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Introduction and Main Purpose Basic Equations
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Successful supernova explosions are supported by % + V- (pv) =0, %(p’v) + V- (pvv +pl) = p(’;Q :
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Result 1: Effects of acoustic injection Result 2: Steady solution of perturbed eq.

Boundary conditions T, LESA is known as systematic deformation of standing shock by asymmetric neutrino
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Outer b.c. (7 = 74): Linearized Rankine-Hugoniot condition emission. But 1t 1s unclear which of asymmetry in lepton number flux F’/e I or
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5 Innerb.c. (r =1,):
' TFluctuations of neutrino luminosity
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Eigenmodes expansion T jf We consider 2 cases.
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Steady solution
We found self-sustained structure in both cases.

Growth rate and frequency of dominant pole
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Growth rates of shock deformation are enhanced by acoustic injection. o so/p.

Amplitude of dominant pole and resonance
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