arXiv:2501.07134v1 [astro-ph.HE] 13 Jan 2025

PISN 2018ibb: radioactive emission of [O111] lines
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Abstract

Supernova 2018ibb of the PISN category, related to the dynami-
cal instability of oxygen core in a supermassive star induced by pair-
creation shows at the nebular stage strong [O111] emission lines of an
uncertain origin. I propose a simple model that demonstrates a possi-
bility of [O 111] lines emission from the supernova oxygen matter ionized
and heated by the 56Co radioactive decay. The reason is pinpointed by
which the [O111] line luminosity among supernovae of PISN category
can vary in a broad range.

1 INTRODUCTION

Superluminous supernova (SLSN) SN 2018ibb (Schulze et al. 2024) is the
very likely case of pair-instability supernovae (PISN) (Woosley et al. 2002,
Barkat et al. 1967) The light curve in the range of about 1000 days indicates
that SN 2018ibb is caused by the supermassive star explosion with the energy
of 2 10°? erg and the ejection of enormous amount (25-44 M) of synthesised
%N (Schulze et al. 2024). Large values of energy and **Ni mass suggest the
presupernova initial mass of 140-260 M and the explosion is a single event
without preliminary pulsations caused by the pair-instability (Woosley et
al. 2002). This picture leaves no place for any massive circumstellar (CS)
shell ejected by a powerful pulsation before the PISN explosion, so one does
not expect strong effects of the CS interaction, unlike SLSN 2006gy with
massive (~ 5 M) CS shell that is a feature of the pulsational pair-instability
supernova (PPISN) (Woosley et al. 2007).

In this context one cannot help noticing strong emission lines of [O 111] 5007,
4959 A and 4363 A with the luminosity of ~ 10* ergs™" (Schulze et al. 2024).
Among known SLSNe [O111] 5007, 4959 A emission apart from SN 2018ibb
has been detected only in LSQ14an and PS1-14bj (Lunnan et al. 2016). It
has been suggested that [O 111] emission of SN 2018ibb could originate from
the supernova interaction with a dense CSM (Schulze et al. 2024). This
conjecture, however, does not fully agree with the observed profile of the
|O 111] doublet (Chugai 2024). The alternative radioactive mechanism of the
|O 111] emission also faces a problem, since the synthetic spectrum based on
the explosion model of the Hel30 helium core (Heger & Woosley 2002) does
not show noticeable [0 111] 5007 A emission (Schulze et al. 2024, Kozyreva et
al. 2024).

Given uncertainty of the [O 111] emission origin, it is premature to abandon
the radiactive mechanism, because it might well be that the real supernova
envelope of SN 2018ibb differs significantly from the theoretical model based
on the one-dimensional explosion of the Hel30 helium core. First, SN 2018ibb
originates from the explosion of the oxygen, not helium core (Chugai 2024).
Second, the explosion may bring about three-dimensional matter distribution
in ejecta; and third, the nickel bubble caused by the decay of the large
amount of 5°Ni additionally modifies ejecta density distribution (Kozyreva et
al. 2017).



The above said necessitates to study the radioactive mechanism of [O 111
emission based on a simple flexible model of SN 2018ibb that takes into ac-
count major physics of the radioactive energy deposition, including oxygen
ionization and excitation. This study is the goal of the present communica-
tion that includes the description of the simplified model of SN 2018ibb and
the computation method for the oxygen ionization (Section 2), the calcula-
tion of oxygen line intensities and the determination of principal parameters
of line-emitting oxygen (Section 3). Results are discussed in Section 4, where
I present also an explanation of the significant variation of the [O111] lines
intensity among possible supernovae of the PISN category.

2  OXYGEN IONIZATION

The supernova envelope is represented by a homogeneous (on average)
sphere with the free expansion kinematics v = r/t. The model is essentially
one-zone with the average density determined by the mass and kinetic energy.
The referential SN 2018ibb model is mod60 (Chugai 2024) with the ejecta
mass of M = 60 My, energy E = 1.2 x 10°? erg, and *Ni mass M,,; = 30 M.
It should be emphasised that this model is also an approximation based on the
Arnett (1980) description. Principal parameters of our model are consistent
qualitatively with the explosive burning of 30 M, that releases 3 x 10°? erg
for the specific energy ¢(*°0) =5 x 10" ergg™" (Woosley et al. 2002). With
the subtracted kinetic energy the remaining 1.8 x 10%?erg is spent on the
bound energy, which at the maximum compression significantly exceeds the
bound energy of 60 M oxygen core prior to the loss of stabiliy.

For the indicated mass and energy the boundary velocity is vy = (10E/3M)Y/? =
5770kms™!, the average density is p = 3.6 x 1071°(¢/400d) 3 gcm ™3, and
the oxygen number density n = 1.3 x 10%(¢/400d) 3 cm™3. We consider
three cases of the oxygen mass: Mo = 15 Mg, 10 M,, and 5M,. The
oxygen is presumably mixed with %°Ni macroscopically, viz., any volume
of the oxygen material consists only of the oxygen. This requirement sug-
gests that the relative distance § = Av/vg between fragments of °Ni matter
and the oxygen should permit gamma-quanta from the **Co decay to pen-
etrate in the oxygen avoiding the noticeable absorption at the considered
stage t &~ 400 days. In other words, the following condition should be met:
AT, = 0kypuot =~ 2.20 < 1, where the absorption coefficient for gamma-
rays of *°Co decay is k, = 0.03cm? g~! (Sutherland & Wheeler 1984). The
requirement ¢ < 0.5 is fulfilled even for the moderate macroscopic mixing.

The approximation of a homogeneous density is an idealization. In fact
the density distibution can be essentially three-dimensional due to effects
of the explosion and nickel bubble, so we admit that the oxygen density
(po) can differ from the average density (p) by a factor x of the density
contrast po = xp. With the oxygen mass My < M the oxygen filling factor
is f=Vo/V = (Mp/M)x™'. Note that for y = 1 the oxygen filling factor
f=Mo/M < 1, which clarifies the use of x instead of the filling fsctor f.



At the age t = t,q4: +276 = 381 days after the explosion [+276 days mean
276 days after the bolometric maximum t,,,, (Schulze et al. 2024), while
381 days is the time lapse after the explosion| the SN 2018ibb bolometric
luminosity is L = 1.2x 10" ergs™! (Schulze et al. 2024) that is reproduced in
the model mod60 (Chugai 2024). The power deposited in the oxygen matter
by gamma-quanta of *Co decay is L4(O) = (Mo/M)L. The deposiion in
the unit of volume of the oxygen matter is, therefore, ¢, = L4(0)/Vo) =
(L/V)x =3.6 x 107"y [ergem ™3 s71].

The ionization rate of the oxygen k-ion with the ionization potential I
due to ionization losses of Compton electrons is yxeqs/wyg, where gy is the
k-ion fraction and wy, is the average work spent on the single ionization of
the k-ion. The experimental data for the neutral oxygen with the ionization
potential I; suggest w; = 2.31; (Ahlen 1980); the similar relation wy = 2.31
is used below for ions k = 2 and k = 3 since the ionization by fast electrons
with the energy £ > I removes most loosely bound external electron. The
radiative recombination rate is Ry = axn.yrr1n, where n, is the electron
number density calculated recursively in the process of solution of ionization
balance equations, n is the oxygen number density, «; is the recombination
coefficient for k-ion taken from (Tarter 1971).

In conditions under consideration the oxygen ioniztion occurs in the
steady-state regime. Indeed, for minimum ionization degree on day 400
e = ne/n = 0.1 (in reality, z. 2 0.5) the maximum recombination time
is 1/(cyne) ~ 4 x 10°s that is far below both the 6Co lifetime (~ 107s)
and the expansion time. In the steady-state regime equations of the ion-
ization balance read Gy = Rj. The system of ionization balance equations
includes four ionization stages of oxygen. As an example, on day 400 for the
model with the oxygen mass of 15 M and fiducial parameters T, = 9000 K
and x = 3 the ionization fractions are (y1,ys,ys,y4) = (0.439, 0.52, 0.0397,
0.0013) with the resulting ionization degree z, = 0.602.

Note that we ignore additional ionization of O1 by ultraviolet resonance
lines of the multiplet uvl O 11 (834 A) emitted due to the excitation of O 11
by fast electrons. As a result, our model underestimates a bit the oxygen
ionization degree.

3 OXYGEN LINE INTENSITIES

The ion fractions and electron number density found by the solution of
ionization balance equations for given values of T, and y are used for the cal-
culation of oxygen luminosity in lines of [O1], [O11], and [O111]. Level pop-
ulations are obtained from balance equations in three-level approximation
(level corresponds to term). Rates of spontaneous transitions are from NIST
database, collisional strengths are from data compiled in the book (Oster-
brock & Ferland 2006), while for O collisional strength are from (Zatsarinni
& Tayal 2003). The solution of balance equations with radiative and colli-
sional transitions provides us with the line power density (¢ = 4mj, where
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Figure 1. Diagnostic diagram "flux ratio vs. [O1i1| line luminos-

ity" for the model with 15 M, of oxygen. Left (a) is the dia-
gram for the flux ratio [O111]4359A/5007,4959A; center (b) for the
flux ratio [O111] 5007,4959A /[0 1] 6300,6364A; right (c) for the ratio
[01]5577A /[01]6300,6364A. Circles show observational values, triangle is
for the upper limit of 5577A /[0 1] 6300,6364A flux ratio. Colored lines show
the dependence on the y parameter for the fixed temperature (red is for
7000 K and green is for 10000 K). Black solid line shows the dependence on
the temperature for fixed density contrast y = 5, while dashed line is for
x = 0.5.

j is the emissivity) for given values of T, and x. The line luminosity is the
production of € and the oxygen volume L = ¢V (Mo/M)x L.

Results for the oxygen mass of 15 M. are displayed (Figure [I]) as di-
agrams "line flux ratio vs. [O111] 5007,4959 A luminosity". The observa-
tional luminosity in [O111] double is lg L = 41.01 [ergs™!|, whereas the flux
ratio [F'(4359)/F(50074959) = 0.3 + 0.3. Both values are reproduced for
T, ~ 9000K and x ~ 3 (Figure[dla). Note that the F'(4359)/F(5007,4959)
ratio is a sensitive indicator of the electron temperature.

The luminosity of [O 111] doublet and the flux ratio of [O111]/[O 1] (Figure
Ib) are formally reproduced in the model My = 15 Mg for T, ~ 8800 K
and x ~ 3. In fact, the profile of [O1] is significantly broader compared to
|O 111] emission (Schulze et al. 2024) indicating a different radial distribution
of sources for these emissions, which is not described by our one-zone model.

The auroral-to-nebular ratio [O1] 5577A /6300,6364A (Figure Mc) is an
indicator of the tmperature and electron number density in the [O 1| emission
zone. Unfortunately, at the stage +276 days the 5577 A is not seen because
it falls on the red slope of broad emission band of Fell lines; the auroral
line becomes visible only at the late stage t > t,,4, + 377 days (cf. Schulze
et al. 2024). The upper limit of the 5577A /6300,6364A ratio indicates the
electron temperature < 7000 K in the [O1] line-emitting zone (Figure [Mc).
We do not show comparison of the computed [O11] 7325 A luminosity with
the observational one because this line is blended with the strong emission of
[Ca11] 7300 A. Yet it is noteworthy that the calculated [O 11] 7325 A luminosity
does not contradict to the significant contribution of this line to the 7300 A
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Figure 2. The same as Figure [l but with the oxygen mass of 5 M.

Table 1. Model parameters and oxygen luminosity

MO/M® T, X Le Ld(o) Lem(o) Th Nh,num
15 9000 3.3 059 3(42)* 23(42) 0.77 0.75
10 9000 2 0.69 2(42) 1.29(42) 0.63 0.77
5 9200 0.86 1(42) 52(41) 051 0.79

* Luminosity in ergs™! (in parentheses is the power of 10)

emission.

The model with the oxygen mass of 10 M, reproduces the [O111] dou-
blet luminosity and the [O 111] 4359A /5007,4959A ratio for parameter values
T. ~ 9000K and x ~ 2 comparable to those of the model with 15 M of
oxygen. We therefore do not show figures for this case. For the model with
the oxygen mass of 5 Mg the luminosity of the [O111] doublet and [O111]
4359A / 5007,4959A ratio are reproduced for somewhat different parameters:
T, ~ 9200K and x ~ 1 (Figure Ila). The large model ratio of [O111]/[O1]
lines (Figure [b) for these parameters reflects the strong O1 ionization due
to the relatively low density.

Input parameters and inferred values are summarized in Table 1. It shows,
in order, the oxygen mass, temperature, density contrast, ionization degree,
power deposition ro oxygen material, total luminosity of oxygen lines, deposi-
tion fraction estimated from the energy thermal balnce 1, = Le,,,(O)/Lg(O),
and finally, the theoretical estimate using derived ionization degree and the
relation 7 pum(z.) for the oxygen found earlier via the numerical solution
of Spenser-Fano equation (Kozma & Fransson 1992). In the model with
Mo = 15 Mg Nppum value is equal to n, (Table 1), for the model with
Mo = 10 Mg, these parameters coincide within 20%. In the model with
Mo = 5 Mg the difference mounts to a factor of 1.5. The latter indicates
that the model with the large (10-15 M) oxygen mass is preferred. The co-
incidence of 7, and 1, pum for sensible values of model parameters supports
the radioactive mechanism of [O111] emission from SN 2018ibb ejecta.



4  DISCUSSION

The goal of the paper has been a question, whether the strong forbidden
emission of double-ionized oxygen in SN 2018ibb could be explained in the
framework of the radioactive mechanism. I find that one-zone model with re-
alistic values of supernova energy, mass and amount of °*Ni is able to describe
the observed luminosities of [O 111] lines, provided the macroscopic mixing be-
tween °°Ni and oxygen, and thus to confirm the radioactive mechanism of
these emissions.

The valuable feature of our one-zone model is the minimum set of free
parameters, which are 7. and y. Yet one-zone model disadvanage is that
it cannot account for some important issues. First, the profile of the [O1]
doublet is broader compared to [O 111] doublet (cf. Schulze et al.2024), which
suggests somewhat different line-emitting zones. [O 1] doublet forms predom-
inantly in outer high-velocity supernova layers, whereas [O111] lines form in
the inner zone. To describe this picture at least two-zone model is needed.
Second, the one-zone model with the T, ~ 9000 K predicts rather strong
[O1]5577 A line at the stage 276 days, which is absent in the spectrum
and appeares only after +360 days (cf. Schulze et al. 2024). The rela-
tively low flux ratio 5577A/ 6300,6364A emphasises that line-emitting zones
of [O1] and [O111] do not coincide and the temperature in [O 1] line-emitting
zone is lower, T, < 7000 K. Both aforementioned points require two-zone
model, in which internal "hot" oxygen with the temperature of 9000 K emits
[O111] lines, whereas external "cold" oxygen contributes primarily in [O1]
line emission. Noteworthy, the disparity between emission of [O111] and [O1]
nave been noticed in the model of LSQ14an (SLSN) spectrum: the model
with low-mass ejecta reproduces [O 111] but significantly underproduces [O 1]
emission (Jerkstrand et al. 2017).

Surprisingly, at first glance, that the complicated model of the radioactive
emission of oxygen (Jerkstrand et al. 2017) is not able to reproduce the
[O 111] luminosity of SN 2018ibb despite being based on the hydrodynamic
PISN model. A possible reason is that the one-dimensional PISN model does
not produce the significant macroscopic mixing of the *Ni in the unburned
oxygen. Meanwhile such a mixing is a crucial ingredient that significantly
increases the gamma-quanta deposition into the oxygen material compared
to the unmixed case.

It is interesting to understand conditions favoring the emergence of the
strong [O 111] emissions in supernovae of PISN category. Let us consider the
ionization balance between O 11 and O1III with the relative fractions ys, ys3
and the electron number density n, ~ yon

a2 _ Qayay3n? . (1)
W2
Taking into account volumetric power ;4 oc M,;/V, volume V oc E%/2/M3/2
and the result that the mass of synthesised *Ni for model PISN with helium
cores 100-130 My, relates to the explosion energy approximately as M,; o< E3
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(Kasen et al. 2011), we obtain the relation
ys oc My * M2, 2)

The found relation says that a higher fraction of O 111 and therefore the larger
flux ratio of lines 5007,4959A/6300,6364A is expected in PISN supernovae
with the larger °°Ni mass and the lower ejecta mass. The explosion of a
bare oxyygen core with a large *°Ni mass in the case of SN 2018ibb cre-
ates favorable conditions for the emergence of the strong [O 111] 5007, 4959A
emission.

The relation (2)) permits one to understand, why among PISNe the rela-
tive ratio of [O111]/[O 1] emissions can vary in a broad range. Let us imagine
that in some supernova of PISN category the ejecta mass, due to the he-
lium shell, is twice as large, while the *°Ni mass is twice as low compared to
SN 2018ibb. The fraction of O 111 ion then will be ~ 30 times lower and by the
same factor the flux ratio 5007,4959A / 6300,6364A will be lower compared to
SN 2018ibb.

5 CONCLUSION

The analysis of the oxygen ionization and excitation based on a simple
model of the SN 2018ibb envelope with realistic values of ejecta mass, en-
ergy and amount of 5°Ni lead us to conclude that observed [O111] emission
lines can originate from the deposition of the radioactive energy of the °Co
decay into oxygen matter given the macroscopic mixing between °Co and
oxygen. It is shown that a significant range of flux ratio of [O111]/[O 1] lines
5007,4959A/ 6300A among possible supernovae of PISN category is due to
the difference of ejecta mass and synthesised Ni mass. The increase of O 111
fraction with the larger mass of *Ni and lower ejecta mass explains, why
SN 2018ibb has strong [O 111] emission lines.
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