, F. Calaprice, F. Dalnoki-Veress, D. D’Angelo, H. de Kerret, A. Derbin, et al., Physics Letters B 658, 101 (2008), ISSN 0370-2693, URL http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0370269307011732.

[21] C. Arpesella, H. O. Back, M. Balata, G. Bellini, J. Benziger, S. Bonetti, A. Brigatti, B. Caccianiga, L. Cadonati, F. Calaprice, et al. (Borexino Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 101, 091302 (2008), URL

http://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.091302.

[22] G. Bellini, J. Benziger, S. Bonetti, M. B.

Avanzini, B. Caccianiga, L. Cadonati, F. Calaprice, C. Carraro, A. Chavarria, F. Dalnoki-Veress, et al. (Borexino Collaboration), Physics Letters B 687, 299 (2010), ISSN 0370-2693, URL

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0370269310003722.

[23] G. Bellini, J. Benziger, S. Bonetti, M. Buizza Avanzini, B. Caccianiga, L. Cadonati, F. Calaprice, C. Carraro, A. Chavarria, A. Chepurnov, et al. (Borexino Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 82, 033006 (2010), URL

http://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.82.033006.

[24] G. Bellini, J. Benziger, S. Bonetti, M. B. Avanzini, B. Caccianiga, L. Cadonati, F. Calaprice, C. Carraro, A. Chavarria, A. Chepurnov, et al., Physics Letters B 696, 191 (2011), ISSN 0370-2693, URL

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S037026931001422X.

[25] G. Bellini, J. Benziger, D. Bick, S. Bonetti, M. B. Avanzini, B. Caccianiga, L. Cadonati, F. Calaprice, C. Carraro, A. Chavarria, et al., Journal of Instrumentation 6, P05005 (2011), URL

http://stacks.iop.org/1748-0221/6/i=05/a=P05005.

[26] G. Bellini, J. Benziger, D. Bick, S. Bonetti, G. Bonfini, D. Bravo, M. Buizza Avanzini, B. Caccianiga, L. Cadonati, F. Calaprice, et al. (Borexino Collaboration), Physics Letters B 707 (2012), ISSN 0370-2693.

[27] G. Bellini, J. Benziger, D. Bick, S. Bonetti, G. Bonfini, D. Bravo, M. Buizza Avanzini, B. Caccianiga, L. Cadonati, F. Calaprice, et al. (Borexino Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 051302 (2012), URL

http://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.051302.

[28] G. Bellini, J. Benziger, D. Bick, S. Bonetti, G. Bonfini, D. Bravo, M. Buizza Avanzini, B. Caccianiga, L. Cadonati, F. Calaprice, et al., Nature 512, 383 (2014), ISSN 0028-0836, article, URL

http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature13702.

[29] M. Agostini et al. (2017), 1704.02291.

[30] G. Bellini, J. Benziger, D. Bick, S. Bonetti, G. Bonfini, M. Buizza Avanzini, B. Caccianiga, L. Cadonati, F. Calaprice, C. Carraro, et al. (Borexino Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 107, 141302 (2011), URL

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.141302.

[31] M. Agostini, S. Appel, G. Bellini, J. Benziger, D. Bick, G. Bonfini, D. Bravo, B. Caccianiga, F. Calaprice, A. Caminata, et al. (Borexino Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 115, 231802 (2015), URL

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.231802.

[32] G. Bellini, J. Benziger, D. Bick, G. Bonfini, D. Bravo, M. Buizza Avanzini, B. Caccianiga, L. Cadonati, F. Calaprice, P. Cavalcante, et al. (Borexino Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 89, 112007 (2014), URL

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.112007.

[33] G. Bellini, S. Bonetti, M. Buizza Avanzini, B. Caccianiga, D. D’Angelo, D. Franco, M. Giammarchi, P. Lombardi, L. Ludhova, E. Meroni, et al. (Borexino Collaboration), Phys. Rev. C 81, 034317 (2010), URL

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.81.034317.

[34] G. Bellini, J. Benziger, D. Bick, G. Bonfini, D. Bravo, M. Buizza Avanzini, B. Caccianiga, L. Cadonati, F. Calaprice, C. Carraro, et al. (Borexino collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 85, 092003 (2012), URL

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.092003.

[35] G. Bellini, J. Benziger, S. Bonetti, M. B. Avanzini, B. Caccianiga, L. Cadonati, F. Calaprice, C. Carraro, A. Chavarria, A. Chepurnov, et al., Physics Letters B 696, 191 (2011), ISSN 0370-2693, URL

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S037026931001422X.

[36] M. Agostini, K. Altenm?ller, S. Appel, V. Atroshchenko, G. Bellini, J. Benziger, D. Bick, G. Bonfini, D. Bravo, B. Caccianiga, et al., Astroparticle Physics 86, 11 (2017), ISSN 0927-6505, URL

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0927650516301475.

[37] Planck Collaboration, Ade, P. A. R., Aghanim, N., Arnaud, M., Ashdown, M., Aumont, J., Baccigalupi, C., Banday, A. J., Barreiro, R. B., Bartlett, J. G., et al., AA 594, A13 (2016), URL

https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201525830.

[38] C. Patrignani et al. (Particle Data Group), Chin. Phys.

C40, 100001 (2016).

[39] G. J. Feldman and R. D. Cousins, Phys. Rev. D 57, 3873 (1998), URL

http://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.57.3873.

[40] J. N. Bahcall, M. Kamionkowski, and A. Sirlin, Phys. Rev. D 51, 6146 (1995), URL

http://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.51.6146.

[41] M. Agostini et al. (Borexino), Phys. Rev. D92, 031101 (2015), 1506.04610.

[42] A. Strumia and F. Vissani, Physics Letters B 564, 42 (2003), ISSN 0370-2693, URL

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0370269303006166.

[43] H.-T. Janka and W. Hillebrandt, Astronomy and astrophysics 224, 49 (1989), URL

http://adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1989A%26A...224...49J.

[44] M. T. Keil, G. G. Raffelt, and H.-T. Janka, Astrophys.

J. 590, 971 (2003), astro-ph/0208035.

[45] I. Tamborra, B. Muller, L. Hudepohl, H.-T. Janka, and G. Raffelt, Phys. Rev. D86, 125031 (2012), 1211.3920.