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ABSTRACT

While the subclass of interacting supernovae with narrow hydrogen emission lines (SNe IIn) consists

of some of the longest-lasting and brightest SNe ever discovered, their progenitors are still not well

understood. Investigating SNe IIn as they emit across the electromagnetic spectrum is the most

robust way to understand the progenitor evolution before the explosion. This work presents X-ray,

optical, infrared, and radio observations of the strongly interacting Type IIn SN 2020ywx covering a

period > 1200 days after discovery. Through multiwavelength modeling, we find that the progenitor

of 2020ywx was losing mass at ∼ 10−2–10−3 M⊙ yr−1 for at least 100 yrs pre-explosion using the

circumstellar medium (CSM) speed of 120 km s−1 measured from our optical and NIR spectra. Despite

the similar magnitude of mass loss measured in different wavelength ranges, we find discrepancies

between the X-ray and optical/radio-derived mass-loss evolution, which suggest asymmetries in the

CSM. Furthermore, we find evidence for dust formation due to the combination of a growing blueshift

in optical emission lines and near-infrared continuum emission which we fit with blackbodies at ∼
1000 K. Based on the observed elevated mass-loss over more than 100 years and the configuration of

the CSM inferred from the multiwavelength observations, we invoke binary interaction as the most

plausible mechanism to explain the overall mass-loss evolution. SN 2020ywx is thus a case that may

support the growing observational consensus that SNe IIn mass loss is explained by binary interaction.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Interacting supernovae (SNe) are defined by signifi-

cant interaction between the exploding star’s ejecta and

the dense surrounding circumstellar matter (CSM) ex-

pelled during the late stages of the progenitor star’s life.

This interaction generates shocks which create sustained

emission across the electromagnetic spectrum from the

radio to the X-rays (Chevalier & Fransson 2017; Chugai

& Danziger 1994). Most interacting SNe are Type IIn

supernovae (SNe IIn; Smith 2017), with Schlegel (1990)

being the first to note and classify the defining narrow

hydrogen emission lines in SNe IIn (for a full overview of

SN subtypes see Filippenko 1997, Gal-Yam et al. 2021,

and Modjaz et al. 2019). While SNe IIn constitute be-

tween ∼ 5% (Cold & Hjorth 2023) to 9% (Smith et al.

2011a) of core-collapse SNe (with many evolving sub-

types (Yesmin et al. 2024)), the progenitor class that

gives rise to these objects is relatively unconstrained.

The most significant piece of evidence used to make

deductions about SN IIn progenitors is the star’s pre-

explosion mass-loss rate. The mass-loss rates measured

for SNe IIn range from ∼ 10−4 to 100 M⊙ yr−1 (Tad-

dia et al. 2013), which pushes the limit for single-star

wind-driven mass loss well past the breaking point of

∼ 10−4 M⊙ yr−1 (Smith & Owocki 2006). Luminous

blue variables (LBVs) are the only observed class of

star that could produce such high (and relatively fast

at > 100 km s−1) mass-loss rates (Smith 2014; Smith &

Owocki 2006; Smith 2017; Taddia et al. 2013), although

it is now suspected that many LBVs originate in binaries

(see, e.g., Aghakhanloo et al. 2023; Smith & Tombleson

2015). While LBVs can match the measured mass-loss

rates, it is unclear why a star would explode directly af-

ter the LBV phase, when traditional single-star models

with strong mass loss expect LBVs to enter a Wolf-Rayet

phase (for potentially > 10, 000 yr before the explosion,

depending on initial mass) where it would lose nearly all

of its hydrogen (Heger et al. 2003). Nevertheless, there

has been direct observational evidence of LBVs explod-

ing as SNe IIn (e.g., SN 2005gl, Gal-Yam et al. 2007; SN

2009ip, Mauerhan et al. 2013).

This is not to say that every case of high mass loss

is associated with an LBV progenitor. Reguitti et al.

(2024) found from a limited sample that only ∼ 30% of

SNe IIn had pre-SN, LBV-like outbursts. Wave-driven

instabilities, pulsational pair instabilities, and binary in-

teraction are other potential mechanisms that may pro-

duce the requisite mass loss for SNe IIn (Woosley 2017;

Smith et al. 2007; Taddia et al. 2013; Smith & Arnett

2014; Quataert & Shiode 2012; Wu & Fuller 2021). How-

ever, for nearly all SNe IIn, the predictions of the pul-

sational pair instability do not match observed spectral

properties (Woosley & Smith 2022; Smith et al. 2023),

and the very brief ∼1 yr timescale for wave-driven mass

loss (Quataert & Shiode 2012; Wu & Fuller 2021) falls

far short of the sustained high mass loss needed for

decades to centuries in most SNe IIn (Smith et al. 2023).

This favors violent binary interaction as a primary agent

for the strong pre-SN mass loss (Smith & Arnett 2014).

In particular, recent work investigating spectropolarime-

try of SNe IIn (Bilinski et al. 2024) has suggested that

some kind of binary interaction leading to asymmetric

CSM may be the leading cause of pre-explosion mass

loss in SNe IIn.

CSM interaction in SNe is associated with dust for-

mation as well. Infrared (IR) spectra of SNe IIn have

revealed strong blackbody emission, providing robust

confirmation for the presence of dust (Fox et al. 2011).

However, the origins of the dust have been contested.

While some have posited the presence of IR echoes or

pre-existing dust for various SNe (Fransson et al. 2014;

Andrews et al. 2011; Tartaglia et al. 2020), others have

suggested that new formation of dust in the ejecta or the

dense shell between shocks is more likely, as evidenced

by the evolving blueshift seen in many optical SN IIn

spectra (Sarangi et al. 2018; Gall et al. 2014; Smith et al.

2012; Smith & Andrews 2020; Smith et al. 2023). This

phenomenon is also seen clearly in some SNe Ibn, like

SN 2006jc (Smith et al. 2008). There have been sepa-

rate arguments for pre-existing and newly forming dust

even for the same SNe such as SN 2010jl (Fransson et al.

2014; Gall et al. 2014; Maeda et al. 2013). Despite the

differing arguments about the location of the dust, it is

difficult to dispute that dust forms in the dense shell of

many SNe IIn based on progressively more observational

evidence (Gall et al. 2014; Smith et al. 2023).

To better probe the shock physics and the structure

within the CSM and ejecta, radio and X-ray emission

can provide a more detailed picture. Interacting SNe

are the only SN subtype expected to produce long-

lasting radio emission in the form of synchrotron radia-

tion from the accelerated electrons in the forward shock

(the shock moving outwards into the CSM) (Chevalier

1982). While any SNe IIn should produce radio emis-

sion, it has only been seen in a fraction of observed SNe

IIn. The first prototypical SNe IIn (SNe 1988Z, 1978K,
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1986J) were bright and well observed in the radio (van

Dyk et al. 1993; Ryder et al. 1993), while VLBI observa-

tions provided great spatial detail for non-SNe IIn like

SN 1993J and SN 2011dh (Bietenholz et al. 2012). De-

spite this early SN IIn treasure trove, in the following

three decades, fewer than 100 SNe have been detected

at radio wavelengths (Bietenholz et al. 2021).

Nevertheless, extensive modeling and analysis has

been done to paint the theoretical picture of these dense

radio-producing shocks. Chandra (2018) and Chevalier

& Fransson (2017) give a broad overview of the dif-

ferent types of absorption expected (synchrotron self-

absorption or free-free absorption). An understanding

of the absorption mechanism from observational data

is significant as it allows for an estimate of the pre-

explosion mass-loss rate.

In the X-rays, the general picture in most interact-

ing SNe is that the heating from a collisionless shock

will generate thermal photons hot enough to emit X-

rays (Chevalier & Fransson 2017; Margalit et al. 2022).

Other nonthermal mechanisms are possible, such as in-

verse Compton scattering (Chevalier & Fransson 2017),

and there has been a diversity in the emission seen

from X-ray-luminous SNe over the last three decades

(Dwarkadas & Gruszko 2012). X-ray observations of

interacting SNe and SNe in general are critical owing

to the wealth of information they reveal about element

abundances, the ejecta, and CSM density structure as

well as the presence of ionized/neutral lines which pro-

vide information about the density and state of the

shock (Dwarkadas et al. 2016).

Thus, the X-ray, radio, and optical results can be com-

bined to paint an overall picture of the pre-SN evolu-

tion from hundreds to thousands of years pre-explosion

up to the explosion date itself. This is what we seek

to do in this work for SN 2020ywx, an object for

which we obtained extensive radio, near-IR (NIR), op-

tical, and X-ray data. SN 2020ywx was first discov-

ered on 4 November 2020 (MJD 59157.64; all dates in

this paper given in UTC) by ATLAS in the o band

(Tonry et al. 2018; Smith et al. 2020). The SN was at

α = 11h53m26s.20 and δ = 10◦53′47.29′′ in host galaxy

WISEA J115326.45+105347.2 (Srivastav et al. 2020) at

a distance of 96Mpc (derived from the central redshift of

the host). While the host redshift is z = 0.0217, we find

from our higher resolution spectra that the H II region

near the SNe shows emission lines (which should be cen-

tered at 0 velocity) that are redshifted by ∼ 60 km s−1.

We thus adopt a redshift z = 0.0219 for this SN, as-

suming that galactic rotation causes the 60 km s−1 off-

set from the host redshift. We assume an uncertainty of

10% in the distance given that we have no alternative

measurements. Using the Schlafly & Finkbeiner (2011)

dust-map calibrations, we find a Galactic line-of-sight

extinction E(B − V ) = 0.024mag. Given there was no

Na ID absorption visible in any optical spectra taken of

the SN, we estimate this to be the total extent of the

reddening (i.e., no reddening from the host galaxy) and

apply it to all optical light curves and spectra.

Following the initial discovery, classification was done

by Pessi et al. (2020) using a spectrum taken with the

EFOSC2-NTT instrument on the European Southern

Observatory New Technology Telescope. SN 2020ywx

was identified as an SN IIn owing to the striking narrow

lines. With the last nondetection 106 days earlier on 21

July 2020, the SN was found after having been behind

the Sun post-peak and long past the explosion. Given

the heterogeneity among SN IIn light curves (Taddia

et al. 2013; Ransome & Villar 2024; Baer-Way et al.

2024) and the relative homogeneity of the spectra (Fil-

ippenko 1997; Ransome & Villar 2024) (essentially un-

changing for > 100 days), there is no simple way to

model SN 2020ywx in context with other SNe IIn to

constrain the explosion date. We thus take the explo-

sion date as the midpoint between the last nondetection

and the first detection, on 13 September 2020 (MJD

59105), with an uncertainty of ±53 days. A similar ap-

proach has been taken for other SNe (Anderson et al.

2014) — with the caveat that the nondetections and

detections are usually much closer in time. We note

that any differences in derived explosion date will not

impact our results significantly given that the optical,

radio, and X-ray data are generally taken > 300 days

post-discovery/explosion.

The layout of this paper is as follows. In § 2, we de-

scribe the data taken and the associated reductions. § 3

describes the fitting/modeling of our data. We inter-

pret the results in § 4 in the context of all the fitting

and modeling. In § 5, we discuss the combined results

to understand the overall picture of the SN progenitor

evolution and mass-loss mechanism. We summarize our

work on SN 2020ywx in § 6 and emphasize key take-

aways from this object in the context of SNe IIn as a

class.

2. DATA REDUCTION

We obtained extensive X-ray (§ 2.1), optical/NIR

(§ 2.2), and radio (§ 2.3) data of SN 2020ywx over > 3

yr.

2.1. X-Ray

As detailed in Table A1 (all data tables in the ap-

pendix), we obtained four epochs of Chandra data from

231 to 1219 days post-explosion of SN 2020ywx (DOI

https://doi.org/10.25574/cdc.355
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Radio 5 GHz VLA image 11/2021 LCO Optical r-band image 12/2021

Chandra ACIS-S image 11/2021

Figure 1. Radio, optical, and X-ray images of SN 2020ywx all taken ∼ 500 days post-explosion. The crosshairs point at the
reported location of the SN (Srivastav et al. 2020). North is up and east is to the left. We emphasize the lack of emission from
the host galaxy at radio and X-ray wavelengths. The beam size is shown in the radio image at 5GHz in the lower-left corner.
We additionally show 0.5 mJy contours in the radio image. We note that the host galaxy is not detected at all radio frequencies,
including down to 0.4 GHz.

here) as well as a set of four short exposure Swift-XRT

observations at 180 days post-explosion. The first two

Chandra epochs were taken under an approved TOO

proposal (PI P. Chandra) in Cycle 22 and the last two

epochs in Cycle 24 (with one set of 2 exposures which

we combined from March 2023) as part of program

GO-24500411 (PI P. Chandra). Data were taken with

the ACIS-S instrument and grating NONE in VFAINT

mode. The host galaxy is not X-ray bright (as confirmed

by matching the optical coordinates of the host to our

X-ray images — see Figure 1), and thus it was straight-

forward to obtain a spectrum using CIAO’s (Fruscione

et al. 2006) specextract. We fit thermal plasma mod-

els (details of choosing the model are laid out in § 3)

to the reduced Chandra data using HEASARC’s xspec

v12.14.0. The initial fitting was done using χ2 statis-

tics, and final estimates/errors were found using χ2

estimates as priors and Goodman-Weare MCMC with

50,000 chains and a 10,000 step burn-in with 20 walk-

ers. Uncertainties are reported as 1σ estimates from

the posterior chains. Fluxes at individual energies were

found using the PIMMS1 toolkit as xspec is unable to

obtain flux density at specific energies.

The four Swift observations, all from March 2021 (see

Table A1), were combined using the Swift online data-

reduction tools (Evans et al. 2007). Although the signal-

to-noise ratio (S/N) is low, we are able to construct a

1 https://cxc.harvard.edu/toolkit/pimms.jsp
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spectrum and use the parameters from the Chandra data

around the same epoch (∼ 200 days) to estimate the flux

combining all Swift data.

2.2. Optical/NIR

In the optical, follow-up observations of SN 2020ywx

started soon after discovery. Zwicky Transient Fa-

cility (ZTF) (Bellm et al. 2019) g/r-band and LCO

(Las Cumbres Observatory) gri-band photometry fol-

lowed the initial ATLAS detection within weeks and

the first Las Cumbres Observatory (LCO) spectrum was

taken 1 month after discovery. All LCO data are ob-

tained as part of the Global Supernova Project (GSP).

LCO photometric data were reduced using lcogtsnpipe

(Valenti et al. 2016), which calculates point-spread-

function (PSF) magnitudes after finding zero-points and

color terms (Stetson 1987). We converted the gri-band

values to AB magnitudes (Oke & Gunn 1983) using

SDSS catalogs (Smith et al. 2002).

As the SN was relatively close to its host galaxy

(∼ 0.5′′ away), host subtraction was performed for the

optical photometry. We used SDSS (Sloan Digital Sky

Survey) pre-SN host images to perform subtraction in

the g, r, and i bands for the LCO data, using the HOT-

PANTS (Becker 2015) algorithm for the subtraction.

ZTF (Bellm et al. 2019) data were obtained for 500 days

post-explosion in the g and r bands (Masci et al. 2019).

Further optical observations over the years post-

explosion were taken by other telescopes such as the

Keck 10m, the Shane 3m telescope at Lick Observatory,

the Bok telescope, and the MMT telescope. In total in

the optical, there were 12 LCO spectra, 1 LRIS Keck

spectrum, 2 Lick Kast spectra, 3 Bok telescope B&C

spectra, and 6 MMT spectra taken of SN 2020ywx.

LCO spectra were obtained on both the 2.0m Faulkes

Telescope North at Haleakala Observatory and the

Faulkes Telescope South at Siding Spring Observatory

with the FLOYDS robotic spectrographs. The wave-

length coverage is 3500–10,000 Åand the resolution is

R ≈ 1000. Reduction of the LCO spectra was performed

using the floydspec2 pipeline. The Lick/Kast spectra

were taken across the red and blue channels in the range

3500–8000 Å (Miller & Stone 1993) and were reduced in

the standard manner, obtained with the long slit at or

near the parallactic angle to prevent differential light

loss due to atmospheric dispersion (Filippenko 1982).

The Keck LRIS (Oke et al. 1995) spectrum obtained on

29 April 2022 at slightly higher resolution R ≈ 4000

(in the range 3100–6890 Å) was also reduced using stan-

2 https://github.com/svalenti/FLOYDS pipeline/

dard IRAF (Tody 1986, 1993) techniques. MMT data

were obtained with the Binospec (Fabricant et al. 2019)

instrument in single-object mode and the blue-channel

instrument. Binospec data were reduced using a dedi-

cated pipeline 3. Further MMT data were taken with the

Blue Channel spectrograph (Angel et al. 1979), which

were reduced using IRAF. The Bok spectra were ob-

tained using the Boller and Chivens spectrograph on

the 2.3m Bok Telescope at Steward Observatory, and

were reduced again using standard IRAF routines. A

summary of the optical spectra is given in Table A2.

Two of the NIR spectra of SN 2020ywx were ob-

tained using the Magellan Folded-Port InfraRed Echelle

(FIRE) instrument on the Baade telescope, while an-

other was obtained using Keck’s Near-InfraRed Echel-

lette Spectrometer (NIRES; Wilson et al. 2004, R ≈
5000). The FIRE data were reduced using FIREhose

with xtellcorr for telluric corrections. The Keck NIRES

observation was reduced using Spextool (Cushing et al.

2004). Spextool performs flat fielding and wavelength

calibration, followed by flux calibration of the combined

spectra using an A0V star, at a similar airmass than the

target, for proper telluric correction.

2.3. Radio

We obtained 3 epochs of Karl G. Jansky Very Large

Array (VLA) data of SN 2020ywx from 400–1200 days

post-explosion, along with 10 epochs of Giant Me-

terwave Radio Telescope (GMRT) data across bands

3, 4, and 5 (250–500MHz, 550–850MHz, and 1000–

1460MHz). Table A3 in the Appendix lists all radio

observations of SN 2020ywx used in this work. All of

the VLA epochs had observations in the S (2–4GHz),

C (4–8GHz), X (8–12GHz), Ku (12–18GHz), K (18–

26.5GHz), and Ka (26.5-40GHz) bands. The observa-

tions were made along with the flux calibrator 3C286

and phase calibrator J1120+1420 for both GMRT and

VLA observations. The flux calibrator was used to cal-

ibrate the absolute flux and was also used as the band-

pass calibrator.

The VLA data were analyzed using the standard

CASA tools running the most recent version of CASA-

VLA v6.5.4 (McMullin et al. 2007). The data in each

band were split as best as possible into symmetric sub-

sets of channels. We then used tclean to clean the over-

all image after calibration and fit a Gaussian at the SN

position to measure the flux using CASA’s imfit. Self-

calibration was performed on certain datasets that had

large phase errors, in particular the S-band datasets and

3 https://bitbucket.org/chil sai/binospec/wiki/Home

https://github.com/svalenti/FLOYDS_pipeline/
https://bitbucket.org/chil_sai/binospec/wiki/Home
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the March 2023 dataset in the Ku band (12-18GHz).

We ran the CASA calibration pipeline on all datasets

to check against our own reductions and found that the

results were consistent (within 1σ).

GMRT reductions were also done using CASA v6.6.1.

We performed an initial run through the GMRT pipeline

(Kale & Ishwara-Chandra 2021) followed by fine-tuned

phase self-calibration using tclean,gaincal, and applycal.

We added 10% uncertainties in quadrature to GMRT

and VLA measurements as the errors reported by CASA

task imfit may be underestimates (Chandra & Kanekar

2017). We combined the GMRT and VLA data to make

full wide-band radio spectra at three epochs from 0.4 to

40GHz.

3. DATA ANALYSIS

3.1. X-Ray Data Analysis

With the X-Ray data of SN 2020ywx reduced, we per-

formed fits to the reduced data to determine the best-

fitting model. The best fit (as measured by χ2) was

found by fitting each Chandra X-ray spectrum of SN

2020ywx with a thermal plasma model (xspec’s apec)

at Solar abundance (having no way to accurately con-

strain the host metallicity) with additional Gaussians

associated with line emission. This best-fitting model

is expected as the X-ray emission originates from shock

heating of the particles by the collisionless shock, espe-

cially at later times. The fits are shown with the data in

Figure 2. The details of each fit are provided in Table

1.

SNe IIn are expected to create very hot emission (>

20 keV) at early times stemming from the forward shock

(Chevalier & Fransson 2017). It is thus not surprising

that the temperature is unconstrained at > 10 keV over

the first two epochs owing to Chandra’s sensitivity from

0.2–10 keV. We found a temperature closer to 10 keV in

the final two epochs (see Figure 3), and thus allowed the

parameter to vary, albeit with large error bars. We use

these later constraints on the temperature in order to

make an approximation for the temperature in the first

two epochs of 20 and 15 keV. This estimate is based on

the expected power-law evolution t−2/(n−2) (Dwarkadas

& Gruszko 2012) of the shock-heated gas temperature,

where n is the ejecta density gradient exponent (ρej ≈
r−n) which we constrain at ∼ 6 through our X-ray and

radio modeling as described in § 4. While the ejecta

density profile may be changing over time, given that

the X-ray emission is probing the forward shock as also

detailed in § 4 we have no way to probe the density

profile through the reverse shock as was done for SN

1993J (Kundu et al. 2019). We thus assume a non-

changing ejecta density profile.

There is a distinct line at 6.5–7.0 keV in the first two

spectra. This is most likely a combination of the 6.7

and 6.9 keV ionized Fe lines. Although the line is quite

strong at our first two epochs, it faded in strength and

was not detected at the later epochs. This line is con-

firmed at a 3σ detection level in both early epochs as

shown in Figure 4. We interpret the varying width of

the feature as a result of the low spectral resolution, not

a true broadening. This line makes up > 10% of the

flux at both epochs. We froze the width of the iron-line

Gaussians as otherwise the fits did not converge. We

also find an additional Gaussian in the second epoch

at 3.8 keV (the inclusion of which significantly improved

the fit from a χ2
v of 1.4 to 1) potentially due to an ionized

line of calcium (rest energy 4.0 keV).

Over the last two epochs, there is no line emission at

a significant enough level to be detected. Given that the

column density fell by a factor of 2 between epochs and

that the iron line had flux 1.38× 10−13 erg cm−2 s−1 at

the second epoch, we would expect that the iron line

would still be detectable at > 5 × 10−14 erg cm−2 s−1

given the sensitivity limits of Chandra. This nondetec-

tion is thus somewhat surprising and we discuss its im-

plications in § 4.

For the Swift data from March 2021, we use the model

values obtained from the first epoch of Chandra data

from 2 May 2021 to obtain an estimate for the 0.2–

10 keV flux, 6.01+0.89
−0.91 × 10−13 erg cm−2 s−1. We com-

bine this with the Chandra flux values measured using

our models to find the overall 0.2–10 keV flux evolution.

However, we note that given the high temperatures mea-

sured at early times, we are not capturing the full X-

ray flux in our data. We thus opt to use the best-fit

xspec models to simulate the total flux over a range 0.2–

50 keV to find the “overall” X-ray luminosity evolution

as best as possible. We simulate the 0.2–50 keV flux us-

ing PIMMS at each Chandra epoch. Errors are extrapo-

lated based on the errors on the 0.2–10 keV unabsorbed

flux values. When fitting to our 0.2–50 keV light curve

with 10,000 MCMC chains, we find a power law that

goes as t−0.77.

The fit to the flux is shown in Figure 5. We expand on

these results (in particular the luminosity evolution and

the presence/disappearance of the iron lines) and what

they mean for the SN in terms of the mass-loss rate and

density gradients in the X-ray-emitting plasma in § 4.

3.2. Optical/IR

The optical light curve of SN 2020ywx covers a pe-

riod of 1200 days (Figure 6) and is striking in the

remarkably constant linear decline for > 1000 days

post-explosion. We fit the light curve with a linear
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Figure 2. The four Chandra X-ray spectra of SN 2020ywx with their fits (thermalized plasma models with associated Gaussians).
The models are denoted with dashed lines in cases where there are multi-component models (at the first two epochs). The
residuals are plotted as sign (data-model) × ∆χ2. For details on the best-fit parameters, see Table 1. We note the high
temperature seen in all spectra and the declining presence of the 6.7-6.9 keV ionized iron lines as well as the presence of the
4.0 keV Ca line in the second epoch.

Table 1. X-Ray Fit Details

Epoch Model χ2/ν NH(10
22cm−2) Temperature 0.2–10 keV Abs. Flux Unabs. 0.2–10 keV Flux

(keV) ( ergs
cm2 s

) ( ergs
cm2 s

)

2021-05-01 Thermal Plasma 1.34 4.37+1.11
−0.80 20 (frozen) 3.61+0.40

−0.42 × 10−13 6.17+0.90
−0.81 × 10−13

– Gaussian – – 6.8 (frozen σ = 0.1) – 6.28+2.89
−3.09 × 10−14

2021-11-10 Thermal Plasma 0.96 1.59+0.47
−0.39 15 (frozen) 3.78+0.43

−0.42 × 10−13 5.05+0.62
−0.59 × 10−13

– Gaussian – – 6.8(σ = 0.45 (frozen) – 1.33+0.41
−1.11 × 10−13

– Gaussian – – 3.8(σ = 0.3 (frozen)) – 1.94+1.10
−2.7 × 10−14

2023-03-23 Thermal Plasma 1.08 0.76+0.10
−0.21 13.598+30.315

−1.62 2.49+0.21
−0.09 × 10−13 3.43+0.14

−0.43 × 10−13

2024-01-15 Thermal Plasma 0.84 0.77+0.26
−0.26 10.38+32.37

−2.74 1.83+0.11
−0.12 × 10−13 2.48+0.09

−0.31 × 10−13

Note—X-Ray modeling details. Some of the flux errors on the 2021 data are given by χ2 1σ contours rather than chain estimation
owing to unbounded lower values from the MCMC chains.
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Figure 3. Temperature vs. column density contours from
the two epochs in March 2023 and January 2024. We obtain
a rough estimate for the temperature through these temper-
ature fits.

function using MCMC fitting and find a decay rate

of 0.00333+0.000015
−0.000016 magday−1 in the ZTF r band and

0.00455+0.00003
−0.00003 magday−1 in the ZTF g band. The dif-

ference in decline in the two bands is likely due to the

strong Hα emission contributing to the r-band measure-

ments. Given the lack of full coverage even into the

lower-wavelength optical range (no u band), and with

no photometry in the ultraviolet or IR, we do not at-

tempt measurements of the bolometric luminosity or any

blackbody parameters; we do not have early-time data

to constrain an inner radius or temperature of the CSM.

What is most striking about the optical spectra is the

similarity at each epoch. The first spectrum was taken

at 83 days post-explosion. We thus missed potential

early-time spectra in which the emission lines may have

been better described by Lorentzians owing to electron

scattering around the photosphere, as has been seen for

SNe IIn such as SN 2015da and SN 2010jl (Smith et al.

2023, 2012; Zhang et al. 2012).

In general, however, the early-time spectra look quite

similar to those of prototypical SNe IIn at ∼ 100 days.

There is a blue pseudo-continuum which is likely due
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Figure 4. Contours of the detection significance of the two
emission lines at ∼ 3.9 and 6.8 keV in the November 2021
X-ray spectrum of SN 2020ywx. The contours represent 1σ,
2σ, and 3σ contours from χ2 analysis.
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detail in our X-ray analysis section.
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Figure 6. The host-subtracted and extinction-corrected optical light curves of SN 2020ywx in LCO gri, ZTF gri, and ATLAS
o bands. The LCO i-band results differ from those of ZTF owing to varying wavelength coverage in the two bands. The dip in
LCO i band magnitude around 400 days is somewhat difficult to diagnose-it could be due to the declining Calcium NIR presence
or due to instrumentation issues. The dashed and dotted line indicates the best linear fit to the ZTF (as it is a bigger telescope)
g and r data at 0.0046mag day−1 and 0.0033mag day−1, respectively. The dash-dotted line indicates the expected radioactive
decay, which the light curves clearly do not follow as their decline is more shallow. The dashed vertical lines represent the times
at which optical spectra were taken.

to a combination of many blended emission lines as a

consequence of interaction seen in many subtypes of in-

teracting SNe (e.g., SNe Ibn, IIn, and Ia-CSM; Foley

et al. 2007; Fox et al. 2015). This blue pseudocontin-

uum fades, and the spectra become flat (no strong con-

tinuum) and line-dominated at later times.

The spectra shown in Figure 7 are notable in the very

strong Hα emission combined with other hydrogen lines,

a strong Ca II NIR triplet from the unshocked ejecta

(suggested by the very high speed ∼ 10, 000 km s−1

and by the line fading over time), some H II region

lines ([O III], [N II], [S II]), and narrow helium lines.

Given the different resolutions of our spectra, we must

be careful when interpreting the strength or absence

of lines, but given that we have spectra ranging from

low (R ≈ 600) to medium (R ≈ 5000) resolution,

we are still able to immediately ascertain certain as-

pects of the emission. The spectra are dominated by

narrow/intermediate-width hydrogen and helium emis-

sion lines coming from the unshocked CSM shed in later

phases of the progenitor’s life. Additionally, there is

no Na ID absorption which would indicate reddening

within the host galaxy, suggesting that most of the red-

dening is due to Milky Way absorption along the line of

sight (as we assume for the optical analyses).

We focus mainly on the Hα lines for our optical spec-

tral analysis given the wealth of information they pro-

vide. The evolution of the Hα and Hβ lines is shown in

Figure 8. It is clear that the Hα lines in many of the

spectra are contaminated by an H II region (revealed by

the Hα and [N II] λλ6548, 6584 lines), which is unsur-

prising considering the proximity of the SN to the center

of the host galaxy. This is a consistent issue for SNe

IIn and has caused misidentification of SNe IIn in the

past (Ransome et al. 2021). Unfortunately, there was

no spectrum taken of the host pre-SN to subtract out

the narrow emission lines from the H II region. Thus, we

perform separate fits to the H II region lines where they

are prominent in the spectra (considering that the loca-

tion of the slit will directly affect how much of the H II

region we capture). Another notable detail in the spec-

tra is that the broad/intermediate components are not

symmetric about zero velocity, even in the first epoch.

This suggests asymmetry starting at early times and dis-
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Figure 7. Extinction-corrected optical spectra of SN 2020ywx across all epochs. The Hα emission line is most prominent, but
there is additionally significant Hβ. We also note the declining presence of the Ca II NIR triplet.

favors the electron-scattering hypothesis for the origin of

the lines as these would be expected to be centered at

zero velocity.

We fit the continuum in our spectra with multi-order

polynomials (orders vary depending on the spectrum)

using astropy specutils and subtracted it for our line

fitting. To capture the Hα emission, we attempted

Gaussian, Lorentzian, and combined Voigt fits as the

emission lines are not particularly boxy, in contrast with

other interacting SNe which show boxy profiles as a con-

sequence of emission from the thin shell between the

unshocked CSM and shocked ejecta (Dessart & Hillier

2022). We calculated uncertainties in the fluxes when

necessary using a Fourier-smoothed filter, filtering out

the high-frequency noise and then taking a rolling stan-

dard deviation over a window similar to the size of a
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to guide the eye to the shifting central velocity. We normalize to the Hα peak narrow-line flux. The differing flux levels at
different epochs are likely due to relative flux calibration since we normalize only to the peak value of the Hα flux and have not
used photometry to do absolute flux-calibration for this plot.

typical emission feature around 40 Å, similar to the pro-

cedure of Liu et al. (2016). Our methodology agreed

within 60–140% of the calculated uncertainty arrays for

the spectra that had errors. We performed Monte Carlo

Markov Chain (MCMC) fitting on all spectra. We use

the emcee package (Foreman-Mackey et al. 2013), check-

ing for convergence via the stretch statistic.

The Gaussian fits were significantly better, providing

a better fit both by visual inspection and by χ2 (by a fac-

tor of > 2). We thus proceeded with MCMC Gaussian

fitting. We fit the three hydrogen components directly,

not making any assumptions beyond the Gaussian shape

about the width/central velocity of the components. In

the spectra in which [N II] lines (at 6548 and 6584 Å)

were apparent, we fit for these [N II] lines additionally

as best as possible. In all of the low-resolution spectra

(R ≲ 1000), the [N II] line at 6548 Å was too blended

with the hydrogen components to constrain on its own.

We thus note that our fits contain some minimal con-

tamination from the [N II] line on the blue side of Hα,

but we do not expect this to be a significant issue as this

line contains < 1% of the flux of Hα when resolved in

some of our MMT spectra.

We also find a P Cygni profile in Hα (improving χ2

of the fit significantly) in the medium-resolution MMT

spectra. The absorption trough of these P Cygni pro-

files is ∼ −100 km s−1 across a 300 day gap in the

first 500 days post-explosion. We are able to constrain

the absorption velocity (which we take as the CSM

speed, since the absorption trough should exactly trace
the expanding unshocked CSM (Chevalier & Fransson

2017)) by finding the velocity at the minimum of the

absorption trough and determining uncertainties from

the resolution of the spectrum (as it was clear which

resolution element contained the minimum). We find

vabs = vCSM = 120± 22 km s−1 in the MMT spectrum

at day 448. This CSM speed is relevant for our analy-

sis across wavelengths. The fit to the Hα profile with

P Cygni absorption is shown in Figure 10. The presence

of the absorption component confirms that part of the

narrow hydrogen emission comes from the unshocked

CSM; an H II region would not create a P Cygni profile

but the outward-moving CSM would.

An example of our fits to one of our spectra with the

posterior chains is plotted in Figure 9. A portion of

the fitting results that show the general evolution are
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Figure 9. MCMC posteriors and the fitting (with H II region contamination from [N II]) to the first optical spectrum of SN
2020ywx (83 days post-explosion). B, I, N, and NII refer to the broad, narrow, intermediate, and [N II] components of the
model. A and C refer to amplitude and central velocity, respectively.

Table 2. Optical multicomponent Hα fitting across epochs

Days since explosion Broad FWHM (km/s) Narrow FWHM Intermediate FWHM [N II] 6584 Å FWHM [N II] 6548 Å FWHM

83 15360+133
−132 520+14

−14 2720+94
−89 450+50

−46 –

189 13390+30
−29 80+1

−1 2630+6
−6 80+3

−3 280+11
−11

594 4750+80
−77 110+1

−1 1960+7
−7 210+16

−24 –

1269 – 100+4
−4 1510+132

−121 260+192
−117 –

Note—We provide fitting results which show the general trend across epochs. The results are rounded from the exact fitting results to 3
significant figures to reflect the accuracy of the measurements. The blending with [N II] lines is hard to disentangle through fitting in the
lower-resolution spectra. The width of the narrow [N II] components is set by the resolution of the instrument. All velocities are given in
km s−1.
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given in Table 2. The upper and lower error bars are 1σ

from the MCMC posterior distributions. We interpret

the evolution and widths of the line components in the

optical portion of § 4.

The three NIR spectra of SN 2020ywx (see Table A2)

have similarities with the optical spectra in that they

are marked by narrow and intermediate-width emission

lines. We fit to hydrogen and helium lines again using

MCMC methods. Of particular note is the dramatic

P Cygni profile in the helium 1.083µm line in the NIRES

February 2022 spectrum. We measure a full width at

half-maximum intensity (FWHM) of this emission line

of 115+21
−26 km s−1. This is quite close to the speed as

measured from the absorption trough of the Hα P Cygni

line. We show the normalized fits to this helium profile

as well as Hα in Figure 10. Given this measurement, we

assume that the CSM speed is not changing over time,

given that we find an almost identical value at epochs

150 days apart.
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Figure 10. P Cygni profiles in optical Hα (MMT spectrum
at 448 days) and NIR 1.083µm helium (NIRES spectrum
at 608 days) at two epochs 150 days apart. The spectra
are normalized to the narrow features. We take the wind
speed as 120 km s−1 from the absorption velocity measured
in the optical spectrum and the near infrared spectrum taken
150 days apart. This speed is also consistent with all other
P Cygni profiles measured for Hydrogen in optical spectra
at other epochs.

Our NIR spectra are shown in Figure 11. Beyond

the emission lines, the continuum of the NIR spectra is

interesting to consider. Over time, the continuum be-

comes redder and does not decline out to longer wave-

lengths in any of our spectra. After subtracting the

optical contribution to the continuum at each epoch, we

perform MCMC fitting of a blackbody to the continuum

of the spectra after masking the telluric contamination

and emission lines using specutils. At each NIR epoch,

we subtracted the optical contribution to the NIR con-

tinuum by fitting a blackbody to the multi-order poly-

nomial fit to the optical continuum. At the first NIR

epoch at 608 days, after subtracting an 8000K optical

blackbody, we find a NIR blackbody at 1375+14
−20 K. At

the second IR epoch, the temperature of the NIR black-

body after subtracting an optical blackbody at 7300K

now (from the MMT spectrum taken in January 2024) is

975+25
−175 K. At the final epoch, we subtract a 6800K op-

tical blackbody and find an IR blackbody temperature

of 835+21
−35 K. Figure 11 shows the fits to the NIR spectra.

We interpret the implications of these NIR results and

what they mean for potential dust formation in § 4.
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Figure 11. The NIR spectra of SN 2020ywx with accom-
panying cold blackbody fits. We note that at later times
the continuum is redder than at earlier times, suggesting an
emerging dust component. Telluric regions are shaded in
gray and denoted by the ⊕ symbol. The prominent HeI and
Paschen lines are denoted. The redward spike in continuum
flux in the epoch at 1240 days is likely due to the instrument,
not a physical spike in continuum flux.

3.3. Radio

In interacting SNe, radio emission arises as nonther-

mal synchrotron emission from relativistically acceler-

ated electrons in the forward shock. This emission

occurs in a region exterior to the SN photosphere in

the forward-shock region (Chevalier 1982; Weiler et al.

1986). However, it is expected to be absorbed either by

synchrotron self-absorption (SSA) or free-free absorp-

tion (FFA). The varying optical depth across frequency

creates the two regions in the spectrum of a radio SN:

the optically thin declining emission and optically thick

rising emission. Lower frequency emission is highly at-
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Table 3. Best-fit parameters from radio modeling (§ 3). 10% uncertainties added in quadrature to the errorbars
of the data due to well-known underestimating of radio errors from CASA’s imfit routine as described in § 3.

Model χ2
ν K1 K2 K3 α β β′ δ δ′

SSA 2.11 50.1+2.49
−2.4 0.04+0.002

−0.002 N/A 0.88+0.02
−0.02 0.51+0.03

−0.03 2.37+0.08
−0.08 N/A N/A

Int FFA 1.30 2.30+0.08
−0.07 N/A 0.34+0.03

−0.03 1.01+0.03
−0.03 0.66+0.04

−0.04 N/A N/A 1.85+0.07
−0.07

Ext FFA 2.10 2.92+0.07
−0.06 0.45+0.01

−0.01 N/A 1.11+0.02
−0.02 0.75+0.04

−0.04 N/A 0.93+0.04
−0.04 N/A

Int+Ext FFA 1.51 1.43+0.04
−0.04 0.58+0.06

−0.05 0.35+0.04
−0.03 1.14−0.03

+0.03 0.88+0.04
−0.04 N/A 1.53−0.02

+0.05 1.71+0.10
−0.11

tenuated at early times; but as the optical depth de-

creases with time, eventually the entire radio spectrum

becomes optically thin.

We assume a self-similar synchrotron model, as de-

tailed by Chevalier (1982), where the shock radius

evolves as r ∝ tm, with m related to the ejecta den-

sity gradient by m = (n− 3)/(n− s). Here, s gives the

density structure of the CSM as ρCSM ∝ r−s and n is

given by the ejecta density profile as

ρej ∝ ρ0

(
t

t0

)−3 (
v

v0

)−n

. (1)

We expect s to be ∼ 2 for a wind-like constant mass-loss

CSM, but examine this assumption given that many SNe

IIn have shown different density profiles (Chandra 2018).

The absorption effects can be parametrized through the

temporal and spectral evolution of the flux. For FFA,

meaning that the synchrotron emission is absorbed by

external (to the shock-CSM interaction) electrons and

ions, we have (Chandra et al. 2020)

F (ν, t) = K1

( ν

5 GHz

)−α
(

t

1000 days

)−β

e−τFFA(ν,t),

(2)

where α = (p−1)/2, p is the nonthermal electron energy

index, and all K are constants for fitting. The FFA

optical depth is given by

τFFA(ν, t) = K2

( ν

5 GHz

)−2.1
(

t

1000 days

)−δ

.

Here, δ describes the optical depth and is related to

the density gradients by δ = m(2s − 1). If the syn-

chrotron emission is being absorbed by synchrotron elec-

trons themselves (SSA), Weiler et al. (1986) give the

functional form as

F (ν, t) = K1

( ν

5 GHz

)2.5
(

t

1000 days

)−β′

(1−e−τSSA(ν,t)),

(3)

where the SSA optical depth is given by

τSSA = K ′(
ν

5 GHz
)(−α−2.5)(

t

1000 days
)(−β′+β).

The value of β′ gives the time evolution in the opti-

cally thick phase, where the flux is still rising, while

β gives the flux in the optically thin phase for all the

models. Weiler et al. (1990) also showed (for SN 1986J

in particular) that in the dense environment of an SN

IIn, the dense shell of gas that forms can mix with the

synchrotron-emitting region of the shock and contribute

to the free-free absorption. Known as internal free-free

absorption, this model can be written as

F (ν, t) = K1

( ν

5GHz

)−α

×
(

t

1000 days

)−β

×
(
1− e−τintFFA(ν,t)

τintFFA(ν, t)

)
,

(4)

where the optical depth

τintFFA = K3

( ν

5 GHz

)−2.1
(

t

1000 days

)−δ′

.

We fit all three of these models to our combined radio

data (at all times and frequencies) and then finally with

a combined internal+external FFA model as has been

seen for other SNe IIn such as SN 1988Z (van Dyk et al.

1993) and SN 2001em (Chandra et al. 2020). The fits

are done with MCMC, with 10,000 steps, a 4000-step

burn-in, and 100 walkers.

We see from Table 3 that the internal FFAmodel is the

best fit for the radio data (with χ2
ν = 1.3), and adding

the external FFA model (and enforcing a physical value

for δ = 2.7m) leads to a worse χ2
ν . This suggests that the

external medium is contributing quite minimally to the

absorption. The better fit is made clear from the low-

frequency GMRT data points, which reveal a shallow

dropoff that is not accounted for in an SSA or exter-

nal/external+internal FFA model.

We show our fits to the three VLA+GMRT spec-

tra in Figure 12. There is some discrepancy in flux

above/below 10 GHz which is not accounted for even

when trying multi-component FFA fits. We attribute

this to some microphysics aspects of the emission not

captured by the models. Further monitoring of SN
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Figure 12. Radio spectra of SN 2020ywx at the 3 VLA epochs with the best-fit internal free-free absorption (FFA) model
(denoted with the solid line as FFAint), the synchrotron self-absorption model (denoted with the dashed line as SSA), and the
external FFA model (denoted with the dotted line as FFAext. The internal FFA model is the best-fitting model as the other
models do not account for the elevated flux at low frequencies. However, we note that the data above and below 10 GHz seems
to be inconsistent with our model at 400 and 903 days. We attempted two-component external FFA/FFA+SSA fits and did
not see an improvement in the χ2, however, and thus accept the one-component internal FFA as the best fit. We attribute the
discrepancies around 10 GHz to some physical mechanism that the models do not fully capture. We interpolate the GMRT data
to get a flux density value at the exact VLA epochs given that GMRT data were not always taken coincidentally with the VLA
epochs.

2020ywx at radio wavelengths would be key to under-

standing this discrepancy. The model also fits well to

the light curves as seen in Figure 13. The light curves

reveal the transition from optically thick to thin around

5GHz, while the 10/15GHz light curves are optically

thin throughout our epochs and the 3/1.25GHz light

curve is still rising due to high optical depth. By con-

straining the optical depth through our model at 5GHz,

we are able to make measurements of the radio mass-loss

rate in § 4.

4. INTERPRETATIONS

Having modeled the emission across four wavebands,

we now interpret our results to understand the overall

picture of SN 2020ywx and its progenitor.

4.1. X-Ray Interpretation

Using our X-ray fitting results, we constrain the de-

tailed evolution of SN 2020ywx in the X-rays and place

it in context with other X-ray bright SNe IIn. The high

temperature across the fits suggests that the X-ray emis-

sion must be coming from the forward shock. While the

temperature is not fully constrained by our fits, we can

use it to approximate the shock velocity as best as possi-

ble. Chevalier & Fransson (2017) showed that assuming

solar abundances (which we also assume given we have

no measurement of the metallicity of the SN host),

TFS = (1.17× 105)v24 keV, (5)

assuming equipartition between electrons and ions and

giving the temperature in keV, where FS refers to the

forward shock and V4 is the shock speed in units of

10,000 km s−1. We assume equipartition given that with

the measured forward shock temperature and density

∼ 10−14 g cm−3 (using the mass-loss rate we derive

in this section), we find an equipartition time ∼ 10

days using equation 12 of Chevalier & Fransson (2017)

along with the shock speed ∼ 4000 km/s. In our last

two X-ray epochs at 921 and 1219 days post-explosion,

the temperature was roughly constrained at 13.5 and

10.5 keV, respectively. Based on our extrapolated val-

ues from the expected temperature evolution assuming

n ≈ 6 (which we justify later in this section), we find

that at the first two epochs, the shock speeds were 4100

and 3900 ± 500 km s−1 (with error bars found from ex-

trapolating uncertainties in the temperatures at later

times). These are somewhat higher than estimates from

the FWHM of the intermediate component in the op-

tical Hα fits (∼ 2500–3000 km s−1), as expected given

that the intermediate component traces the dense shell

and not the shock directly. We note that these veloci-

ties/temperatures are consistent with measurements of

the forward-shock temperature made for other SNe IIn

around 20 keV, such as SN 2014C (Margutti et al. 2017;

Brethauer et al. 2022; Thomas et al. 2022) or SN 2010jl

(Chandra et al. 2012; Ofek et al. 2014). We adopt

4100 km s−1 as the shock velocity at 230 days post-

explosion when the first X-ray data were taken. The

shock velocity at the subsequent epochs is given by the
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Figure 13. Radio light curves of SN 2020ywx with the associated internal free-free absorption model at 6 frequencies across
VLA and GMRT bands. The model generally fits the data well despite the VLA frequencies not being well sampled over time.

evolving temperature. We emphasize that the highest

velocity components (∼ 15, 000 km s−1) measured in the

optical data are from the ejecta, not the shock. This

suggests asymmetry as we see the ejecta at fast speeds

from early times. The shock speeds are relevant for our

optical mass-loss measurements as well as the X-rays.

In terms of the measured column density, we find a

general decline followed by a similar measurement at the

final two epochs (see Figure 14). This is similar to the

evolution seen in prototypical X-ray SNe IIn (SN 2006jd

and SN 2010jl) (Chandra et al. 2015), with the late-time

plateau interesting to consider. The late-time plateau is

at a column density (7 × 1021 cm−2) much higher than

the expected galactic value (1.6×1020 cm−2) found from

the IPAC database. We thus conclude that it is unlikely

that this column density is from the host H I emission

given the low column density measured at the site prior

to the SN. It is possible that this elevated value of the

column density is due to the reverse shock beginning

to emerge through the dense shell, or this is simply the

column density of the unshocked CSM. We examine this

possibility after considering the evolution of the flux and

constraining whether the shocks are adiabatic or radia-

tive. Using the unabsorbed flux from our models, we

constructed a luminosity curve and compared with that

of other prototypical SNe IIn.

Despite the fact that given the high measured temper-

atures we are only sampling part of the X-ray spectrum

of SN 2020ywx, it is evident from Figure 14 that SN

2020ywx is the second most luminous type IIn X-ray

SN of all time. The best-fit power law to the light curve

of SN 2020ywx gives a decaying exponential with a de-

cline rate of 0.77+0.06
−0.06. This can be broken down to un-

derstand the density structure of the CSM and ejecta.

As derived by Fransson et al. (1996) and detailed by

Dwarkadas et al. (2016), given an ejecta density profile

ρej ≈ v−nt−3 and CSM density profile ρCSM ≈ r−s (we

assume an unchanging CSM density profile — which is

confirmed from our results across wavelengths, in par-

ticular the already discussed constant optical light-curve

decline), the X-ray luminosity if we capture all of it

(which we attempt to do by simulating the 0.2–50 keV

flux) is

L ∝ t−
12−7s+2ns−3n

n−s . (6)

We set our fitted exponent equal to the exponent in the

theoretical expression to constrain s and n (Chevalier

& Fransson 2017). We fit for a range of n = 6–12 as

has been seen for many previous SNe (Dwarkadas et al.

2016). We find s ≈ 1.8–1.9 for our initial range in n. We

fix s at 1.85, with n ≈ 6 (taken with some input from the

radio-derived n) suggesting a shallower ejecta/density

gradient. It is possible that n < 6 and thus s ∼ 2 but

given the results at radio wavelengths and the discrep-

ancies in CSM densities we eventually measure, we find

it more likely that s < 2. We emphasize that this s

suggests non-constant mass-loss (Chevalier & Fransson

2017).

To calculate the pre-explosion mass-loss rate from

here, we must first determine if the shocks are radia-

tive or adiabatic. This can be done using the derived s

and n. The reverse shock cooling time is given assum-

ing Solar abundances, our s = 1.85, and the measured
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Figure 14. X-ray 0.2–10 keV luminosity and column density
comparison between SN 2020ywx and other SNe IIn. We see
that 2020ywx is one of the most luminous IIn Sne of all
time, surpassing other SNe at certain epochs. We show the
pre-explosion mass-loss timescale corresponding to the data
points based on a typical 5000 km s−1 shock and 100 km s−1

CSM speed. Notably, the plateau in the X-ray light curve
of SN 2020ywx is similar to the early stages of the evolution
in SN 2005ip and SN 2010jl. We note that varying amounts
of the X-ray emission are captured in the early-time 0.2–
10 keV luminosity of these objects given the likely differing
temperatures > 10 keV.

forward-shock temperature∼ 108 K as (Dwarkadas et al.

2016)

tcool,RS = 3.5×109
(4− s)(3− s)4.34

(n− 3)4.34+s(n− 4)(n− s)s
V 3.34+s
4 C−1

∗

(7)

×
[

td
11.57

]s
where V4 is the shock speed in 104 km s−1 and C∗ is de-

fined as the ratio Ṁ−5/vw, where Ṁ−5 is the mass-loss

rate of the progenitor in units of 10−5 M⊙ yr−1 and vw
is the wind speed in units of 10 km s−1. We use the de-

rived wind speed of 120 km s−1 and the C∗ ≈ 100 derived

from the radio analysis (independent of X-ray assump-

tions and detailed in the radio interpretations section)

to calculate the cooling times. We use the radio mass-

loss rate derived in the radio portion of § 4 as the radio

emission is the most independent probe of the mass-loss

rate (Chevalier & Fransson 2017). With all parameters

defined as before and assuming an average 3500 km s−1

shock velocity, we find that the reverse shock is radiative

for our n=6 for more than 1500 days, so it is radiative

for all of the evolution thus far. We find the column

density of the cool gas at the discontinuity between the

forward and reverse shock (not in front of the forward

shock) by using another equation slightly modified from

Chevalier & Fransson (2017),

Ncool = 1.0×1021
n− 3

n− s
(n−4)C∗V

1−s
4

(
t

100 days

)1−s

cm−2,

(8)

assuming spherical symmetry. Plugging values in, we

get an initial estimate at our first X-ray epoch around

2.4× 1023 cm−2, decreasing over time by the final epoch

at 1250 days to 2.4 × 1022 cm−2. Thus, we verify that

there is a dense shell between the shock that absorbs

the reverse shock throughout the SN’s evolution. Since

we are seeing emission from the forward shock, it is not

surprising that we do not find this high column density

from our data, as what we are measuring in our data is

the column density of the CSM, not the dense shell.

We now seek to probe whether the forward shock is

radiative or adiabatic to obtain an X-ray measurement

of the mass-loss rate. Chevalier & Fransson (2017) de-

rive for the forward shock that the cooling time adapted

for our parameters is

tcool,FS =
3.5(n− s)sC−1

∗
(n− 3)2

V 3
4 t

s
D days (9)

where tD is the time since the explosion in days. Plug-

ging in our radio values for the mass-loss rate and X-ray

shock velocity as we did for the reverse shock as well as

our s, we find that the shock will be cooling for < 150

days for n=6 (and for any other realistic n), and thus

that the forward shock is no longer radiative but adia-

batic in our data as all X-ray data were taken at > 200

days.

Having confirmed that the X-ray emission is com-

ing from an adiabatic forward shock, we now calculate

the mass-loss rate this implies for the progenitor of SN

2020ywx. Fransson et al. (1996) derived that an adi-

abatic forward shock will have spectral luminosity at
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1 keV of

LCS(1 keV) =

(
4.1× 1037

3− s

)
T 0.16
9 × e−0.0116/T9ξC2

∗V
3−2s
4

×
(

td
11.57

)3−2s

,

(10)

where td is the time since explosion, ξ is related to the

chemical composition of the gas (around 0.86 for So-

lar abundance), and T9 is the temperature of the shock

(which we have constrained along with the shock ve-

locity). We use s = 1.85 and the X-ray 0.2–10 keV

flux at each epoch to obtain estimates of the luminos-

ity at 1 keV using PIMMS4. The result is C∗ = 210

at the first X-ray epoch, suggesting a mass-loss rate of

(1.3±0.7)×10−2 M⊙ yr−1 , where we have used equation

2 of (Fransson et al. 1996) (assuming an initial radius

∼ 1015 cm as is usually taken for type IIn SNe) to ad-

just the rate to the fact that this first observation at

230 days is taken when the shock has already traversed

a considerable distance ∼ 6× 1015 cm if we take an av-

erage 4000 km/s shock velocity. Converting to density

using the same equation 2 of (Fransson et al. 1996), this

would mean a CSM density at the forward shock (using

our s∼ 1.85) of 2.0× 10−16g cm−3.

Uncertainties are estimated by propagating errors in

the distance, time since explosion, luminosity, and shock

speeds (assuming a shock-speed uncertainty of 20%

given the uncertainty in the temperature). This mass-

loss rate does not change significantly over the follow-

ing epochs even when adjusting for the evolution of the

shock radius and hovers around 0.01M⊙ yr−1 through-

out the evolution (see Figure 19). This suggests that

the star was losing mass at a near-constant rate with no

uptick before the explosion, which is surprising for most

potential progenitor mechanisms.

We can also attempt to constrain the mass-loss rate

from the column density for comparison based on our

assumption that the X-ray emission comes from the for-

ward shock. The column density of the circumstellar

gas in spherical symmetry can be calculated in general

as (Dwarkadas et al. 2016)

N(H)CS =
2.1× 1022

s− 1
C∗V

1−s
4

(
td
8.9

)1−s

, (11)

assuming n(He)/n(H) = 0.1 with V4 being the shock

speed as usual. Using this equation and our measured

column densities (Table 1) we find C∗ values at the earli-

est X-Ray epoch ∼ 15. This is in disagreement with the

4 https://cxc.harvard.edu/toolkit/pimms.jsp

mass-loss rate measured from the X-ray luminosity as

well as what we calculate in the optical and radio later

in this section. We attribute this to potential asym-

metry effects as was seen in SN 2023ixf (Chandra et al.

2024) or line-of-sight effects affecting the column density

measurements.

Finally, we interpret the presence of the blended

highly ionized Fe lines in our earlier spectra. We ex-

pect that the X-rays produced will ionize the medium

to some extent. To derive a measure of the ionization

parameter, we use from Dwarkadas et al. (2016)

χ = (2× 10−38)Lξ−2C−1
∗ V s−2

4 (td/8.9 d)s−2 (12)

This yields an ionization parameter at the first epoch of

χ = 360. However, this value is likely underestimated

because we are probably still not capturing the full X-ray

luminosity at the first epoch even with the 0.2–50 keV

simulation. Thus, the ionization parameter is probably

∼ 1000 at early times (for at least the first 500 days),

consistent with the values expected given strong ionized

iron lines (Dwarkadas et al. 2016). This value slowly

decreases as the luminosity falls given our s ≈ 1.85. It

is also worth exploring the presence of what is likely the

calcium Kβ 4.0 keV line in the second epoch. While this

line is not seen in interacting SNe as ubiquitously as

the ionized Fe line (Chandra et al. 2012), it has been

seen in certain SNe IIn (Dwarkadas et al. 2016) and SN

remnants (Miceli et al. 2015), and it is not unexpected

given the high temperature and relatively high ioniza-

tion level.

4.2. Optical/IR Interpretation

Our optical data reveal a linear decline in the gri-band

light curves and multicomponent line emission with a

dramatic blueshift in the intermediate-width emission

lines. The rate of the decline in r-band magnitude in

particular (0.003mag day−1) is extremely slow relative

to radioactive decay (0.01mag day−1), but also even rel-

ative to some other strongly interacting SNe IIn such as

SN 2010jl (Ofek et al. 2014) with a decay rate closer to

0.006mag day−1 at late times. SN 1988Z, however, still

has SN 2020ywx beat at a 0.0018mag day−1 decline dur-

ing the ∼ 100–1000 days post-explosion (Turatto et al.

1993; Aretxaga et al. 1999). SN 2010jl and SN 2006jd

had distinct regimes in their light curves which revealed

different components of the CSM — shells of mass lost

(Stritzinger et al. 2012; Jencson et al. 2016); by contrast,

SN 2020ywx seems to be undergoing a long phase of con-

tinued interaction with a highly dense CSM more similar

to that of SN 1988Z or SN 2005ip (Smith et al. 2017).

We thus conclude based on the optical light curve that

the mass was lost relatively steadily by the progenitor
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Figure 15. A comparison of R/r-band optical light curves
for SN 2020ywx and three prototypical SNe IIn, SNe 1988Z,
2005ip and 2010jl. We note that SN 2020ywx is constant
in its decline. The SN 2010jl data are from Zhang et al.
(2012); Baer-Way et al. (2024), the SN 2005ip data are from
(Smith et al. 2009) and the SN 1988Z data are from Aretxaga
et al. (1999) and Turatto et al. (1993). SN 2005ip showed a
remarkable plateau in it’s lightcurve due to emission from a
large number of coronal lines. We note that the SN 1988Z
data are from earlier phases than the X-ray data shown in
Figure 14.

and there were no varying-density shells of CSM which

would potentially produce bumps in the light curve (and

would have caused bumps in the radio light curves as

well). We compare the r/R-band decline rates of SNe

2010jl, 2005ip, 1988Z, and 2020ywx in Figure 15.

We now interpret the spectral fitting results. First,

we note that it is somewhat expected that the line pro-

files are best fit by Gaussians. The physical rationale

for a Lorentzian or Voigt profile at late times is dif-

ficult to understand as the optical depth should de-

crease enough such that electron scattering is insignif-
icant (Smith 2017; Smith et al. 2010). The Gaussian

fits to the Hα profiles in the spectra are insightful for

understanding the nature and origin of the various lines.

In the earlier spectra, the lines are best fit by a combi-

nation of broad, intermediate, and narrow (in velocity)

components as seen in Figure 9. This can be explained

through freely expanding ejecta, shocked circumstellar

gas, and unshocked photoionized CSM. The intermedi-

ate component traces the dense shell between the for-

ward and reverse shocks, and the narrow component

comes from the unshocked CSM (Smith 2017). The

narrow Hα emission is definitively contaminated by the

H II region in most of our spectra. However, the fact

that there is narrow Hα emission from the SN (i.e., we

are not completely mislabeling the H II emission as nar-

row Hα) is undeniable due to both the presence of the

P Cygni profiles in the higher resolution spectra and the

strong radio and X-ray emission which indicate there

must be extensive CSM (shocked and unshocked) and

thus should be accompanying narrow lines.

The broad component of the emission is blueshifted

and prominent at early times as was seen in the proto-

typical SN IIn 2006jd (Stritzinger et al. 2012), which is

indicative of asymmetry in the CSM given that we do

not necessarily expect to see “through” the photosphere

to the freely expanding SN ejecta. This broad compo-

nent is at ∼ 10, 000 km s−1 throughout the early evolu-

tion, and it fades at later epochs as one would expect

if it originates from freely expanding ejecta. Another

potential reason for this broad blueshift from the first

spectral epoch (as seen in Figure 9) is optically thick

ejecta shrouding the red side of the SN at early times

as was suspected in SN 2021foa (Farias et al. 2024).

These blueshifted broad lines at early times have been

seen in other type II supernovae (Reynolds et al. 2025)-

although in other cases the lines are likely linked more

directly with the interaction given they do not fade over

time. Further evidence for asymmetry comes from the

red bump in the intermediate profiles seen at early times

(causing the initial intermediate profiles to be centered

at redshifted velocities), suggesting a highly asymmet-

ric CSM given that it seems that we are preferentially

seeing the back side of the dense shell.
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Figure 16. Evolution of the central velocity of the inter-
mediate component fit to SN 2020ywx’s Hα profiles with
points from different telescopes labeled. The uncertainties
are added in quadrature from the fitting and the resolution
of the telescope (detailed in Table A2). The evolution sug-
gests a strong blueshift which can be explained by invoking
dust forming in the dense shell.

The intermediate component also decreases in velocity

over time, which is unsurprising as the shock and dense

shell decelerate. Additionally, the intermediate lines un-
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dergo an intriguing evolution from a redshifted central

velocity to a blueshifted central velocity, changing in

central velocity by ∼ 1500 km s−1 across the SN evolu-

tion as shown in Figure 16. For our purposes, we did

not fix the broad component, so instead of displaying

the red component “eaten away” we use the changing

central velocity as proof of the blueshift.
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Figure 17. A comparison between optical and NIR hy-
drogen lines at ∼ 600 days post-explosion. The dashed lines
show the MCMC-fitted center velocity for each line. We note
a more prominent blueshift in the bluest line, suggesting dust
effects. We find that the flux ratio between these lines ex-
ceed the expected nebular case B values of Pβ/Hβ=0.16 and
Hα/Hβ=2.86( see e.g. Gaskell & Ferland (1984)), suggest-
ing dust effects. We do not plot this ratio due to different
resolutions for different instruments not allowing direct com-
parison in velocity space.

The reason for the blueshift has been contested.

Fransson et al. (2014) favored radiatively accelerated

Lorentzians causing the blueshifted profiles, while Smith

et al. (2012), Smith et al. (2023), and Sarangi et al.

(2018) have argued from the theoretical and observa-

tional perspective for dust formation in the dense shell

between shocks for prototypical SNe IIn, and also for

SNe Ibn (Smith et al. 2008; Mattila et al. 2008). Given

the evolution of SN 2020ywx, this seems to be another

case in favor of the Sarangi et al. (2018) ideas, given

that the blueshift only occurs in the intermediate-width

lines and continues to evolve over > 1000 days. We also

measured the intermediate central velocity over time in

Hβ, and found a similarly strong blueshift (Figure 8),

suggesting there is dust formation throughout the shell

affecting lines both blue and red. We also plot a compar-

ison between hydrogen lines from the optical to the NIR

in Figure 17 to show the more pronounced effect in the

bluer Hβ, and a less pronounced effect in the infrared Pa

β line. This wavelength dependence, with a more sig-

nificant blueshift at shorter wavelengths, is expected for

dust extinction and is inconsistent with electron scatter-

ing effects.

4.2.1. Optical Mass-Loss Rate Calculation

Now with all the relevant optical parameters calcu-

lated, we derive an optical estimate for the mass-loss

rate. Given that we lack sufficient UV/IR data (so we

cannot truly constrain the bolometric luminosity), we

use the Hα luminosity as a proxy for the interaction-

driven luminosity contribution for calculating the mass-

loss rate. We use the Hα luminosity from the inter-

mediate and broad components (whenever the latter is

present — it is mostly weak compared to the interme-

diate component except at early times) owing to blend-

ing between these components in our early-time spectra.

As Chugai (1991) showed, if the luminosity of the SN is

dominated by interaction, the luminosity in the Hα line

will be proportional to the kinetic energy dissipated per

unit time across the shock front and thus the mass-loss

rate (without assuming any density profile as we have

constraints on the shock speed across time and do not

have to assume a constant shock velocity). The mass-

loss rate can then be generally written as

Ṁ =
4LHαvw

ϵv3s
. (13)

The shock speed is calculated from the X-ray measure-

ments given that the intermediate line width is both

an underestimate of the shock speed and that the line

components are likely blended in many of our earlier

low-resolution spectra. We note that the ratio of X-ray

shock speed to optical shock speed is ∼ 1.3-1.7 across all

epochs, which would agree with the ratio of the shell ra-

dius to contact discontinuity radius found by (Chevalier

1982) for our values n∼ 6 and s∼ 1.85. Here ϵ is related

to the efficiency of conversion of kinetic energy to Hα lu-

minosity, and we fix this at 0.1 for these first ∼ 4 yr post-

explosion as is generally expected for a strong shock and

dense CSM (Taddia et al. 2013). We note that this effi-

ciency is not well-constrained and is a significant source

of uncertainty. Uncertainties are calculated through the

propagation of the luminosity/shock speed errors. The

luminosity values are taken from photometrically cal-

ibrated (using r band ZTF data) estimates from the

Gaussian fits to our spectra when the optical data were

coincident with our X-ray data and interpolated between

neighboring measurements when data were not coinci-

dent. The uncertainties are larger in cases where inter-

polation was necessary, as we added the standard devia-

tion between points in quadrature with the errors on the
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Figure 18. The evolution of the photometerically-calibrated
Hα luminosity from the broad and intermediate Gaussian
components of our fits. These values are averaged at simi-
lar epochs and used to calculate the optically derived mass-
loss rate. We notice a general decline with the luminos-
ity peaking around 1.5 × 1041 erg s−1. The error bars vary
significantly owing to differing resolutions of different tele-
scopes/instruments.

individual luminosities and the distance. The evolution

of the Hα luminosity is shown in Figure 18.

At 215 days post-explosion (at the first X-ray epoch),

we calculate Ṁ = (1.1±0.4)×10−2 M⊙ yr−1. There is a

general decline in mass-loss rate over the first 1300 days

post-explosion to (2.0 ± 0.6) × 10−3 M⊙ yr−1. We thus

find a non-constant, non-r−2 wind density profile for the

mass loss; see Figure 19 for the full evolution. Using the

relative CSM (120 km s−1) and shock (∼ 4000 km s−1)

speeds, we find that the mass loss must have occurred

at these elevated rates for at least 100 yr pre-explosion.

This duration was determined using tML = (vsh/vCSM)t,

where tML refers to the amount of time over which

mass was lost. We thus determine based on integrat-

ing the optical and X-ray mass-loss results over time

that there must have been at least > 1M⊙ of mass

ejected (given the duration of mass loss) by the progen-

itor pre-explosion. This is a lower limit considering it

is extremely likely (based on the unchanging light curve

decline) that the SN will remain luminous in the optical

for years to come and thus imply many M⊙ of CSM.

4.2.2. Confirmation of Dust from the NIR

Our NIR spectra are well-fit by blackbodies which de-

crease in temperature over time as seen in Figure 11.

When combined with the optical blueshift seen in Figure

16 this is definitive evidence for dust in the picture. The

blueshift in the optical lines from the shell between the

shocks confirms that dust must have formed after the ex-

plosion since the location of dust causing the blueshift

is internal to the forward shock. This newly formed

dust is either in the ejecta or in a dense shell in the

post-shock gas. Sarangi & Slavin (2022) argue that in

interacting SNe, dust is likely to form in the post-shock

gas. Moreover, the blueshift of the optical line profiles

is the most prominent if the dust is present close to the

line-forming region, in this case the dense shell. The

dust is in all likelihood forming in the dense shell where

dust formation can happen quite efficiently and at early

times (as the blueshift is notable as early as 230 days

post-explosion) (Sarangi et al. 2018). Sarangi & Slavin

(2022) found that dust formed behind the reverse shock

(i.e., not in the ejecta) is much more likely to survive

and have a notable effect on the SN line emission out

to late times. They also modeled the dust mass as a

function of mass-loss rate given some total ejecta mass.

As we do not have a good constraint on the ejecta mass,

we note simply that given the scale of mass loss around

500 days post-explosion (∼ 10−2 M⊙ yr), we find that

the amount of dust formed would be around 10−3 M⊙
regardless of ejecta mass based on their work.

The temperature of the NIR emission at 1000K does

not allow us to constrain the origin of the dust grains

(in terms of O-rich vs. Si-rich vs. C-rich grains), but we

conclude that there is definitive evidence for dust forma-

tion. Further probing into the mid-IR and out to later

times would be vital to provide more constraints and

compare with the extensive modeling being done. Fur-

ther monitoring could also provide information on the

development of the CO overtone lines associated with

dust formation which we are unable to resolve in our

spectra.

4.3. Radio Interpretation

Having outlined the radio fitting and analysis process

in the previous section, we now interpret our radio re-

sults to obtain a third measure of the mass-loss rate.

The fact that the radio emission is best described by

internal FFA is expected considering the high density of

the CSM measured from the X-ray and optical observa-

tions.

While internal FFA is the best fit, the model param-

eters do not match the expected hydrodynamic evo-

lution (i.e., as was seen in SN 1993J; Fransson et al.

1996) in which the post-shock energy density is pro-

portional to the magnetic field density as detailed by

Chevalier (1982). This hydrodynamic model suggests

that β = 3 + α − 3m. However, this is not possible

for our best-fit values given that our best-fit β = 0.66

and α ≈ 1; m > 1 is the only way to satisfy this con-

dition, suggesting a nonphysical acceleration of the for-

ward shock. However, Chevalier (1998) developed an-
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other model (his model 4) in which the flux of electrons

is proportional to the flux of particles in the shock front.

In this parametrization, we have β = 2αm/2. Given our

α and β, we derive m = 0.68. This value of m suggests

n ≈ 6 if s ≈ 2 (which it is likely not based on the overall

non-constant mass loss — but the X-ray results sug-

gest a shallower s which would only imply a shallower

n). This is interesting to note given that it suggests a

slightly less dramatic evolution of the shock than seen

in other radio SNe, but it is not surprising for SNe IIn

with dense CSM (Weiler et al. 1990).

The α value (≈ 1) measured from the fits suggests

a relatively soft nonthermal electron index. In terms

of δ′, the secondary time exponent in the internal FFA

model, Weiler et al. (1990) showed that δ′ = 5m given

the internal absorbing gas. However, we let this be a

free parameter as we consider other cases. The δ′ value

found does not line up with the preferred hydrodynamic

model, but we attribute this to variations in the medium

or additional complexities in the microparameters.

While radio SNe have been notorious for their dif-

ferences, the early-time radio evolution of SN 2020ywx

is consistent with that seen for prototypical radio SNe

IIn such as SNe 1988Z and 1986J (Weiler et al. 1990;

van Dyk et al. 1993). The 5GHz peak time of SN

2020ywx (∼ 900 days) and peak 5GHz luminosity

(3 × 1028 erg cm−2 s−1Hz−1) line up almost precisely

with those two objects. SNe 1988Z and 1986J were

both modeled with a combined internal+external FFA

fit. SN 1986J had an increase in integrated flux at

low frequencies due to an unexplained central compo-

nent(Bietenholz & Bartel 2017), which has not been seen

thus far in SN 2020ywx. 1986J also showed clear evi-

dence for asymmetry in the CSM given the shell hotspot

seen in VLBI data. Full VLBI monitoring of SN 1993J

has also revealed that the Rayleigh-Taylor instability

likely amplifies the magnetic field and that the bright-

ness distribution peaks in the region near the contact

discontinuity (Mart́ı-Vidal et al. 2024), suggesting there

may be high-density regions in the emission that con-

tribute to the “internal” FFA. These effects could well

be occurring for SN 2020ywx, but without VLBI/higher-

resolution radio data, it is not possible to disentangle

emission components.

To find the radio mass-loss rate, we consider the im-

plications of our internal FFA modeling. Weiler et al.

(1986) found an expression for the mass-loss rate which

we modify for our case considering the early ejecta ve-

locities (found from our earliest optical spectra at 83

days),

Ṁ = (2.40× 10−5) τ0.55

(
vw

10 km s−1

)(
td
83 d

)
×
(

Te

104 K

)0.68

M⊙ yr−1,

(14)

where Te is the electron temperature in the CSM assum-

ing equipartition between ions and electrons, and τ5 is

the 5GHz optical depth as found from the internal FFA

model. We note that given a fit of internal+external

FFA, we find Ṁ at values ∼ 1.3 times higher if we

take this optical depth. We adopt the internal FFA val-

ues given the better fit. The actual value of the CSM

temperature Te has been debated, and the contention

comes down to assumptions about the ionization state

of the wind/CSM, whether the wind is preionized by

the progenitor or ionized by the X-rays themselves. In

our case, given the unequivocally high measured mass

loss, we assume that the CSM is not pre-ionized and

thus that the initial CSM temperature must be higher

at 105 K. At later epochs, we assume that the wind tem-

perature decreases to around 104 K. We ran a series of

quick CLOUDY (Ferland et al. 2013) steady-state mod-

els and found that this is a reasonable assumption given

the CSM conditions derived in the optial/X-rays. See

Lundqvist & Fransson (1991, 1988); Lundqvist et al.

(2013) and Fransson et al. (1996) for details on these

considerations. At the initial radio epoch at 400 days,

we derive a mass-loss rate of (8.9±2.5)×10−3 M⊙ yr−1.

Under the assumption that the electron temperature de-

creases linearly over time, the mass-loss rate was grad-

ually increasing in the decades before the explosion and

was at (4.3 ± 2.0) × 10−3 M⊙ yr−1 in the final epoch of

radio observations which trace 100 yr before the explo-

sion. This suggests a nonconstant s ̸= 2 evolution of the

density profile, similar to the optical and X-ray results,

although the decline differs from the X-ray results. The

full radio mass-loss results are shown in Figure 19.

5. DISCUSSION

The three wavelengths of data across epochs paint a

consistent picture for SN 2020ywx: sustained mass loss

around 10−3–10−2 M⊙ yr−1 over at least 100 yrs pre-

explosion. However, there are differences across wave-

lengths, particularly between the X-rays and other wave-

lengths, which point to asymmetries. In more detail,

the results support an asymmetric CSM with extensive

CSM/clumps along certain regions around the star and

lesser CSM density in other areas. We may be receiving

X-ray emission from certain denser inner regions with ra-

dio emission from outer faster-moving regions. We note

that given the shock and wind speed and average mass-
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loss rate measured, we are in a regime when our data

were taken when the wind optical depth τw ≈ 1 (Cheva-

lier & Irwin 2012), and thus in a regime where the X-

ray emission should be maximized and not suffer heavily

from photoabsorption and other cooling effects. As we

lack VLBI data, we cannot confirm this picture for the

radio emission coming from faster-moving less-dense ma-

terial, but this is a scenario which was seen in SN 2014C

with similar elevated X-ray luminosity (Brethauer et al.

2022).

This conclusion is supported by the X-ray plateau in

the luminosity and hence mass-loss rate. While the

X-ray-derived mass-loss rate stays relatively constant

as the emission is theoretically stemming from some

clumpier and denser region, the radio and optically de-

rived rates decrease over time. The assumption of a

decreasing 105−4 K electron temperature in the radio

analysis does cause the radio mass-loss evolution to be

steeper than assuming a constant temperature. Still,

even this assumption does not account for the entire

discrepancy as this does not explain why the discrep-

ancy increases over time. Furthermore, in the optical,

the efficiency of conversion to Hα luminosity is not well

constrained. However, even correcting by a factor of 1.5

would not resolve the magnitude or evolution discrep-

ancy. These differences across wavelengths could also

be due to the X-ray emission coming from both the for-

ward and reverse shocks at later times (and thus our

assumption of reverse shock absorption may be slightly

incorrect), and thus the measured mass-loss rate may be

slightly overestimated.

More detailed modeling beyond the scope of this pa-

per is needed to model clumps/asymmetries to fully un-

derstand the mass-loss rate. Regardless of the specific

reason, this discrepancy points to a nonuniform CSM.

Distinguishing between clumps and other kinds of asym-

metry is difficult based on the current set of models and

the lack of full coverage, particularly at early epochs for

this SN.

SN 2020ywx in general most closely resembles the pro-

totypical class of SNe IIn which includes SNe 1986J,

1988Z, 2006jd, and 2010jl across wavelengths. With this

in mind, we now consider various progenitor possibili-

ties for SN 2020ywx. Given that the SN has only been

around for ∼ 4 yrs, the deduced amount of hydrogen-

rich mass ejected (> 1M⊙) is not enough to constrain

the progenitor in a meaningful way.

It would not be surprising, based on the evolution

so far, if this SN were to remain bright for years to

come and thus suggest a very high-mass progenitor. The

mass-loss rate derived for SN 2020ywx, as was the case

for SN 2010jl and many other SNe IIn, defies the con-

ventional values found for wind-driven steady mass loss

which reaches its limits around 10−4 M⊙ yr−1 (Smith

2014).

We consider the possibility of eruptive mass loss from

an LBV-like star or cool supergiant. For an LBV-like

star, the eruptive event is expected to last a few years

to a decade as seen observationally (e.g., Smith et al.

2011b), while for a cool hypergiant, it can last for hun-

dreds of years (Smith 2014). The evolution of the optical

light curve in particular does not lend credence to the

idea of repeated outbursts from a single star given that

if there were shells with varying densities, there would

be less of a constant decline in the light curve. We note,

however, that LBVs can eject bipolar/aspherical shells

with a wide range of speeds and CSM at a large range

of radii, even from a single event. A hypergiant could

sustain high mass loss for more extended periods (Smith

2014). However, the derived CSM speed (∼ 100 km s−1)

exceeds the boundaries of the expected wind speed for

these red supergiants or yellow hypergiants (Goldman

et al. 2017). Thus, yellow hypergiant mass loss seems

unlikely as the explanation for the progenitor of SN

2020ywx. Other proposed channels include wave-driven

mass loss and burning instabilities (Quataert & Shiode

2012; Smith & Arnett 2014) as well as enhanced red

supergiant mass loss (Yoon & Cantiello 2010). How-

ever, the timescales for wave driving are too short (on

the scale of around a year) to explain the long-lasting

(> 100 yr) mass loss in SN 2020ywx. For other nuclear-

burning instabilities, the presence of strong Hydrogen

in nearby CSM disfavors this hypothesis. For enhanced

red supergiant winds, the measured wind speed is still

much too high.

We thus consider the possibility of binary-driven mass

loss as perhaps the only mechanism that can explain

the quantity and duration of mass loss derived across

all wavelengths (Smith & Arnett 2014). First, the non-

uniformity (s ̸= 2) suggested by our mass-loss measure-

ments and the presence of broad ejecta from early times

in the spectra suggests a binary progenitor mechanism,

as single stars would not generally be expected to lose

mass in such a non-geometrically-uniform way (although

there may be exceptions for rapid rotators). In other

words, there must be some pockets of low optical depth

that allow us to see “through” the highly dense CSM

which are difficult to explain under single-star mass loss.

It has become clear that binarity has a far more impor-

tant role to play than previously thought for massive

stars (Sana et al. 2012), and binarity leading to a merger

(which is also plausible here) has been suggested as a

possible progenitor mechanism for other SNe IIn such

as SN 2015da (Smith et al. 2023), SN 2014C (Thomas
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Figure 19. Mass-loss rate constrained across wavelengths at epochs for which we have data in each band. The mass loss is
consistently high at ∼ 0.01M⊙ yr−1 and persists near this rate for close to 100 yr (with this time frame measured through the
relative speed of the shock to the CSM) at each wavelength. We note the discrepancy at late times between the X-rays and the
radio/optical results, which we ascribe to asymmetries in the CSM.

et al. 2022), or SN 2001em given common-envelope evo-

lution (Chandra et al. 2020). In this context, it is worth

remembering that LBV eruptions, often invoked to ac-

count for the CSM of SNe IIn, may themselves be a bi-

nary interaction phenomenon. The best example is the

massive LBV star η Carinae, for which a binary merger

is the leading explanation for its eruption (Smith et al.

2018). Binary evolution in the form of Roche-lobe over-

flow could explain the very dense H-rich CSM formed

while also accounting for the 100 km s−1 speed at which

the material was lost and the timescale.

Distinguishing between binary models is difficult with-

out the full picture of the SN evolution at early or later

times. The lack of deviations from the standard model

in the radio evolution prevents a definitive confirmation

of the binary.

6. CONCLUSIONS

Through an exploration of the radio, NIR, optical, and

X-ray emission of the Type IIn SN 2020ywx, we obtained

three independent estimates of the mass-loss rate for the

progenitor of SN 2020ywx. This was made possible by

combining high-resolution spectral measurements in the

optical with data in the radio and X-rays. All three val-

ues were found to be relatively consistent and suggestive

of extreme mass loss (at ∼ 10−2 M⊙ yr−1) for at least

a century preceding the explosion. However, the differ-

ences in mass-loss calculated across wavelengths suggest

asymmetries in the CSM. In more detail, this work has

provided a variety of insights regarding SN 2020ywx, as

follows:

1. SN 2020ywx is the second most luminous X-ray

IIn SN ever discovered. We extrapolated an initial

temperature of the forward shock of 20 keV using

results from the late-time X-ray data and use this

number to deduce that SN 2020ywx had a forward

shock speed ∼ 4000 km s−1 which declined over

time.

2. From the X-ray luminosity evolution, we calculate

values for the mass-loss rate across time. There
is a plateau in the X-ray mass-loss rate, which

does not match results at other wavelengths. We

thus suggest that the X-ray emission originates in

a dense region of CSM.

3. At optical wavelengths, we find multi-component

line emission in hydrogen and helium suggestive

of three components of the system: the ejecta,

shocked material, and unshocked CSM.

4. The FWHM of the line components originat-

ing from the shock and ejecta decline over time

as expected for a decelerating shock and ejecta.

The intermediate-width components in all emis-

sion lines experience a dramatic blueshift, shifting

bluewards by> 1000 km/s, suggesting dust effects.
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5. The high-resolution optical spectra show P Cygni

profiles in the narrow lines, which directly con-

strain the CSM speed at 120± 22 km s−1.

6. Using the Hα luminosity, we derive a declining op-

tical mass-loss rate over 100 years pre-explosion for

the progenitor of SN 2020ywx. This disagrees with

the X-ray results while also implying the CSM den-

sity profile exponent s ̸= 2, suggesting asymme-

tries.

7. The NIR spectra show additional emission lines

of hydrogen and helium. The continuum is well

fit by a 1000K blackbody which is indicative of

formation of new dust and its evolution.

8. The optical gri-band light curve has been declin-

ing at a nearly constant rate for > 1000 days, sug-

gesting a continuous (not shell-like) CSM. The ra-

dio and X-ray light curves also indicate a contin-

uous CSM.

9. At radio wavelengths, we find synchrotron emis-

sion attenuated by free-free absorption from the

emitting electrons (internal FFA due to mixing of

cool gas in the synchrotron-emitting region).

10. The derived radio optical depth shows a mass-loss

rate declining over time, assuming the expected

decrease in electron temperature. This again sug-

gests s ̸= 2 and confirms asymmetric mass loss.

We explore different progenitor channels and conclude

that binary interaction is the most plausible channel

that can explain the overall mass-loss picture of SN

2020ywx. This is another case that adds to the con-

sensus that SN IIn progenitors are diverse and complex.

We emphasize the importance of obtaining both low-

frequency radio data, and high-resolution optical/X-ray

spectra for IIn SNe to fully constrain the mass-loss his-

tory. We also emphasize the need for 3D modeling of

the wide variety of potential binary interactions that

are likely leading to SNe IIn.

All optical and NIR photometry and spectra will be

made public via the Weizmann Interactive Supernova

Data REPository (WISeREP) (Yaron & Gal-Yam 2012).

The code used to perform all of the MCMC fits in this

work is provided for the case of optical emission line

spectra on github here: Emission Fitting-github. Con-

tinued observational monitoring of SN 2020ywx would

be beneficial to further explore various channels of IIn

formation, including the potential presence of a binary

companion. We also emphasize that the dust as yet is

relatively unconstrained and further high-resolution ob-

servational monitoring particularly in the mid-infrared

would provide great insight.
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APPENDIX

We provide tables of all data taken in the radio and X-rays and all optical+IR spectra. We also list some of the

optical photometry of SN 2020ywx.

Table A1. X-Ray Observations Log

Date of Observation Mission SN Age (days) Instrument Obs ID Exp Time (ks)

2021 March 17.58 Swift 185 XRT 00014168001 4.53

2021 March 25.62 Swift 193 XRT 00014168002 4.37

2021 March 26.02 Swift 194 XRT 00014168003 2.74

2021 March 29.47 Swift 198 XRT 00014168004 1.34

2021 May 2.48 Chandra 231 ACIS-S 23581 40.00

2021 December 2.32 Chandra 445 ACIS-S 23582 40.00

2023 March 20.99 Chandra 921 ACIS-S 26660 15.00

2023 March 23.90 Chandra 921 ACIS-S 27755 15.00

2024 January 15.35 Chandra 1219 ACIS-S 26661 50.00
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Table A2. Optical+IR Spectra Log

Date of Observations Faclity/Inst Exp. Time (s) Slit Width (′′) Resolution (Å) SN Age (days) Wavelength Range (Å)

2020-12-04.58 LCO/FLOYDS-N 2700 2 10-11 83 3500-10000

2020-12-17.58 LCO/FLOYDS-N 2700 2 8-9 96 3500-10000

2020-12-30.63 LCO/FLOYDS-N 2700 2 14-15 109 3500-10000

2021-01-06.42 MMT/BlueChannel 1200 1 1-2 116 5598-6867

2021-01-13 Lick/Kast 2400 2 7-8 123 3622-10712

2021-01-14.48 LCO/FLOYDS-N 2700 2 8-9 124 3500-10000

2021-02-08.42 Bok/B&C spec 3600 1.5 8-9 149 4000-8000

2021-03-21.89 MMT/Binospec 3600 1.66 1-2 189 5688-7209

2021-03-23.44 LCO/FLOYDS-N 2700 2 11-12 191 3500-10000

2021-04-14.23 LCO/FLOYDS-N 2700 2 10-11 213 3500-10000

2021-05-07.13 MMT/Binospec 1800 1.66 1-2 236 5688-7209

2021-05-15.41 LCO/FLOYDS-N 3600 2 13-14 244 3500-10000

2021-06-14.39 LCO/FLOYDS-S 3600 2 8-9 276 3500-10000

2021-12-05.53 MMT/BlueChannel 1200 1 1-2 448 5598-6867

2022-01-27 Lick/Kast 3600 2 6-7 505 3622-10766

2022-02-02 Lick/Kast 3600 2 6-7 508 3622-10680

2022-02-03.42 LCO/FLOYDS-N 3600 2 11-12 509 3500-10000

2022-03-10.30 Bok/B&C spec 1800 1.5 6-7 544 3936-7934

2022-03-11.57 LCO/FLOYDS-S 3600 2 17-18 545 3500-10000

2022-04-11.56 LCO/FLOYDS-S 3600 2 17-18 576 3500-10000

2022-04-29 Keck/LRIS 1200 1 2-3 594 3100-6890

2022-05-05.27 Bok/B&C spec 2700 1.5 2-3 599 4870-6020

2022-05-14.36 Keck/NIRES 3600 0.55 2-3 608 9657-24669

2024-01-14.47 MMT/Binospec 3600 1.66 2-3 1220 3824-9197

2024-02-06.26 Magellan FIRE 126.8 0.6 11-12 1240 7678-25596

2024-03-05.35 MMT/Binospec 4800 1.66 1-2 1269 5255-7752

2024-05-12.02 Magellan FIRE 158.6 0.6 9-10 1336 7678-25596

2024-06-05.15 MMT/Binospec 3600 1.66 3-4 1361 3825-9197
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Table A3. Radio Data Log

Tel. UTC Date of Obs. Days Since Expl. Rep Freq (GHz) Flux Density (mJy) 1σ Fit uncertainty (µJy) RMS (µJy )

GMRT 2020 November 29 77 1.25 0.098(UL) N/A 33

GMRT 2020 December 14 93 1.25 0.051(UL) 17

GMRT 2021 May 27 256 1.25 0.13 50 30

GMRT 2021 May 31 260 0.75 0.37(UL) N/A 123

VLA 2021 October 4 386 2.62 1.15 33 26

VLA 2021 October 4 386 3.19 1.41 17 39

VLA 2021 October 4 386 3.75 1.82 13 21

VLA 2021 October 4 386 4.42 2.06 20 18

VLA 2021 October 4 386 5.25 2.15 20 21

VLA 2021 October 4 386 5.67 2.13 34 22

VLA 2021 October 4 386 6.42 2.12 31 15

VLA 2021 October 4 386 7.13 1.97 28 22

VLA 2021 October 4 386 7.7 1.85 35 19

VLA 2021 October 2 384 8.55 1.696 29 35

VLA 2021 October 2 384 9.9 1.526 45 26

VLA 2021 October 2 384 10.67 1.362 24 28

VLA 2021 October 8 390 13.49 1.425 21 115

VLA 2021 October 8 390 16.19 1.274 37 101

VLA 2021 October 8 412 18.68 1.125 15 18

VLA 2021 October 30 412 19.93 1.018 10 21

VLA 2021 October 30 412 21.12 0.948 17 24

VLA 2021 October 30 412 22.67 0.861 15 23

VLA 2021 October 30 412 23.93 0.819 18 22

VLA 2021 October 30 414 25.25 0.827 12 21

VLA 2021 November 1 414 31.06 0.661 64 17

VLA 2021 November 1 414 34.99 0.49 47 19

GMRT 2022 February 02 512 0.47 50 100 39

GMRT 2022 February 03 514 1.4 0.93 100 78

GMRT 2022 May 18 612 0.40 1.95(UL) N/A 650

GMRT 2022 May 20 614 1.25 0.93 80 58

GMRT 2022 May 20 614 0.75 0.377 110 133

GMRT 2022 September 27 744 0.40 0.8(UL) N/A 267

GMRT 2022 September 27 744 0.75 0.6(UL) N/A 200

GMRT 2022 September 27 744 1.25 0.97 160 76

GMRT 2023 February 18 888 0.75 0.255(UL) N/A 85

GMRT 2023 February 19 888 1.25 1.26 11 90

VLA 2023 March 21 919 2.49 2.957 36 17

VLA 2023 March 21 919 3.12 3.004 48 61

VLA 2023 March 21 919 3.69 2.98 32 55

VLA 2023 March 21 919 4.29 2.852 3 43

VLA 2023 March 21 919 4.8 2.648 21 53

VLA 2023 March 21 919 5.31 2.404 25 45

VLA 2023 March 21 919 5.81 2.275 43 47

VLA 2023 March 21 919 6.3 2.04 39 43

VLA 2023 March 21 919 6.87 1.94 21 36

Table A3 continued
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Table A3 (continued)

Tel. UTC Date of Obs. Days Since Expl. Rep Freq (GHz) Flux Density (mJy) 1σ Fit uncertainty (µJy) RMS (µJy )

VLA 2023 March 21 919 7.57 1.75 22 36

VLA 2023 March 21 919 8.61 1.32 25 38

VLA 2023 March 21 919 9.55 1.06 31 45

VLA 2023 March 21 919 10.55 0.987 38 43

VLA 2023 March 21 919 11.51 0.924 36 44

VLA 2023 March 20 918 12.78 0.88 63 35

VLA 2023 March 20 918 14.31 0.81 60 31

VLA 2023 March 20 918 15.85 0.638 42 31

VLA 2023 March 20 918 17.39 0.659 28 38

VLA 2023 March 23 921 18.67 0.681 16 16

VLA 2023 March 23 921 19.93 0.639 34 17

VLA 2023 March 23 921 21.13 0.553 22 99

VLA 2023 March 23 921 22.67 0.52 15 23

VLA 2023 March 23 921 23.93 0.543 32 21

VLA 2023 March 23 921 25.221 0.509 24 18

VLA 2023 March 23 921 30.99 0.416 16 55

VLA 2023 March 23 921 34.95 0.354 15 66

GMRT 2023 September 2 744 0.40 0.51(UL) N/A 140

GMRT 2023 September 2 888 0.75 0.75 23 247

GMRT 2023 September 3 888 1.25 1.52 50 62

GMRT 2023 November 15 888 0.4 0.5 50 153

GMRT 2023 November 17 888 0.75 1.03 5 94

GMRT 2023 November 18 888 1.25 1.77 5 88

VLA 2024 January 1 1205 2.99 2.72 50 171

VLA 2024 January 1 1205 3.62 2.324 25 98

VLA 2024 January 1 1205 4.55 1.976 17 175

VLA 2024 January 1 1205 5.55 1.6 17 70

VLA 2024 January 1 1205 6.55 1.282 22 30

VLA 2024 January 1 1205 7.51 1.148 16 27

VLA 2024 January 1 1205 8.55 1.005 17 21

VLA 2024 January 1 1205 9.55 0.941 09 24

VLA 2024 January 1 1205 10.55 0.892 14 20

VLA 2024 January 1 1205 11.51 0.818 16 23

VLA 2024 January 1 1205 12.77 0.737 34 24

VLA 2024 January 1 1205 14.31 0.65 34 28

VLA 2024 January 1 1205 15.85 0.606 18 27

VLA 2024 January 1 1205 17.38 0.546 34 26

VLA 2024 January 1 1205 19.99 0.506 13 13

VLA 2024 January 1 1205 23.99 0.42 8 12

VLA 2024 January 1 1205 30.99 0.338 38 72

VLA 2024 January 1 1205 34.99 0.305 41 35

GMRT 2024 May 12 1337 1.25 2.026 88 35

GMRT 2024 June 16 1372 0.75 1.032 58 118

Note—Fit uncertainties are from CASA imfit, not including systematic uncertainties. UL denotes 3σ upper limits from the image rms.
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Table A4. Photometric Observations Log

MJD Magnitude (AB) σmag (AB) Instrument/Filter

59157.61995 16.499 0.027 ATLAS o

59157.62549 16.479 0.025 ATLAS o

59157.64256 16.534 0.029 ATLAS o

59157.64992 16.420 0.059 ATLAS o

59166.48980 16.990 0.050 ZTF g

59166.53544 16.530 0.040 ZTF r

59168.50731 16.990 0.050 ZTF g

59168.53863 16.530 0.040 ZTF r

59170.49674 17.020 0.040 ZTF g

59170.55676 16.510 0.040 ZTF r

59173.48462 17.040 0.050 ZTF g

59173.52400 16.550 0.040 ZTF r

59176.51689 17.050 0.040 ZTF g

59176.55172 16.570 0.030 ZTF r

59179.52704 16.590 0.040 ZTF r

59181.49191 16.600 0.040 ZTF r

59181.52844 17.060 0.050 ZTF g

59181.57916 16.620 0.036 ATLAS o

59181.58469 16.722 0.032 ATLAS o

59181.58837 16.682 0.031 ATLAS o

59181.60404 16.658 0.029 ATLAS o

59183.58891 16.637 0.039 ATLAS o

59183.59305 16.668 0.035 ATLAS o

59183.59860 16.699 0.036 ATLAS o

59183.60915 16.608 0.032 ATLAS o

59183.66102 16.628 0.036 ATLAS o

Note—Early optical ZTF/ATLAS photometry of SN 2020ywx. The
full photometry will be provided in the online version of this work.

REFERENCES

Aghakhanloo, M., Smith, N., Milne, P., et al. 2023,

MNRAS, 526, 456, doi: 10.1093/mnras/stad2702
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et al. 2018, AJ, 156, 123, doi: 10.3847/1538-3881/aabc4f

Astropy Collaboration, Price-Whelan, A. M., Lim, P. L.,

et al. 2022, ApJ, 935, 167, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/ac7c74

Baer-Way, R., DeGraw, A., Zheng, W., et al. 2024, ApJ,

964, 172, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/ad2175

Becker, A. 2015, HOTPANTS: High Order Transform of

PSF ANd Template Subtraction, Astrophysics Source

Code Library, record ascl:1504.004

Bellm, E. C., Kulkarni, S. R., Graham, M. J., et al. 2019,

PASP, 131, 018002, doi: 10.1088/1538-3873/aaecbe

http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stad2702
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/786/1/67
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-6256/142/2/45
http://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.1999.02830.x
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201322068
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/aabc4f
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac7c74
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ad2175
http://doi.org/10.1088/1538-3873/aaecbe


31

Bietenholz, M. F., & Bartel, N. 2017, ApJ, 851, 7,

doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/aa960b

Bietenholz, M. F., Bartel, N., Argo, M., et al. 2021, ApJ,

908, 75, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/abccd9

Bietenholz, M. F., Brunthaler, A., Soderberg, A. M., et al.

2012, ApJ, 751, 125, doi: 10.1088/0004-637X/751/2/125

Bilinski, C., Smith, N., Williams, G. G., et al. 2024,

MNRAS, 529, 1104, doi: 10.1093/mnras/stae380

Brethauer, D., Margutti, R., Milisavljevic, D., et al. 2022,

ApJ, 939, 105, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/ac8b14

Chandra, P. 2018, SSRv, 214, 27,

doi: 10.1007/s11214-017-0461-6

Chandra, P., Chevalier, R. A., Chugai, N., et al. 2012, ApJ,

755, 110, doi: 10.1088/0004-637X/755/2/110

Chandra, P., Chevalier, R. A., Chugai, N., Fransson, C., &

Soderberg, A. M. 2015, ApJ, 810, 32,

doi: 10.1088/0004-637X/810/1/32

Chandra, P., Chevalier, R. A., Chugai, N., Milisavljevic, D.,

& Fransson, C. 2020, ApJ, 902, 55,

doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/abb460

Chandra, P., Chevalier, R. A., Maeda, K., Ray, A. K., &

Nayana, A. J. 2024, ApJL, 963, L4,

doi: 10.3847/2041-8213/ad275d

Chandra, P., & Kanekar, N. 2017, ApJ, 846, 111,

doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/aa85a2

Chevalier, R. A. 1982, ApJ, 259, 302, doi: 10.1086/160167

—. 1998, ApJ, 499, 810, doi: 10.1086/305676

Chevalier, R. A., & Fransson, C. 2017, in Handbook of

Supernovae, ed. A. W. Alsabti & P. Murdin (Springer),

875, doi: 10.1007/978-3-319-21846-5 34

Chevalier, R. A., & Irwin, C. M. 2012, ApJL, 747, L17,

doi: 10.1088/2041-8205/747/1/L17

Chugai, N. N. 1991, MNRAS, 250, 513,

doi: 10.1093/mnras/250.3.513

Chugai, N. N., & Danziger, I. J. 1994, MNRAS, 268, 173,

doi: 10.1093/mnras/268.1.173

Cold, C., & Hjorth, J. 2023, A&A, 670, A48,

doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/202244867

Cushing, M. C., Vacca, W. D., & Rayner, J. T. 2004,

PASP, 116, 362, doi: 10.1086/382907

Dessart, L., & Hillier, D. J. 2022, A&A, 660, L9,

doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/202243372

Dwarkadas, V. V., & Gruszko, J. 2012, MNRAS, 419, 1515,

doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2966.2011.19808.x

Dwarkadas, V. V., Romero-Cañizales, C., Reddy, R., &
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