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ABSTRACT

Type Ibn/Icn supernovae (SNe Ibn/Icn), which are characterized by narrow helium or carbon lines

originated in hydrogen-poor dense circumstellar medium (CSM), provide new insights into the final

evolution of massive stars. While SNe Ibn/Icn are expected to emit strong X-rays through the strong

SN-CSM interaction, the X-ray emission modeling effort has been limited so far. In the present study,

we provide broad-band X-ray light curve (LC) predictions for SNe Ibn/Icn. We find that the soft

X-ray LC provides information about the CSM compositions, while the hard X-ray LC is a robust

measure of the CSM density, the explosion energy, and the ejecta mass. In addition, considering the

evolution of the ionization state in the unshocked CSM, a bright soft X-ray is expected in the first few

days since the explosion, which encourages rapid X-ray follow-up observations as a tool to study the

nature of SNe Ibn/Icn. Applying our model to the soft X-ray LCs of SNe Ibn 2006jc and 2022ablq, we

derive that the CSM potentially contains a larger fraction of carbon and oxygen for SN 2006jc than

2022ablq, highlighting the power of the soft X-ray modeling to address the nature of the CSM. We also

discuss detectability and observational strategy, with which the currently operating telescopes such as

NuSTAR and Swift can offer an irreplaceable opportunity to explore the nature of these enigmatic

rapid transients and their still-unclarified progenitor channel(s).

Keywords: Circumstellar matter (241), Stellar evolution (1599), X-ray transient sources (1852)

1. INTRODUCTION

Massive stars with the zero-age main-sequence mass

(MZAMS) exceeding ∼ 8 M⊙ trigger terminal explosions

called core-collapse supernovae (CCSNe). Most of them

show broad lines corresponding to the ejecta velocity of

∼ 104 km s−1 in their spectra, while some SNe show nar-

row lines. For example, Type IIn SNe (SNe IIn) show

narrow hydrogen (H) lines (Filippenko 1997). The nar-

row lines are believed to form in the dense circumstellar

medium with the velocity of ∼ 102 km s−1 (e.g., Smith

2014, 2017). The collision of SN ejecta with such dense

CSM efficiently dissipates the kinetic energy, leading to

strong emissions across the multi wavelengths (e.g., op-

tical, radio and X-ray; Ofek et al. 2007; Smith et al.

2007; Stritzinger et al. 2012; Chandra et al. 2012; Ofek

et al. 2014; Fransson et al. 2014). This picture of the

Corresponding author: Yusuke Inoue

yusuke@kusastro.kyoto-u.ac.jp

SN-CSM interaction model for SNe IIn has been well

established (e.g., Chevalier 1982; Chevalier & Fransson

2003, 2017).

Their CSM distribution reflects the mass-loss history

before the SN explosion. For SNe IIn, the optical LC

modeling based on the SN-CSM interaction model (e.g.,

Moriya et al. 2013, 2014) has indicated extreme mass

loss rates of 10−4 M⊙ ∼ 1 M⊙yr
−1 within ∼ 100 years

toward the explosion. Such LC analyses provide valu-

able opportunities for revealing stellar evolution and ex-

plosion properties.

There are several variants in the family of interacting

SNe. SNe Ibn show narrow helium (He) lines, and likely

have He-rich CSM; SNe Icn show narrow carbon (C)

lines, and likely have C-rich CSM. The widths of these

herium and carbon lines correspond to the CSM velocity

of ∼ 103 km s−1 (Pastorello et al. 2007; Shivvers et al.

2016, 2017; Hosseinzadeh et al. 2017; Perley et al. 2022;

Pellegrino et al. 2022a; Gal-Yam et al. 2022; Nagao et al.

2023; Davis et al. 2023; Pursiainen et al. 2023). The pro-

genitors of SNe Ibn/Icn might have undergone a more
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extreme mass-loss episode than the progenitors of SNe

IIn, with the mass loss reaching down to the inner He or

even C layer (e.g., Pastorello et al. 2007; Gal-Yam et al.

2022).

The optical LCs of SNe Ibn/Icn show a rapid decline.

It has been interpreted that SNe Ibn/Icn are mainly

powered by the SN-CSM interaction with a steep CSM

density profile (Moriya & Maeda 2016; Maeda & Moriya

2022; Nagao et al. 2023). The steep CSM profile trans-

lates into the mass-loss rate of the progenitor increas-

ing toward the explosion. This may provide a clue to

the still-unclarified mechanism(s) of such pre-SN activ-

ity (e.g., Foley et al. 2007; Sun et al. 2020; Maeda &

Moriya 2022; Brennan et al. 2024).

However, the optical LC modeling involves relatively

large uncertainties (e.g., Gangopadhyay et al. 2020; Pel-

legrino et al. 2022b), since the optical emission is an out-

come of reprocessing the originally emitted X-ray pho-

tons to optical photons through various processes such

as Compton scattering. The X-ray emission can pro-

vide a more direct view than the optical emission, on

the properties of the CSM and SN-ejecta; the tempera-

tures behind forward shock (FS) and reverse shock (RS)

correspond to the X-ray energy range.

The X-ray observation of SNe Ibn/Icn has been lim-

ited due to their rarity and the rapidly-evolving nature.

The only two cases with the reported X-ray detection are

SNe Ibn 2006jc (Immler et al. 2008) and 2022ablq (Pelle-

grino et al. 2024), and there are a few cases where upper

limits are placed, e.g., SN Icn 2019hgp (Gal-Yam et al.

2022). However, once obtained, the X-ray data pro-

vide powerful diagnostics; for SN 2006jc, Chugai (2009)

extracted the properties of the CSM through the X-

ray LC modeling. The present work aims at promot-

ing/accelerating X-ray observations of SNe Ibn/Icn, by

providing the X-ray model that can be directly applied

to such data.

This paper is structured as follows. The methods of

our X-ray LC modeling are described in Section 2. The

results are presented in Section 3. In Section 4, we apply

our model to SNe 2006jc, 2019hgp and 2022ablq. In Sec-

tion 5, additional discussion is given on the evolution of

the ionization state in the unshocked CSM. Importance

of hard X-ray observations and a caveat in our X-ray

LC model are described in Section 6. Our findings are

summarized in Section 7.

2. METHODS

We assume that SNe Ibn/Icn are powered solely by

the SN-CSM interaction, and omit possible contribu-

tion by radioactive decay (e.g., Foley et al. 2007; Maeda

& Moriya 2022). Behind the forward shock (FS) and

the reverse shock (RS), the gas temperatures immedi-

ately after the shock heating are ∼ 109 K and 107 K,

respectively (Chevalier & Fransson 2003, 2017; Maeda &

Moriya 2022). The X-ray emission process behind the

FS and the RS is dominated by free-free emission and

line emission, respectively. In this section, we describe

our methods to calculate the X-ray LCs for SNe Ibn/Icn.

2.1. Hydrodynamics for the SN-CSM interaction

Hydrodynamics for the SN-CSM interaction is sim-

ulated in 1D spherical symmetric geometry, adopting

the open-source code SNEC (The SuperNova Explosion

Code; Morozova et al. 2015). The input parameters

are the following; ejecta mass (Mej), ejecta (kinetic) en-

ergy (Ekin,ej), and the CSM density (ρCSM). The initial

ejecta structure as a function of radius (r) is assumed

to follow the homologous expansion (Chevalier & Frans-

son 2003, 2017), as represented by a broken power-law

function; each segment is described as ρej ∝ r−n, where

n = 0 for the inner part and 7 for the outer part (assum-

ing a compact-star progenitor like a Wolf-Rayet star:

Tominaga et al. 2008). The radial distribution of the

CSM density is assumed to follow a single power-law

function as ρCSM = 10−14D′(r/5 × 1014 cm)−s g cm−3

(see Maeda & Moriya 2022). Here, the D′ is a constant

parameter that controls the density scale. This is the

same setup used in the previous studies on the optical

LC modeling (Maeda & Moriya 2022; Nagao et al. 2023).

A typical range of the parameters we investigate is

the following. For SNe Ibn, Mej = 2 − 6 M⊙, Ekin,ej ∼
1051 erg (= 1 Bethe (B)), D′ ∼ 0.5 − 5.0, and s ∼ 3

(Maeda & Moriya 2022). For SNe Icn, the parameters

are similar to those of SNe Ibn, while the ejecta energy

may be higher (a few B; Nagao et al. 2023).

With the setup described above, we first calculate the

SN-CSM interaction with the adiabatic hydrodynamic

mode of SNEC. The radiative cooling by free-free and

line emissions, as well as the energy exchange between

electrons and ions, are incorporated as a post-process.

As the initial condition of the thermal energy evolution

of ions, we adopt the gas properties (e.g., gas density

and gas temperature) given by the SNEC simulation.

Subsequently, we calculate the thermal energy evolution

of ions and electrons as described below. For each mass

element, the time evolutions of the thermal energy of

electrons and that of ions (
dEth,e

dt ,
dEth,ion

dt ) are computed

as follows:

dEth,e

dt
=

dEad,th,e

dt
− LX(t) + Pe−ion , (1)

dEth,ion

dt
=

dEad,th,ion

dt
− Pe−ion , (2)
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where
dEad,th,i

dt (i = e, ion) expresses the time evolution

of the thermal energy of electrons or ions in the mass

element, only taking into account the contribution from

the adiabatic expansion cooling and the shock heating.

In computing the X-ray luminosity (i.e., radiative cool-

ing), LX, we take into account free-free emission and

line emissions (see Section 2.2 for details). Practically,

we place a limit on LX so that the internal energy does

not become negative. The term Pe−ion expresses the en-

ergy transfer from ions to electrons. In eq. 2, we treat

the gas including various ions as a single-temperature

component.

Using eqs. 1, 2 and the Ideal single-particle Boltz-

mann Gas EOS with the output from the adiabatic hy-

drodynamics simulations by SNEC, the electron and ion

temperatures (Te, Tion) in the downstream of a shock

wave are calculated. The ratio of specific heats is cho-

sen to be 5/3.

The adiabatic term is expressed as follows:

dEad,th,i

dt
=

dEad,th

dt
ni

nion+ne
(shock front)

dEad,th

dt
Ti

T
ni

nion+ne
(downstream of the shock)

(3)

The gas temperature taken from the adiabatic hydro-

dynamics simulations by SNEC is denoted by T , while

the electron and ion temperatures computed through

the post process are expressed by Te and Tion. The ne

and nion are the number density of free electrons and

that of ions, respectively (see Section 2.3 for the treat-

ment of ionization state). The upper term of eq. 3

includes the contributions from the shock heating and

the ion-electron energy exchange, assuming that the en-

ergy exchange between electrons and ions is immediately

completed at the shock front. This is a rational assump-

tion since the relaxation timescale between electrons and

ions is much shorter than the dynamical timescale under

the situation considered here (see Chevalier & Fransson

2003, 2006; Maeda & Moriya 2022). The factor ni

nion+ne

takes into account the contribution of free electrons to

the time evolution of thermal energy (
dEad,th

dt ) in the adi-

abatic hydrodynamics simulation by SNEC. The lower

term of eq. 3 describes the adiabatic expansion cool-

ing of electrons. The factor Ti

T is introduced to correct

for the effect of the adiabatic cooling after taking into

account the radiative cooling of electrons.

The electron-ion energy-exchange rate, Pe−ion, is ex-

pressed as follows (see eq. 5 in Itoh (1977) and eq. 26

in Chevalier & Fransson (2006)):

Pe−ion =
3

2

Z̄

4

lnΛ

4.2× 10−22
kB(Tion − Te)neρT

−1.5
e , (4)

where Z̄, lnΛ ≈ 30, kB, and ρ are the average charge

of the ions, the Coulomb logarithm, the Boltzmann’s

constant, and the mass density of the gas given by the

SNEC simulation. In our reference model (Section 3),

Z̄ ≈ 3 corresponding to (He, C, O)=(0.5, 0.25, 0.25)

in the mass fraction1. At the shock front, we set as

Pe−ion = 0 because eq. 3 already includes the effect of

Pe−ion there.

After the calculation of the thermal energy evolution,

the X-ray luminosity at a given energy band is calculated

considering absorption processes such as Compton scat-

tering and photoelectric absorption (see Section 2.3).

We note that our model for the internal energy evolution

does not include the feedback effect of the radiation loss

on hydrodynamics, but we confirm that this treatment

represents a good first approximation (see Appendix A).

2.2. X-ray emission process

The X-ray emission from SNe Ibn/Icn is dominated

by that arising from the FS for the following reasons.

Because of the dense CSM, the RS is ineffective in pro-

ducing X-ray emission at least until a few 100 days; the

X-ray emission from the RS is mainly in soft X-ray band

(∼ 0.1 − 10 keV), and initially the soft X-rays are al-

most entirely absorbed by photoelectric absorption in

the cooled shocked ejecta behind the RS (see Sections

2.3 and 3.1). Also, the cooling is so effective behind the

RS, and the RS region is rapidly cooled down; thus little

X-ray emission is expected from the RS. The cooling in

the FS region is much slower than the RS region due to

much higher temperature; when the time evolution of

the thermal energy (eq. 1) is calculated, the line emis-

sion is taken into account using the fitting formula for

the cooling function presented by Chevalier & Fransson

(2003, 2017), but it is inefficient at ∼ 109 K. There-

fore, free-free emission from the FS region is dominant

in the entire X-ray bands covering the soft (< 10 keV)

and hard (> 10 keV) X-rays, and we compute the X-ray

spectral energy distribution (SED) under this assump-

tion.

The emissivity of free-free emission is expressed as fol-

lows (Rybicki & Lightman 1979):

εffν = 6.84× 10−38gffT
−0.5
e ne

∑
j

Z2
j nj exp

(
− Eph

kBTe

)
,

(5)

where gff , Zj , nj , and Eph are the gaunt factor, the

atomic number of element j, the number density of ele-

ment j, and the photon energy. ne and nj are calculated

1 Throughout this paper, the compositions are expressed in the
mass fractions unless mentioned.
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using the mass density of the gas (see Section 2.3 for the

treatment of ionization state). The gaunt factor gff is

fixed to be 1 for simplicity.

2.3. X-ray absorption processes

From optical spectra of SNe Ibn/Icn, it is believed that

they have H-poor CSM (e.g., Pastorello et al. 2007; Gal-

Yam et al. 2022). We assume that the CSM is composed

of elements heavier than H such as He, C, oxygen (O),

Neon (Ne), and Magnesium (Mg), and set their mass

fractions guided by previous study and stellar evolu-

tion simulations (Nomoto & Hashimoto 1988; Tominaga

et al. 2008). For example, Chugai (2009) and Mattila

et al. (2008) have chosen (He, C, O)∼(0.73, 0.14, 0.13)

as the mass fractions. In the present study, we investi-

gate X-ray emission from SNe Ibn and Icn. Therefore,

we choose the wide range of CSM compositions (see Sec-

tions 3.1 and 4.2).

The ionization state in the shocked region is mod-

eled as follows, assuming that the collisional ionization

is the main ionization process (see Cox & Tucker 1969,

for details). We treat all atoms as effectively neutral at

Te < 104 K; at Te = 104 − 106 K, He is fully ionized,

and the others are He-like ions; at Te = 106 − 107 K,

He, C, and O are fully ionized, and the others are He-

like ions; at Te > 107 K, all atoms are fully ionized.

The results of LCs are not sensitive to this assumption

on the ionization state in the shocked region. This is

because the temperature in the region behind the FS is

∼ 109 K, thus all atoms (even iron (Fe)) can be assumed

to be fully ionized. On the other hand, we assume that

atoms in the unshocked CSM are (effectively) neutral

in Sections 3 and 4 (see Section 5 for the effect of pho-

toionization in the unshocked CSM).

We consider Compton scattering and photoelectric ab-

sorption as absorption processes for X-rays. We use

the angle-averaged Klein-Nishina’s formula (Rybicki &

Lightman 1979) for Compton scattering. Photoelec-

tric absorption is calculated using open database xlaylib

(Brunetti et al. 2004; Schoonjans et al. 2011). The

xlaylib provides opacites of photoelectric absorption for

neutral and ground state atoms. We treat ions which are

not fully ionized as neutral atoms in the calculation of

absorption. The resulting LCs are not sensitive to this

assumption, since the photoelectric absorption is mainly

contributed by electrons in the K-shell of ions.

The total opacity of photoelectric absorptions by all

ions (κpe,total(Eph)), for photons with Eph, is described

as follows:

κpe,total(Eph) =
∑
j

Yjκpe,j(Eph), (6)

where Yj is the mass fraction of element j. For fully

ionized elements, Yj is set to be 0. In the above equation,

κpe,j(Eph) is the opacity of photoelectric absorption by

neutral atom j for photons with Eph, and this is given

by xraylib.

The total opacity at Eph in each mass element is then

expressed as follows:

κ(Eph) = κpe,total(Eph) + κcomp(Eph), (7)

where κcomp(Eph) is the opacity of Compton scattering.

Compton scattering dominates the opacity in the FS

region, while photoelectric absorption is the most im-

portant in the RS region. Indeed, the unshocked CSM

is the main contributor to the photoelectric absorption.

Therefore, we consider Compton scattering only in the

FS region.

For X-rays emitted from each mass element, the ob-

served luminosity (LX,obs(Eph)) is expressed as follows:

LX,obs(Eph) = 0.5LX(Eph) exp(−τ(Eph)), (8)

τ(Eph) =

∫ ∞

remi

κ(Eph)ρdr. (9)

Here, the remi is where the radiation LX(Eph) is emit-

ted. The factor of 0.5 in eq. 8 comes from our as-

sumption that half of isotropically emitted X-rays goes

outward following eq. 8 while the other half goes in-

ward, a frequently-adopted assumption in such analy-

ses (e.g., Chevalier & Fransson 2003; Maeda & Moriya

2022). The X-rays that go inward are converted into low

energy photons (e.g., optical or UV) in the SN ejecta.

3. GENERAL PROPERTIES OF X-RAY

LIGHT-CURVES WITH NEUTRAL

UNSHOCKED CSM

In this Section, we examine parameter dependence of

our X-ray LC model, under the assumption that the

unshocked CSM is effectively neutral (i.e., not fully

ionized). We adopt Mej = 2 M⊙, Ekin,ej = 1 B,

VCSM = 1000 km s−1, s = 3, D′ = 1.6, and (He, C,

O)=(0.5, 0.25, 0.25) for the CSM composition, unless

specifically mentioned. The CSM velocity (VCSM) is as-

sumed to be 1000 km s−1, as is typically measured from

the narrow lines of SNe Ibn/Icn.

3.1. Soft X-ray properties

The property of the soft X-ray strongly reflects

the CSM composition through photoelectric absorption

(κpe ∝ E−3.5
ph for the K-shell approximation; Longair

2011). Here, we adopt He, C and O as representative el-

ements in the CSM. A model with (He, C, O)=(0.5,
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Figure 1. The dependence of the synthetic hard (10-40 keV;
solid) and soft (0.2-10 keV; dash-dotted) X-ray LCs on the
CSM composition. Shown here are the models with X(He)=0
(red), 0.5 (blue), and 0.85 (yellow).

Figure 2. The SED evolution for the model with (He, C,
O)=(0.5, 0.25, 0.25). The blue, orange, green, red, and violet
solid lines show the SED at 2, 7, 20, 65, 200 days since the
explosion, respectively.

0.25, 0.25) is taken as a reference model, while ad-

ditional models are examined with (He, C, O)=(0.85,

0.03, 0.12) (helium-envelope composition) and (He, C,

O)=(0.0, 0.5, 0.5) (carbon-layer composition).

Figure 1 shows the synthetic X-ray LCs. For the lower

fraction of the heavy elements, the X-ray LC peaks ear-

lier with a higher peak luminosity because of the metal-

licity dependence of κpe,j (κpe,j ∝ Z5
j for the K-shell

approximation; Longair 2011).

Figure 2 shows the evolution of the Spectral En-

ergy Distribution (SED) of the reference model with

X(He)=0.5. At a higher energy, the system becomes

optically thin more rapidly. The soft X-ray reaches to

a fainter peak luminosity than the hard X-ray. These

are general trends for SNe Ibn/Icn, as arising from a

combination of the stronger photoelectric absorption at

a lower X-ray energy range (see Figure 3) and the de-

creasing SN-CSM interaction power. We note that the

contribution of X-ray emission from RS can be ignored

because the optical depth in the cooled shocked ejecta

behind the RS is much larger than those of the FS and

CSM.

3.2. Hard X-ray properties

The CSM composition dependence of the hard X-ray

LC is weaker than that of the soft X-ray LC (see Figure

1). Figure 4 shows the synthetic X-ray LCs with vari-

ous ejecta properties (Ekin,ej and Mej). With a higher

ejecta velocity, the X-ray LC peaks earlier at a higher

peak luminosity. This is because the system, including

both the shocked and unshocked CSMs, rapidly becomes

optically thin for a faster shock wave.

Figure 5 shows the synthetic X-ray LCs with vari-

ous CSM densities (D′). For a higher CSM density, the

hard X-ray emerges later and peaks at a higher lumi-

nosity; this is a result of the increasing optical depth

(τ ∝ ρ) and emissivity (εffν ∝ ρ2) for a higher density.
We note that the rising phase of the hard X-ray LCs is

not smooth, but this is a numerical artifact; our shortest

time step in the LC simulations is ∼ 10−2 − 10−1 days.

The hard X-ray LC generally peaks earlier than the

soft X-ray LC because the optical depth for the hard

X-rays is smaller than that for the soft X-rays. There-

fore, there is a period when the rising phase of the soft

X-ray LC and the decay phase of the hard X-ray over-

lap. The decay phase of the hard X-ray LC provides a

robust measure of the CSM density irrespective of the

evolution in the soft X-ray LC. With the CSM density

thus anchored by the hard X-ray properties, the analysis

of the rising phase of the soft X-ray LC can then provide

the information on the CSM composition separately, i.e.,

the degeneracy between the CSM density and composi-

tion could be solved by these properties (see also Section

6.1).
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(a) X(He)=0.85 (b) X(He)=0.5

(c) X(He)=0.0

Figure 3. The dependence of the optical depth on the CSM composition; (a) X (He)=0.85, (b) X (He)=0.5, and (c) X (He)=0.
Shown here are the optical depth of Compton scattering within the region shocked by the FS (dotted), that of photoelectric
absorption within the unshocked CSM (solid), and that of photoelectric absorption within the cooled shocked ejecta (dashed)

.

4. APPLICATION TO INDIVIDUAL OBJECTS

4.1. SN 2006jc

Figure 6 shows the synthetic X-ray LCs (with effec-

tively neutral CSM; see Section 5) as compared to the

data of SN 2006jc. The physical parameters adopted

here are Mej = 6 M⊙, Ekin,ej = 0.8 B, VCSM =

3000 km s−1, s = 3 and D′ = 4.0. The CSM ve-

locity corresponds to the typical width of the helium

emission lines seen in SN 2006jc (Foley et al. 2007; Pas-

torello et al. 2007, 2008). As a reference model, we adopt

(He, C, O)=(0.73, 0.14, 0.13) in the mass fractions; this

represents the composition in the helium layer and was

adopted in the previous studies (Chugai 2009; Mattila

et al. 2008). Additionally, we examine the case with (He,

C, O)=(0.4, 0.3, 0.3), corresponding to the deeper part

of the progenitor toward the carbon layer (e.g., Nomoto

& Hashimoto 1988; Tominaga et al. 2008). We set the

number fraction of carbon larger than that of oxygen in

our models; the infrared (IR) spectral evolution of SN

2006jc suggested that carbon grains were formed in the

shocked CSM (e.g., Tominaga et al. 2008; Sakon et al.

2009) which requires a larger number density of carbon

than oxygen (Nozawa et al. 2008).

The model with (He, C, O)=(0.4, 0.3, 0.3) explains

the rising phase of SN 2006jc better than the He-rich

composition, indicating a nearly complete stripping of

the He envelope (see Appendix B about robustness in

deriving the CSM composition). However, we refrain

from deriving a strong conclusion from this result since

it is sensitive to the assumed CSM density; our model is

based on the optical LC modeling by Maeda & Moriya

(2022), but the optical LC modeling may involve several

uncertainties and possible systematic errors. Rather, we
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Figure 4. The dependence of the synthetic hard (10-40 keV;
solid) and soft (0.2-10 keV; dash-dotted) X-ray LCs on the
ejecta properties. Shown here are the models with Ekin,ej=1
B and Mej=2 M⊙ (black), 3 B and 2 M⊙ (blue), and 1 B
and 6 M⊙ (red).

Figure 5. The dependence of the synthetic hard (10-40 keV;
solid) and soft (0.2-10 keV; dash-dotted) X-ray LCs on the
CSM density. Shown here are the models with D′ = 0.4
(red), 1.6 (blue), and 6.4 (yellow).

emphasize that the robustly-determined CSM density

profile is needed to derived the CSM abundance. This

Figure 6. The synthetic hard (10-40 keV; solid) and soft
(0.2-10 keV; dash-dotted) X-ray LCs for SN 2006jc with the
(effectively) neutral unshocked CSM, as compared to the X-
ray data of SN 2006jc. Shown here are the models with (He,
C, O)=(0.4, 0.3, 0.3) (red) and (0.73, 0.14, 0.13) (yellow).
The data points are from Immler et al. (2008).

is where the hard X-ray observation can play a key role

(see Sections 3.2 and 6.1).

In this section, photoionization in the unshocked CSM

is not considered, and it is assumed that the CSM is not

fully ionized. We will show in Section 5 that this as-

sumption is appropriate at ∼> 1 days since the explosion

for SN 2006jc. Therefore, the parameters derived in this

section would not be affected by the treatment of the

ionization status of the unshocked CSM.

4.2. SN 2019hgp

SN 2019hgp is one of the first type Icn supernovae

reported in the literature (Gal-Yam et al. 2021, 2022).

SN 2019hgp was observed with Swift but not detected

in 0.3-10 keV during ∼1.5-57 days since the explosion.

We adopt the upper limits during the entire campaign

with Swift reported by Gal-Yam et al. (2022).

For SN 2019hgp, we adopt the physical parameters

from Nagao et al. (2023) based on the optical LC mod-

eling; Mej = 3 M⊙, Ekin,ej = 2.5 B, s = 2.9, and

D′ = 2.3. In the optical spectra, SNe Icn show lines

from elements heavier than SNe Ibn, indicating He-less

composition than in SNe Ibn. However, given the diffi-

culty in deriving the He abundance in the optical spec-

tra (e.g., Dessart & Hillier 2010; Dessart et al. 2022) and

the interest in constraining the CSM composition inde-
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Figure 7. The hard (10-40 keV; solid) and soft (0.2-10 keV;
dash-dotted) synthetic X-ray LCs for SN 2019hgp, with dif-
ferent CSM compositions. Shown here are the models with
He-envelope compositions (red), the C-layer compositions
(blue), and the O-core compositions (yellow). The black-
dashed horizontal line represents the soft X-ray upper limit
(3σ) taken from Gal-Yam et al. (2022). The black-solid hor-
izontal line shows the 3σ sensitivity of NuSTAR with 400 ks
exposures.

pendently from the optical spectra, we explore a range

of the CSM composition; (He, C, O)=(0.85, 0.03, 0.12)

(He-layer) and (0.2, 0.4, 0.4) (C-layer), as well as (C, O,

Ne, Mg)=(0.05, 0.65, 0.25, 0.05) (O-core).

Figure 7 shows that all the models, including the ex-

tremely He-rich composition, are consistent with the up-

per limits of the soft X-ray luminosities of SN 2019hgp;

unfortunately the soft X-ray upper limits are more than

an order-of-magnitude shallower than the required sen-

sitivity to place a meaningful constraint on the CSM

composition. Our model on the other hand suggests

that the hard X-rays from SN 2019hgp could probably

have been detected by NuSTAR with 400 ks exposure

within ∼ 5−10 days; we encourage a prompt harx X-ray

observation for a next nearby SN Icn.

4.3. SN 2022ablq

Figure 8 shows the synthetic X-ray LCs (with effec-

tively neutral CSM; see Section 5) as compared to the

data of SN 2022ablq taken from Pellegrino et al. (2024).

The physical parameters adopted here are Mej = 6 M⊙,

Ekin,ej = 0.6 B, VCSM = 1500 km s−1, s = 3, and

D′ = 4.0. We adopt the CSM velocity corresponding

to the typical width of the helium emission lines seen

Figure 8. The synthetic hard (10-40 keV; solid-blue) and
soft (0.2-10 keV; solid-red) X-ray LCs for SN 2022ablq with
the (effectively) neutral unshocked CSM, as compared to the
X-ray data of SN 2022ablq. Shown here is the model with
(He, C, O)=(0.95, 0.025, 0.025). The data points are from
Pellegrino et al. (2024).

in SNe Ibn (e.g., Hosseinzadeh et al. 2017), following

Pellegrino et al. (2024). The adopted CSM density dis-

tribution, s = 3, is a typical value for SNe Ibn (Maeda &

Moriya 2022), noting that the optical LC of SN 2022ablq

is also typical (Pellegrino et al. 2024). We adopt (He,

C, O)=(0.95, 0.025, 0.025) corresponding to the helium

layer (e.g., Nomoto & Hashimoto 1988; Tominaga et al.

2008).

The synthetic soft X-ray LC can explain the observed

X-ray LC of SN 2022ablq (see Appendix B about the
robustness in deriving the CSM composition). This in-

dicates that the CSM around SN 2022ablq contains a

smaller fraction of C and O than in SN 2006jc’s CSM;

the shallower and outer region of the progenitor has been

stripped for SN 2022ablq than SN 2006jc. To further

straighten this conclusion, we emphasize again that the

hard X-ray observation is important for robustly deter-

mining the CSM density profile, which is needed to de-

rive the CSM abundance accurately by using the rising

phase of the soft X-ray LC (see Sections 3.2 and 6.1).

5. THE EFFECT OF PHOTOIONIZATION IN THE

UNSHOCKED CSM

5.1. Calculations of the ionization status

Ions in the unshocked CSM absorb soft X-rays mainly

by photoelectric absorption (see Figure 3) and lose elec-
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neutral
fully ionized

neutral

Soft X-rays

fully ionized

Energy Source(FS) 
Unshocked CSM

Figure 9. Schematic illustration of the photoionization change, for ρ ∝ r−3.

Figure 10. Schematic illustration of the double-peak soft
X-ray LC. The black-dashed line shows the unabsorbed soft
X-ray LC. The red-solid line shows the absorbed (observed)
soft X-ray LC.

trons in the K or L-shell. Our numerical simulations

in Sections 3 and 4 assume that ions in the unshocked

CSM are effectively neutral for X-rays, i.e., electrons in

the K or L-shell are intact. In Section 5, we discuss

the ionization state of the unshocked CSM, based on

the ionization parameter ξ (Tarter et al. 1969; Hatchett

et al. 1976; Kallman & McCray 1982; Chevalier & Irwin

2012; Tsuna et al. 2021). In this Section’s discussion,

we assume that the CSM velocity and the FS velocity is

constant for simplicity.

The following estimate adopts the unabsorbed X-ray

luminosity as a proxy of the ionization source, and it is

thus the overestimate of the ionization status by omit-

ting the effect of the X-ray attenuation. It is thus appro-

priate for our main aim, i.e., to check the possible effect

of the ionization to see if it would alter the conclusions

obtained by the models assuming the effectively neutral

CSM (Section 4).

The ionization parameter is expressed as follows:

ξ [erg cm s−1] =
LX,soft

ner2
, (10)

where LX,soft and ne are the unabsorbed soft X-ray lu-

minosity and the number density of electrons in the un-

shocked CSM. The energy of photons that ionize the

K-shell of C or O, as our main interest here, is mainly

in the soft X-ray band.

For C or O, the K-shell electrons are lost when ξ ≳ 100

through the ionization by soft X-rays (Tarter et al. 1969;

Hatchett et al. 1976; Kallman &McCray 1982; Chevalier

& Irwin 2012; Tsuna et al. 2021). In the early epoch

soon after the explosion, the soft X-ray luminosity is

very large, so ξ could become larger than 100; therefore

C and O may be fully ionized. As time goes by, the X-

ray luminosity decreases and ξ will become smaller than

100 (see eq. 11 and LX,soft in captions of Figs. 12-15);

the K-shell electrons of C or O will then be recombined,

once the recombination timescale is elapsed (see eq. 12).

Assuming ρ ∝ r−3 for the CSM density profile, the

ionization parameter (eq. 10) is expressed as follows:

ξ =
LX,soft

ner2

≃ LX,soft [erg s−1]
ρCSM [g cm−3]

2mp [g] r2 [cm2]

≃ 19.2

(
LX,soft

1040 erg

)( r

1015 cm

)(
D′Vsh

Vsh − VCSM

)−1

.

(11)

The recombination timescale trec,j of the element j is

expressed as follows (e.g., Fransson 1982):

trec,j [s] = (neα(Te))
−1

≃
(
ρCSM

2mp
α(Te)

)−1

≃ 4× 103
(
D′

1

)−1 ( r

1015 cm

)3
(

Te

106 K

)0.5

Z−2
j ,

(12)

where α(Te) is the recombination coefficient. We note

that eq. 12 ignores the CSM velocity, i.e., the recom-
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bination timescale is overestimated. However, it is jus-

tified for our purpose of confirming the assumption of

the effectively neutral CSM. According to eq. 11, when

LX,soft is fixed (i.e., if the time since the explosion is

fixed), ξ is smaller for the inner region. In addition, ac-

cording to eq. 12, the recombination timescale trec,j is

shorter for the inner region. Furthermore, the optical

depth of photoelectric absorption above the radius r is

expressed as τ ∝ r−2. Summarising these conditions,

the ionization state at the FS front essentially deter-

mines whether photoelectric absorption is important or

not (see Figure 9). Therefore, in the following discus-

sion, we focus on the ionization state at the FS front.

Here, we discuss the ionization state at radius r. We

define tsh,arr as the time for the FS to reach to r;

tsh,arr =
r

Vsh
. (13)

At time tsh,arr, the criterion that photoelectric absorp-

tion is important is expressed as follows:

trec,j(r) + t(ξ ≃ 100; at r) < tsh,arr, (14)

where t(ξ ≃ 100; at r) is the time since the explosion

when ξ at r has decreased to 100. If this relation is sat-

isfied, the CSM at r is recombined before the FS reaches

there, providing the source of photoelectric absorption.

We note that the recombination time is negligible as

compared to t(ξ ≃ 100; at r) in the early phase, and

thus for our purpose the recombination timescale can

be practically omitted from eq. 14. We note that the

critical value set as ξ ≃ 100 is a rough estimate, and in-

deed can be an underestimate (Hatchett et al. 1976); we

thus adopt a range of ξ = 100 − 200 in the subsequent

discussion.

In the earliest epoch of SNe Ibn/Icn, it is possible that
eq. 14 is not satisfied because the soft X-ray luminosity

could be very large. Then, the CSM is likely fully ionized

at the FS front, and whether the soft X-rays can escape

or is not determined by photoelectric absorption but by

Compton scattering. This will generally lead to more

luminous soft X-ray emission than computed in Sections

3 and 4 in the earliest epoch.

If eq. 14 is satisfied at the FS front before the soft

X-ray peak time computed without the ionization effect

(see Sections 3 and 4), the ‘real’ soft X-ray LC, tak-

ing into account the ionization effect, could show dou-

ble peaks as demonstrated in Figure 10. In this case,

the soft X-rays can escape initially through the fully-

ionized CSM in the earliest phase. As time passes, the

unabsorbed X-ray emission becomes weak and the ions

in the unshocked CSM start recombining. Then, the op-

tical depth suddenly increases due to the photoelectric

fully ionized CSM

Photoelectric abs.

Figure 11. The soft X-ray LCs the models with for D′ =
0.4 (red and green lines) and 6.4 (yellow and blue lines),
adopting X (He)=0.5 for CSM composition. The green and
yellow lines show the synthetic LCs taking into account only
Compton scattering. The red and blue lines are the synthetic
LCs assuming the effectively neutral CSM. The grey area
corresponds to the ‘recombination’ period, as estimated with
ξ = 100− 200 at the unshocked CSM just ahead of the FS.

absorption, leading to a sharp dimming of the soft X-ray

LC. Once the FS front becomes effectively neutral, the

optical depth to the photoelectric absorption will simply

decrease, thus the soft X-ray LC will rise again toward

the (second) peak.

5.2. Double-peaked soft X-ray light-curves

We apply the photoionization model in Section 5.1 to

the models with D′ = 0.4 and 6.4 (Fig. 11 for the ‘neu-

tral’ CSM). The timescales mentioned in Section 5.1 are

shown in Figure 12. Figure 12 shows that eq. 14 is

satisfied in the time window at > 8 (ξ = 200) or > 19

(ξ = 100) days (D′ = 0.4), or > 31 (ξ = 200) or > 72

(ξ = 100) days (D′ = 6.4). The peak dates computed

for the ‘neutral’ CSM are in these time windows (Fig.

11; ∼ 8 days for D′ = 0.4 and ∼ 50 days for D′ = 6.4).

The analysis here demonstrates that the assumption of

the neutral CSM is not necessarily correct in the early

phase, and the effect of the ionization should be checked

in studying individual objects. Further, the ionization

effect can create a unique soft X-ray evolution, i.e., the

double peaks (or a peak followed by a shoulder), demon-

strating the importance of prompt soft X-ray observa-

tions in the early phase (see Fig. 11).

5.3. Revisiting the soft X-ray emissions from SNe

2006jc, 2019hgp, and 2022ablq
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D’=0.4 D’=6.4

Figure 12. The diagnosing plots for the ionization state in unshocked CSM, adopting D′ = 0.4 (left) and 6.4 (right). The
lines correspond to various timescales (see the legend). We assume Te = 106 K (e.g., Fransson et al. 1996). For D′ = 0.4 (left),
we adopt the following conditions; Vsh = 1.5 × 109 cm s−1, and LX,soft = 2.0 × 1040( t

10 days
)−1.8 erg s−1 (see Fig. 11). For

D′ = 6.4 (right), we adopt the following conditions; Vsh = 1.1× 109 cm s−1, and LX,soft = 2.0× 1040( t
100 days

)−1.8 erg s−1 (see
Fig. 11).

The soft X-ray data of SN 2006jc in the range of ∼20-

200 days were fit in Section 4.1, assuming that the un-

shocked CSM was already recombined in these epochs.

In estimating the effect of the ionization for SN 2006jc,

we approximate its unabsorbed soft X-ray luminosity as

LX,soft = 2 × 1040( t
100 days )

−1.4 erg s−1 (Fig. 6) and

its shock velocity as Vsh = 0.7 × 109 cm s−1 (as given

by SNEC). Adopting the same model parameters with

those shown in Figure 6, the diagnosing plots for the ion-

ization status are shown in right panel in Fig. 13. We

estimate the the inner-shell electrons of C and O in the

FS front are recombined between the first 3 (ξ = 200)

and 14 (ξ = 100) days since the explosion, after which

photoelectric absorption is expected to fully operate as

was assumed in Section 4.1. In addition to this con-

firmation, the analysis here provides an interesting im-

plication; our model predicts that a bright soft X-ray

might have been associated with SN 2006jc within the

first 3 (ξ = 200) or 14 (ξ = 100) days (left panel in Fig.

13), if it were observed in the soft X-ray band promptly

just after the explosion.

We have done the same exercises for SNe 2019hgp and

2022ablq (Figs. 7 and 8). We adopt LX,soft = 3.0 ×
1039( t

100 days )
−1.7 erg s−1 and Vsh = 1.7×109 cm s−1 for

SN 2019hgp; LX,soft = 1.2 × 1040( t
100 days )

−1.7 erg s−1

and Vsh = 0.55× 109 cm s−1 for SN 2022ablq. The rel-

atively low FS velocity adopted here is consistent with

the shock velocity of SN 2022ablq estimated by Pelle-

grino et al. (2024). We find that photoelectric absorp-

tion starts attenuating the soft X-ray at ∼ 5 (ξ = 200)

or ∼ 15 (ξ = 100) days for SN 2022ablq (Fig. 15. The

phase is before the first X-ray detection, confirming the

consistency of our derived parameters for SN 2022ablq

in Section 4.3 with the X-ray observation.)

A possible issue is raised for the ionization effect for

SN 2019hgp. We find that photoelectric absorption

starts attenuating the soft X-ray between 13 and 28 days

for SN 2019hgp (see Fig. 14), thus the expected early

‘bright’ phase overlaps with part of the periods when it

was observed by Swift resulting in non-detection (Gal-

Yam et al. 2022). With the ionization effect considered

here, we indeed expect that it should have been detected

(Fig. 14). This might demonstrate several limitations

in the present analysis, including the followings; there

are uncertainty in the physical parameters estimated by

the optical LC modeling. The earliest epoch at ∼< 4

days might be contaminated by an LC component other

than the interaction, and it is beyond the applicability

of the optical LC modeling presented in Nagao et al.

(2023) (see Fig. 4 of Nagao et al. 2023); without detec-

tion, deriving the X-ray luminosity upper limit involves

uncertainties (e.g., assumed SED); we might overesti-

mate the ionization effect by ignoring the effect of the

attenuation of X-rays. To settle this issue, more de-

tailed calculations including the attenuation effect are

needed, together with detection of the hard X-rays (to

accurately derive the physical parameters such the the
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SN 2006jc

Compton scat.
(fully Ionized

unshocked CSM)

Photoelectric
abs.

Inoue&Maeda 2024のポンチ絵

Figure 13. The left panel shows the diagnosing plot for the ionization state in the unshocked CSM of SN 2006jc (see the
caption of Fig. 12). We adopt the following conditions; Vsh = 0.7× 109 cm s−1, and LX,soft = 2.0× 1040( t

100 days
)−1.4 erg s−1.

The right panels shows the model for the absorbed (observed) soft X-ray LC of SN 2006jc (red lines), as compared to the
observed data points for SN 2006jc taken from Immler et al. (2008). In the earliest phase (blue area), the soft X-ray luminosity
is computed by taking into account only Compton scattering. In the orange area, the soft X-ray luminosity is computed by
taking into account photoelectric absorption on the effectively neutral CSM. The grey area corresponds to the recombination
period as estimated with ξ = 100− 200 for the critical ionization parameter.

CSM density; see Section 6.1) and the soft X-rays (to

calibrate the model).

6. DISCUSSION

6.1. The importance of hard X-ray observation

Deriving the CSM composition (e.g., SNe 2006jc and

2022ablq in Section 4.1) is influenced by the assumed

CSM density distribution. This is because the rising

properties of the soft X-ray LC are controlled by the

column density of heavier elements that is determined

by the CSM density and composition as shown in eq.

9. Here is where the hard X-ray LC provides an in-

dependent and powerful diagnostics; even in the rising

phase of the soft X-ray LC, the hard X-rays can already

be in the optically-thin phase, and it can provide a ro-

bust measure of the CSM density parameters (D′ and s).

The CSM abundance can be then derived through the

soft-X-ray LC analysis. Given its nature as a bolometer

of the SN-CSM interaction energetics, the hard X-ray

LC is a more direct trace of the CSM density properties

than in the optical LC analysis.

As shown in Fig. 7, NuSTAR provides a sensitivity

that is expected to be sufficient to detect nearby SNe

Ibn/Icn in hard X-rays, if the observation is performed

promptly after the explosion. This will provide key con-

tribution in studying the progenitor of SNe Ibn/Icn and

their final activities.

6.2. Possible effects of inverse Compton scattering

According to the previous study (Maeda & Moriya

2022), the main energy source of the optical photon is

provided by the inward-going X-rays originally emitted

at the FS, which are then reprocessed into the optical

photons either in the FS, RS or the unshocked ejecta.

The outward-going optical photons then inversely pass

through the outer layers such as the RS or FS, and

may experience inverse Compton scattering by these

regions and be energized to X-rays. However, when a

non-negligible fraction of X-rays can escape the shocked

regions, the system should also be optically thin to op-

tical photons. Therefore, the contribution of the X-ray

photons created through inverse Compton scattering by

thermal electrons will not be a main contributor to the

X-ray LC.

In addition, we note that our model dose not treat

non-thermal (relativistic) electrons which are generated

at the FS front thorough the DSA (Diffusive shock accel-

eration) mechanism. In some situations, inverse Comp-

ton scattering of optical photons by these non-thermal

electrons could contribute to the X-ray emission (see

e.g., Bell 1978a,b; Drury 1983; Fransson & Björnsson

1998; Chevalier & Fransson 2003, 2017; Maeda 2012,

2013; Matsuoka et al. 2019; Murase et al. 2019, about

charged particle acceleration at the shock front). In an

extreme circumstance, synchrotron emission could di-
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unshocked CSM)

Photoelectric
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Inoue&Maeda 2024のポンチ絵

Figure 14. The left panel shows the diagnosing plot for the ionization state in the unshocked CSM of SN 2019hgp. We adopt
the following conditions; Vsh = 1.7 × 109 cm s−1, and LX,soft = 3.0 × 1039( t

100 days
)−1.7 erg s−1. The right panels shows the

model for the absorbed (observed) soft X-ray LC of SN 2019hgp adopting the ‘He-envelope’ compositions (dashed-red) and the
‘O-core’ compositions (dashed-yellow) (see Section 4.2). The upper limit of the soft X-ray luminosity of SN 2019hgp is taken
from Gal-Yam et al. (2022). See the caption of Fig. 13.

SN 2022ablq

Compton scat.
(fully Ionized

unshocked CSM)

Photoelectric
abs.

Inoue&Maeda 2024のポンチ絵 なぜ初期のゆるい
estimateなのに、後半を合わせたやつより中
性になりやすいのかわからない、今の議論に⽳
がある?Lxの時間変化に依存する議論にしてな
いはずなのだが
→わかった、shock
ていくはずだとしている気がする・
→明⽇考える。
→Lx∝t^-p(p>1(@s=3)

Figure 15. The left panel shows the diagnosing plot for the ionization state in the unshocked CSM of SN 2022ablq. We adopt
the following conditions; Vsh = 0.55 × 109 cm s−1, and LX,soft = 1.2 × 1040( t

100 days
)−1.7 erg s−1. The right panels shows the

model for the absorbed (observed) soft X-ray LC of SN 2022ablq (red lines), as compared to the observed data points taken
from Pellegrino et al. (2024). See the caption of Fig. 13.
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rectly contribute to X-ray emission (e.g., Murase et al.

2019). While the particle acceleration process (e.g.,

Fermi 1949; Bell 1978a,b; Drury 1983) and the efficiency

are still under debate, for the high-density CSM consid-

ered here, this will be overwhelmed by the thermal X-ray

emission (e.g., Maeda et al. 2014). One possible excep-

tion is the late-time tail phase, where the efficiency of

the thermal X-ray emission decreases due to the rapidly

decreasing CSM density for SNe Ibn/Icn; this is an issue

we plan to investigate in the future.

7. SUMMARY

In the present study, we have developed a X-ray LC

model for SNe Ibn/Icn, taking into account the rapid

cooling behind the FS as a post-process (Section 2).

Through studying the parameter dependence on the re-

sulting emission (Section 3), our findings can be sum-

marized as follows:

1. The hard X-ray LC provides a robust measure of

the explosion properties (Eej, Mej) and the CSM

density distribution (ρCSM), as a tracer of the SN-

CSM interaction energetics.

2. The soft X-ray LC is important for revealing the

CSM composition, thanks to its rising LC proper-

ties controlled by the photoelectric absorption in

the unshocked CSM.

3. Therefore, the broad-band X-ray observation is re-

quired for robustly revealing the nature of the pro-

genitor and its final activities.

We have then applied our X-ray LC model to the ob-

servational data of SNe 2006jc, 2019hgp, and 2022ablq.

Under the assumption of the effectively neutral CSM

(where the inner-shell electrons of carbon/oxygen are

bound), the results can be summarized as follows:

1. The X-ray LC of SN 2006jc can be explained by

the physical parameters derived from the opti-

cal LC modeling; Mej = 6 M⊙, Ekin,ej = 0.8 B,

VCSM = 3000 km s−1, s = 3 and D′ = 4.0. In

addition, the X-ray LC of SN 2022ablq can be ex-

plained by the physical parameters of typical SNe

Ibn derived from the optical LC modeling; Mej =

6 M⊙, Ekin,ej = 0.6 B, VCSM = 1500 km s−1, s = 3

andD′ = 4.0. These demonstrate a general consis-

tency between the optical and X-ray properties on

the basis of the SN-CSM interaction model, sup-

porting the interaction scenario to explain the na-

ture of SNe Ibn (and Icn).

2. Our model indicates difference in the CSM compo-

sitions between SNe 2006jc and 2022ablq despite

their both being SNe Ibn; (He, C, O)=(0.4, 0.3,

0.3) for SN 2006jc and (He, C, O)=(0.95, 0.025,

0.025) for 2022ablq, respectively (see Appendix B

about the robustness in deriving the CSM compo-

sition). This indicates that even within the same

SN Ibn class, there could be a diversity in the

degree of the mass loss and envelope stripping;

the mass loss of the SN 2006jc progenitor might

have reached down nearly to the bottom of the

He envelope, while SN 2022ablq progenitor might

have experienced a less extreme stripping where

the stripping has been reached to the middle of

the He layer.

3. However, the above conclusion on the CSM com-

position should not be over-interpreted, and will

require further confirmation; it depends on the as-

sumed CSM density distribution. A more robust

estimate of the CSM composition can be obtained

by adding the hard X-ray observation and mod-

eling, highlighting the importance of the prompt

hard X-ray follow-up observation.

4. The soft X-ray upper limit for SN 2019hgp as ob-

tained by Swift is consistent with the interaction

model, and indeed consistent with any CSM com-

positions examined in the present work.

5. While the hard X-ray observation has not been re-

ported for SN 2019hgp, our model predicts that it

must have been detected if a prompt observation

just after the discovery were conducted by NuS-

TAR.

The assumption that the inner-shell electrons of car-

bon/oxygen are bound affects the strength of photo-

electric absorption. We have further explored the effect

of photoionization of the unshocked CSM by the X-ray

emitted from the interacting region on the emerging soft

X-rays:

1. In a few days since the explosion, we may indeed

expect strong soft X-ray emission; the unshocked

CSM just ahead of the FS is expected to be fully

ionized due to high X-ray luminosity.

2. As combined with ‘the second peak’, as created

through suppression of the soft X-ray once the

CSM is recombined and then the rising LC as

the column density decreases, we show that SNe

Ibn/Icn may show double-peaked soft X-ray LC.

3. For the models adopted for SNe 2006jc and

2022ablq, we have confirmed that the assumption

of the effectively neutral CSM is appropriate in
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the epochs where the soft X-ray data are available

(i.e., in the second peak).

4. In addition to the hard X-ray observation, the

prompt soft X-ray observation within a few days

can thus be a new window to study the nature of

the SNe Ibn/Icn progenitors and their final activ-

ities.

5. Indeed, our tentative analysis of SN 2019hgp, we

estimate that soft X-ray should have been detected

in the earliest phase despite the non-detection by

Swift. This demonstrates a possibility of further

refining the model and constraining the nature

of SNe Ibn/Icn. For more accurate calculations

of photoelectric absorption, the simple treatment

of ionization states of ions in the present study

should be updated, and the attenuation of X-rays

in the radial direction, which is related to the pho-

toionization of ions, needs to be included.

APPENDIX

A. FEEDBACK OF RADIATION LOSS ON HYDRODYNAMICS

The present model does not consider feedback of radiative loss on hydrodynamics. To investigate the influence of

radiative cooling on hydrodynamics, radiation hydrodynamic (RH) simulations using SNEC are conducted with the

most extreme model with D′ = 6.4 (see Section 3 for the other parameters). We note that the SNEC assumes complete

thermal equilibrium and blackbody radiation which lead to an overestimation of the influence of the radiation loss. We

find that the RH simulation by SNEC results in the 20% reduction in the shock velocity and the 100% enhancement

in the gas density behind the shock, as compared to the adiabatic hydrodynamic simulation. The relation between

X-ray luminosity and the properties behind the FS is expressed as follows:

LX ∝ T 0.5ρ2VolFS ∝ V 4
shρ

2 , (A1)

where T , ρ, and VolFS are gas temperature, mass density, and volume of the region shocked by the FS. According to

eq. A1, the resulting X-ray luminosity is increased by 60% as compared to the adiabatic hydrodynamic simulation.

Therefore, the synthetic unabsorbed X-ray luminosity in the present study might be underestimated by a factor of at

most 1.6 by neglecting the feedback effect.

The optical depth is expressed as follows:

τpe, τcomp ∝ r−s+1
sh (for s > 1)

∝ V −s+1
sh .

(A2)

According to eq. A2, the RH simulation for the model with D′ = 6.4 and s = 3 provides 60% higher optical depth

than that provided by the adiabatic hydrodynamics simulation. Given that the model examined here sets basically

the upper limit on the feedback effect. our X-ray LC model in the main text (Section 2) underestimates the optical

depth by at most a factor of 1.6.

B. ROBUSTNESS IN DERIVING THE CSM COMPOSITION

To discuss the robustness in deriving the CSM compositions in Sections 4.1 and 4.3, we show the synthetic soft

X-ray LCs with several models with different CSM compositions, as compared to the data of SNe 2006jc and 2022ablq

in Figs. 16 and 17, respectively. Thanks to the data point of SN 2006jc at ∼40 days since the explosion, we find that

our X-ray LC model prefers the low helium composition models (e.g., 20 %, 30 %, and 40 % models). In addition,

considering the peak soft X-ray data point of SN 2006jc, we conclude that the 40 % helium model is plausible for the

CSM composition of SN 2006jc. Similar to the discussion of SN 2006jc, from the data points in the rising phase and

the peak phase, we conclude that the 95 % helium model is plausible for the CSM composition of SN 2022ablq.
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