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Basic Idea

Relic Supernova —
(RSN) cenario

ﬁ SFR: Star Formation Rate
IMF: Initial Mass Function
Types of SNe

ONeMg SNe, CCSNe, fSNe
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ONeMg-SN
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Basic Idea Astrophysical

Scenario

Relic SuPemova Star Formation Phase:

Neutrino h Star Burst / Quiescent

(RSN) Varying IMF:

Phase dependent
z-dependent
( Metallicity

dependent)
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Star Formation Phase:
Star Burst / Quiescent

N-body Cosmological Simulation

Lacey et al. MNRAS 462, 3854L
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Star Formation Phase:
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Varying IMF: 3.05- ® This work
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Event Rate without neutrino oscillation
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