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ABSTRACT

Using optical and near-infrared images of the Cassiopeia A (Cas A) supernova remnant covering the
time period 1951 to 2022, together with optical spectra of selected filaments, we present an investigation
of Cas A’s reverse shock velocity and the effects it has on the remnant’s metal-rich ejecta. We find
the sequence of optical ejecta brightening and the appearance of new optical ejecta indicating the
advancement of the remnant’s reverse shock in the remnant’s main shell has velocities typically between
1000 and 2000 km s−1, which is ∼ 1000 km s−1 less than recent measurements made in X-rays. We
further find the reverse shock appears to move much more slowly and is nearly even stationary in the
sky frame along the remnant’s western limb. However, we do not find the reverse shock to move inward
at velocities as large as ∼ 2000 km s−1 as has been reported. Optical ejecta in Cas A’s main emission
shell have proper motions indicating outward tangential motions ≃ 3500 − 6000 km s−1, with the
smaller values preferentially along the remnant’s southern regions which we speculate may be partially
the cause of the remnant’s faint and more slowly evolving southern sections. Following interaction
with the reverse shock, ejecta knots exhibit extended mass ablated trails 0.2′′ − 0.5′′ in length leading
to extended emission indicating reverse shock induced decelerated velocities as large as ≃1000 km s−1.
Such ablated material is most prominently seen in higher ionization line emissions, whereas denser
parts of ejecta knots show surprisingly little deceleration.

Keywords: ISM: individual (Cassiopeia A) - ISM: kinematics and dynamics

1. INTRODUCTION

Supernova (SN) explosions generate high-velocity
ejecta which initially act in unison like a spherical piston
creating an expanding blast wave which propagates out-
ward into the surrounding medium (Shklovskii 1973).
This outwardly moving shock subsequently undergoes
deceleration through its interaction with either the pro-
genitor’s pre-SN circumstellar medium (CSM) or local
ambient interstellar medium (ISM), forming behind it a
high pressure shell of swept-up material.
When the relatively low temperature (∼102−3 K) and

low pressure SN ejecta makes contact with the much
hotter (∼108−9 K) and higher pressure post-shocked
circumstellar medium behind the forward shock, a sec-
ondary or “reverse” shock forms. With a velocity less
than that of the forward shock, models show that this

∗ Based in part on observations with the NASA/ESA Hubble Space
Telescope, obtained at the Space Telescope Science Institute,
which is operated by the Association of Universities for Research
in Astronomy, Inc.

reverse shock, despite its name, still moves outward from
the remnant’s center of expansion with respect to fixed
sky coordinates until a significant fraction of a SN’s mass
has been shocked (McKee 1974; Gull 1975; McKee &
Truelove 1995; Truelove & McKee 1999).
The interaction of this reverse shock with a remnant’s

low density ejecta leads to strong X-ray and nonthermal
emissions (Yang et al. 2020), while driving a relatively
slow, radiative shock into clumps or “knots” of denser
ejecta. These reverse shock heated ejecta knots are sub-
sequently observed as UV, optical, and infrared emission
features (McKee 1974; Chevalier 1977, 1982). Follow-
ing reverse shock passage, such compact ejecta knots
can experience compression, distortion, and mass abla-
tion (Nagasawa et al. 1988; Mueller et al. 1991; Wang
& Chevalier 2001; Kifonidis et al. 2003; Hammer et al.
2010).
Young Galactic SN remnants (SNRs) offer the po-

tential of examining the progression of a SN’s reverse
shock in detail. In this regard, Cassiopeia A (Cas A)
is especially useful as it is the youngest Galactic core-
collapse supernova (CCSN) remnant (current age ≃350
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yr1), is among the closest young SNR (3.4±0.2 kpc;
Minkowski 1959; Reed et al. 1995; Rest et al. 2008;
Alarie et al. 2014; Neumann et al. 2024), and the only
Galactic CCSN remnant with a secure SN classification
(SN IIb) derived from light echo spectroscopy using mul-
tiple lines of sight (Krause et al. 2008; Rest et al. 2008,
2011; Besel & Krause 2012). Cas A is likely the remains
of a 15-25 solar mass red supergiant progenitor that lost
much of its hydrogen envelope (Fesen et al. 1987, 1988;
Fesen 2001) possibly due to a binary companion (Cheva-
lier & Oishi 2003; Young et al. 2006; Krause et al. 2008;
Weil et al. 2020).
Observationally, the Cas A remnant consists of bright

shell of optical, infrared, radio, and X-ray emissions
roughly 5′ diameter (≃ 5 pc at 3.4 kpc). Multi-
wavelength data show its reverse shock is currently en-
countering O-Si-S-Ar-Ca rich ejecta (Chevalier & Kirsh-
ner 1978, 1979; Hughes 2000; Hwang et al. 2000; Laming
& Hwang 2003; DeLaney et al. 2010), having long-ago
progressed passed the thin residual H, He, and N-rich
photospheric layers present at the time of SN outburst
as evidenced in early light-echo spectra (Krause et al.
2008; Rest et al. 2011) and by its N-rich but H-poor
outer ejecta knots (Fesen et al. 1987; Fesen 2001; Fesen
et al. 2006a).
Cas A’s reverse shocked, high-density ejecta are most

visible via optical and infrared emissions while lower
density ejecta are more prominent in X-rays (Hughes
2000; Hwang et al. 2000; Gotthelf et al. 2001; Laming
& Hwang 2003; Helder & Vink 2008; Patnaude & Fesen
2014). Kinematic studies have shown Cas A’s optical
ejecta to be arranged into a cellular-like structure con-
sisting of a dozen or so ejecta “rings” which surround
hotter, X-ray bright, Fe-rich ejecta (DeLaney et al. 2010;
Milisavljevic & Fesen 2013, 2015). These rings represent
cross-sections of large cavities or “bubbles” of ejecta.
These ring structures arise from the interaction of a
roughly spherical reverse shock front with these bubbles
of ejecta. Rings are composed of numerous individual
ejecta knots of varying densities and elemental composi-
tions and have typical angular dimensions of 0.2′′−1.0′′

(Fesen et al. 2001, 2006b; DeLaney et al. 2010; Milisavl-
jevic & Fesen 2015).
Cas A’s forward shock is seen as a nearly continuous

surrounding ring of thin nonthermal, continuum emit-
ting X-ray wisps and filaments in Chandra X-ray images
first noted by Gotthelf et al. (2001). Proper motion mea-
surements of the outward propagation of these filaments
has led to velocity estimates of ∼ 4500 to 6500 km s−1

assuming a distance of 3.4 kpc (see Table 1). However,
recent X-ray analysis suggests an average value around
5800 km s−1 and velocities as high as 7500 km s−1 (Vink
et al. 2022).

1 Soria et al. (2013) suggest a transient 4th mag star reported by
Cassini around 1671 may have been a sighting of the Cas A SN.

Table 1. Estimates Cas A’s Forward Shock Velocitya

Reference µ VFS

(′′ yr−1) (km s−1)

Vink et al. (1998) ∼0.32 ≃ +5200

Koralesky et al. (1998) ∼0.32 ≃ +5200

Willingale et al. (2002) · · · ∼ +4000

DeLaney & Rudnick (2003) ∼0.32 +2500 to +6500

Patnaude & Fesen (2009) 0.26 - 0.32 +4200 to +5200

Hwang & Laming (2012) 0.30 - 0.31 +4850 to +5050

Vink et al. (2022) ≃0.36 +5000 to +7500

Sakai et al. (2024) · · · +5000 to +6500

a Based on X-ray data and assuming d = 3.4 kpc

Unlike the situation of Cas A’s forward shock, deter-
mining Cas A’s reverse shock velocity is not straightfor-
ward. This has lead to a range of values derived from
both evolutionary expansion models (Table 2) or via
direct expansion measurements (Table 3). At present,
there is no firm consensus as to the precise velocity of
Cas A’s reverse shock except to say values generally lie
between 1000 and 4000 km s−1 and that it likely varies
significantly at different points around the remnant’s
rim. Indeed, Vink et al. (2022) find that it actually
does not expand outward in a region along the west rim
but instead actually moves inward at a velocity of nearly
2000 km s−1 (Table 3).
The changing location and hence motion of the reverse

shock over time can be estimated through noting a sharp
rise in the radio or X-ray emission with increasing radius
by comparing radial 1D intensity profiles or by stretch-
ing different 2D images taken at different epochs.
Cas A’s reverse shocked ejecta is marked by a bright

optical, infrared, X-ray, and radio shell some ∼ 95′′ −
115′′ in radius displaced roughly 15′′ to the northwest
from the remnant’s center of expansion (CoE) deter-
mined from the motions of ejecta knots Thorstensen
et al. (2001). This displacement is comparable in the
optical (Reed et al. 1995), radio (Anderson & Rudnick
1995; Arias et al. 2018), and X-rays (Koralesky et al.
1998; Gotthelf et al. 2001; DeLaney & Rudnick 2003;
Vink et al. 2022).
This northwest displacement of the reverse shocked

ejecta shell from remnant center is shown Figure 1.
Dashed black circles are shown centered on the rem-
nant’s CoE with red circles indicating the location of the
remnant’s bright emission shell, best seen in the radio
and infrared. Significant changes in Cas A’s emissions
across a wide range of wavelengths are largely confined
to this ring, consistent with the appearance of freshly
reverse shock heated ejecta.
The reverse shock’s velocity may also be estimated

through measurements of the advancement of ejecta
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Figure 1. Comparison of Cas A’s large-scale optical (HST), radio (VLA), infrared (Spitzer) and X-ray (Chandra) emissions.

The dashed black circles are 160′′ in radius and centered on the remnant’s expansion center (Thorstensen et al. 2001; α(J2000)

= 23h 23m 27.77s, δ(J2000) = 58◦ 48′ 49.4′′) marked as a small cross in the optical and X-ray images. The dashed circles

show the extent of the remnant’s outermost radio and infrared emissions and the location of the forward shock, best seen in the

X-rays. The solid red circles are 110′′ in radius and shifted 5′′ north and 13′′ west to match the expansion center defined by

the remnant’s bright radio emission shell (Anderson & Rudnick 1995; α(J2000) = 23h 23m 25.854s, δ(J2000) = 58◦ 48′ 54.3′′).

North is up, East to the left.

brightening in the following reverse shock passage. How-
ever, this requires multi-epoch observations of suffi-
cient spatial and temporal resolution in order to witness
and measure the sequential brightening of shock heated
ejecta following ejecta – reverse shock interaction. At
a distance of 3.4 kpc, a reverse shock velocity of 3000
km s−1 results in a proper motion less than 0.2′′ yr−1,
a spatial scale difficult to detect or measure optically
from the ground or in the radio and X-rays. Therefore,
extended data sets spanning several years are required.
Whereas in the radio and X-ray the time period over

which a Cas A ejecta knot becomes sufficiently bright
after initial interaction with the reverse shock is vari-
able (Smith et al. 2009; Patnaude & Fesen 2009, 2014),
it is less than around one year for optical knots to turn-
on (Morse et al. 2004). Unfortunately, measuring the
motion of the reverse shock in the optical is often af-

fected by the ejecta’s highly clumpy nature, leading to
regions showing no appreciable emission changes over
several years or to significant gaps in the sequence of
ejecta brightening.
Koralesky et al. (1998) and Vink et al. (1998) esti-

mated average reverse shock velocities of 1750 km s−1

and 3500 km s−1 respectively across the remnant, while
DeLaney & Rudnick (2003) estimated a much lower re-
verse shock velocity at 1155 km s−1 through measure-
ments of the motion of the remnant’s bright radio ring
over the azimuth range of 115◦−250◦. They viewed this
value as consistent with their hydrodynamic, power-law
expansion simulation which gave a velocity of 1270 km
s−1 based on Sedov-Taylor models (Truelove & McKee
1999). On the other hand, Morse et al. (2004) found
much higher reverse shock velocities along the remnant’s
northwestern rim based on proper motion measurements
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Table 2. Model Estimates of Cas A’s Reverse Shock Velocitya

Reference Method VRS

(km s−1)

Laming & Hwang (2003) X-ray emission models ∼ +1000

Schure et al. (2008) hydrodynamical models +990 to +3160

Hwang & Laming (2012) hydrodynamical models +2500

Micelotta et al. (2016) dust destruction models +1600

Orlando et al. (2016) hydrodynamical models +1500

Orlando et al. (2021) MHD + neutrino models +3000

Orlando et al. (2022) MHD + asymmetric CSM shell +3000 to −2000

aPositive and negative values indicate motions outward or inward toward the

remnant’s interior, respectively.

Table 3. Direct Measurements of Cas A’s Reverse Shock Velocitya

Reference Measured ∆t Azimuth Observed Expansion VRS
b

Feature (yrs) (degrees) (% yr−1) (µ yr−1) (km s−1)

Koralesky et al. (1998) radio ring 11.0 0− 360 0.07% − 0.14% 0.108′′ ± 0.025′′ +1750± 400

Vink et al. (1998) X-ray ring 17.0 0− 360 0.200% ±0.006% 0.220′′ ± 0.006′′ +3500± 110

DeLaney & Rudnick (2003) radio ring 9.2 115− 250 0.07% ±0.03% 0.07′′ ± 0.03′′ +1155± 500

Morse et al. (2004) optical knots 2.0 225, 315 · · · 0.16′′ − 0.20′′ +2600 to +3200

Helder & Vink (2008) western X-rays 4.0 ≈290 · · · −0.06′′ ± 0.009′′ −970± 140

Vink et al. (2022) X-ray ring 19 0− 360 0.134% ±0.084% 0.153′′ ± 0.009′′ +2460± 1540

” ” ” 19 ∼270 −0.1023% ±0.0012% −0.1167′′ ± 0.0001′′ −1880± 22

Wu & Yang (2024) X-ray ring 19 315− 5 · · · 0.245′′ ± 0.013′′ +3950± 210

” ” X-ray ring 19 15− 135 · · · 0.180′′ ± 0.016′′ +2900± 260

aPositive and negative values indicate motions outward or inward, respectively, toward the remnant’s interior.

bListed velocity is transverse velocity only and assumes a distance 3.4 kpc.

of optical Hubble Space Telescope (HST) images covering
a time span of just two years, between 2000 and 2002.
They estimated the reverse shock velocity in thie region
to be ∼ 3000 km s−1.
Subsequent studies also arrived at very different ve-

locities. Schure et al. (2008) estimated a broad range
of reverse velocities, 990 – 3160 km s−1, through hydro-
dynamical simulations of the progenitor’s circumstellar
medium shaped by a red giant wind followed by a brief
Wolf-Rayet fast wind phase. Hwang & Laming (2012)
used a power law density envelope expansion simula-
tion of Matzner & McKee (1999) to model reverse shock
propagation in Cas A and found reverse shock velocities
in the range of 2400 – 2600 km s−1.

In contrast, Helder & Vink (2008) reported a much
lower reverse shock velocity along parts of the western
half of Cas A where they found the reverse shock to
be nearly stationary or inward moving at over 1000 km
s−1 meaning an expanding ejecta knot moving outward
at 5500 km s−1 would experience an effective reverse
shock velocity around 6500 km s−1. Sato et al. (2018)
estimated even higher inward moving reverse shock ve-
locities in the frame of the ejecta of 5100 to 8700 km s−1

based on proper motion measurements of inward moving
nonthermal X-ray emission features seen in the interior
of Cas A on Chandra images.
Recently Vink et al. (2022), using Chandra X-ray data

in the 4.2-6.0 keV continuum band covering a period
of 19 years starting in January 2000, divided the rem-
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Table 4. Summary Log of Observations Used for this Analysisa

Instrument Date Obs. ID Exposure Time Wave Band/Plate Infoa Observer/PI

Ground Based

Palomar Hale 5m 1951-09-09 PH520B 1800 s blue: 103aO+GG1 Baade

Palomar Hale 5m 1951-10-31 PH553B 7200 s red: 103aE+RG2 Baade

Palomar Hale 5m 1951-11-03 PH563B 7200 s red: 103aE+RG2 Baade

Palomar Hale 5m 1954-11-25 PH232M 5400 s blue: 103aJ+GG11 Minkowski

Palomar Hale 5m 1958-08-11 PH3033S 5400 s red: 103aF+RG2 Shane

Palomar Hale 5m 1968-09-26 PH5254vB 5400 s red: 103aF+RG2 van den Bergh

Palomar Hale 5m 1972-09-10 PH6249vB 7200 s red: 103aF+RG2 van den Bergh

Palomar Hale 5m 1976-07-02 PH7252vB 7200 s red: 098+RG645 van den Bergh

Palomar Hale 5m 1989-09-28 PH8202vB 7200 s red: 098+RG645 van den Bergh

Palomar Hale 5m 1989-09-28 PH8204vB 7200 s [S II]+098 (FWHM=166 A) van den Bergh

Palomar Hale 5m 1989-09-29 PH8206vB 7200 s red: 098-04+RG645 van den Bergh

MDM Hiltner 2.4m 1996-10-06 · · · 900 s 5600–8800 Å: R band Fesen

MDM Hiltner 2.4m 1998-09-18 · · · 2400 s 5600–8800 Å: R band Fesen

MDM Hiltner 2.4m 1999-10-15 · · · 2400 s 5600–8800 Å: R band Thorstensen

MDM Hiltner 2.4m 2021-10-11 · · · 200 s 6000–7500 Å: F675W Fesen

Space Based

HST WFPC2 1999-06-13 U52B0* 1500 s 6000–7500 Å: F675W Fesen

HST WFPC2 2000-01-23 U59T0* 1000 s 6000–7500 Å: F675W Fesen

HST WFPC2 2002-01-09 U6D10* 1000 s 6000–7500 Å: F675W Fesen

HST ACS/WFC 2004-12-05 J8ZM0* 2400 s 5500–7100 Å: F625W Fesen

HST ACS/WFC 2004-12-05 J8ZM0* 2000 s 6900–8600 Å: F775W Fesen

HST WFPC2 2008-02-05 UA5K0* 2400 s 6000–7500 Å: F675W Patnaude

HST WFPC2 2008-06-02 UA5K0* 2400 s 6000–7500 Å: F675W Patnaude

HST WFC3/IR 2010-10-28 IBID* 22.1 ks 9000–10700 Å: F098M Fesen

HST WFC3/IR 2011-11-18 IBQH* 22.1 ks 9000–10700 Å: F098M Fesen

HST WFC3/UVIS 2018-01-10 IDG8* 2000 s 5500–7100 Å: F625W Fesen

HST WFC3/UVIS 2018-03-05 IDG8* 2000 s 5500–7100 Å: F625W Fesen

HST WFC3/UVIS 2019-01-25 IDWN* 4380 s 5500–7100 Å: F625W Fesen

JWST NIRCam 2022-11-05 jw01947 3350 s 1.54–1.71 µm: F162M Milisavljevic

HST ACS/WFC 2022-11-27 JEW81* 2360 s 5500–7100 Å: F625W Fesen

HST ACS/WFC 2022-11-27 JEW81* 2360 s 6900–8600 Å: F775W Fesen

aFor the Palomar observations, listed are the specific photographic emulsion and filter used.

nant X-ray emission into segments with opening angles
of 20◦ and then measured the expansion of the remnant’s
bright X-ray emission shell projected onto the plane of
the sky. They found that while the reverse shock moves
outward along Cas A’s eastern limb at velocities between
2000 and 4000 km s−1, it actually moves inward toward
the remnant’s center along a portion of the western limb
with a velocity of 1880 km s−1 with a unusually small
uncertainty of 22 km s−1.

If this were true, then the remnant’s ejecta in this re-
gion expanding outwardly at a velocity of ∼ 5000−6000
km s−1 would collide with an inward moving reverse
shock at a relative velocity as large as ∼8000 km s−1.
Vink et al. (2022) viewed such a high velocity, inward
moving reverse shock helpful in explaining the presence
of X-ray synchrotron emitting filaments seen along the
remnant’s western limb. Interestingly, recent dynami-
cal modeling which included a thin circumstellar shell,
densest along the remnant’s western limb, leads to better
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matches for X-ray estimated forward and reverse shock
velocity variations around Cas A’s rim (Orlando et al.
2022).
Finally, the most recent observational estimates are

those of Wu & Yang (2024) who, using the same 19 years
of Chandra data as Vink et al. (2022) reported similar
velocity estimates to those of Vink et al. (2022). They
determined the reverse shock is moving outward in the
frame of the observer at a velocity of 3950±210 km s−1

in the NW (PA = 315 to 5) similar to Vink et al. (2022)’s
estimate of 4000− 4500 km s−1, and 2900± 260 km s−1

in the SE (PA = 15 to 135), comparable to ∼ 3000 km
s−1 found by Vink et al. (2022).
Here we present an optical investigation of the veloc-

ity and location of the remnant’s reverse shock front
through the use of ground based, HST and JWST im-
ages of Cas A. Although the data set span over seven
decades (1951 to 2022), because significant changes of
the remnant’s optical emission features can occur on
the timescale of a decade or less, our reverse shock ve-
locity estimates are largely based on proper motions
data typically spanning less than ten years. Combining
transverse reverse shock proper motion measurements
with ground-based radial velocity measurements (Mil-
isavljevic & Fesen 2013), yield space velocity estimates
on Cas A’s recent reverse shock. In addition, we also
present HST images and ground-based spectral data on
the structural and kinematic effects that Cas A’s reverse
shock has on its dense optical ejecta knots.
The outline of the paper is as follows: The optical

imaging and spectral data used in this study are de-
scribed in §2, with an overview of the remnant’s opti-
cal emission along with descriptions on the limitations
and on our methodology in studying Cas A’s reverse
shock given in §3. We present in §4 our estimated re-
verse shock velocities at various locations in the remnant
based on some archival ground based images but mostly
using HST images. Structural and dynamical effects of
the remnant’s reverse shock on the dense optical ejecta
as seen through both images and spectra are presented
in §5. Discussions of our key findings along with com-
parisons with previous results regarding Cas A’s reverse
shock are presented in §6. Conclusions are given in §7.

2. DATA SETS

2.1. Optical Images

This study draws upon a unique series of optical
and near infrared images taken from ground based and
space-based observatories of Cas A spanning from 1951
to 2022 thereby covering roughly 70 years or roughly
20% of the remnant’s currently estimated 350 yr life-
time. The earliest deep optical images were made us-
ing a variety of photographic emulsions on glass plates
using the Hale 5m telescope at Palomar Observatory
between September 1951 and September 1989. Infor-
mation regarding the filter and photographic emulsion

used in these observations can be found in Table 42.
The first Palomar image was taken in September 1951
by W. Baade just two weeks after F. Graham Smith an-
nounced the first accurate position of Cas A based on
radio measurements (Smith 1951).
The Palomar 5m images represent the best ground-

based photographs taken of Cas A during the period
from 1951 to 1989. For consistency in comparison with
HST images, we analyzed mainly Palomar images taken
with red filters, as the remnant is substantially brighter
at red optical wavelengths (6000 Å − 7500 Å).
These photographic plates were first cleaned of sur-

face dust and then digitized using the high- speed dig-
itizing scanning machine DASCH (Simcoe et al. 2006;
Laycock et al. 2010) at the Harvard–Smithsonian Cen-
ter for Astrophysics. WCS image coordinates were then
applied using USNO UCAC3 catalog stars (Zacharias
et al. 2010), along with several additional stars located
within and around the remnant3. For additional details,
see Patnaude & Fesen (2014).
A few additional ground-based images used in this

study were taken with the MDM Observatory’s 2.4m
Hiltner telescope at Kitt Peak. These images obtained
in the years 1996, 1998, and 1999, were taken using an
R band filter on in direct imaging mode with a Loral
2048× 2048 CCD with a scale of 0.341′′ pixel−1. Total
exposure times varied from 900 to 2400 s. A more re-
cent sub-arcsecond red filter image of the remnant was
taken with the MDM 2.4m in October 2021 using a filter
identical to the HST WFPC2 F675W filter.
Much higher resolution images of Cas A were obtained

using the HST employing the WFPC2, ACS, and WFC3
cameras between June 1999 and November 2022 using
a variety of broad and narrow passband optical and in-
frared filters. These data were obtained through a se-
ries of Guest Observer programs (GO 7406, 8281, 9238,
9890, 10286, 12300, 12674, 14801, 15337, 15515, and
17210). Much of these data have already appeared in
several papers regarding different aspects of the rem-
nant’s optical properties (Fesen 2001; Thorstensen et al.
2001; Morse et al. 2004; Fesen et al. 2006b,a; Hammell
& Fesen 2008; Fesen et al. 2011; Patnaude & Fesen 2014;
Fesen & Milisavljevic 2016; Koo et al. 2018; Kerzendorf
et al. 2019; Weil et al. 2020).
Broadband filter HST images cover the full ±6500 km

s−1 radial velocity range from the chiefly red emission
lines arising from Cas A’s main shell of ejecta. Below we
briefly describe the various image data sets used in this
study and direct the reader to the papers listed above

2 A gap in the Palomar 5m photographic record of Cas A between
1958 and 1965 was due to the nearly simultaneous retirements of
Walter Baade and Rudolph Minkowski from the staff of Mount
Wilson and Palomar Observatories (Kamper & van den Bergh
1976a)

3 The best of the digitized Palomar plate images in fits format are
available in an on-line data set. See Appendix B.
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for more detailed descriptions. Table 1 lists only the
specific HST observations of Cas A used in this study.
Multi-passband HST images of Cas A were obtained

at several epochs using the Wide Field Planetary Cam-
era 2 (WFPC2) starting in 1999 and ending in 2008. The
first set of images obtained in June 1999 only covered
the remnant’s northwestern limb. Later images covering
nearly all of the remnant’s bright main shell were taken
in January 2000 and January 2002. Images were taken
using the F450W, F675W, and F850LP filters with ex-
posures times ranging from 4× 400 s to 4× 700 s. The
primary optical and NIR emission lines traced by these
three filters are [O III] λλ4959, 5007, [S II] λλ6716, 6731
plus [O II] λλ7320, 7330, and [S III] λλ9069, 9531, re-
spectively. Detailed descriptions of these data can be
found in Fesen (2001) and Morse et al. (2004). Ad-
ditional WFPC2 images of portions of the remnant’s
northwestern and southwest limbs were obtained on 5
February and 3 June 2008 but only in the F450W and
F657W filters.
Somewhat higher-resolution images of Cas A were ob-

tained using the Wide Field Channel (WFC) of the
Advanced Camera for Surveys (ACS; Ford et al. 1998;
Pavlovsky et al. 2002) on 13 November 2003, 4–6 March
2004 and 4–5 December 2004. The ACS/WFC consists
of two 4096 × 4096 CCDs at an average pixel size of
0.′′05 providing a 202′′ × 202′′ field of view. Images were
taken in the four Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS) fil-
ters F450W, F625W, F775W, and F850LP (g,r,i, and
z) at six target pointings covering the entire remnant,
including all known outlying ejecta knots. Total inte-
gration times in each filter were 2000 s, 2400 s, 2000 s,
and 2000 s, respectively. In order to compare with the
WFPC2 F675W images, we combined the F625W and
F775W images. To remove cosmic ray hits, cover the 2.′′5
interchip gap, and minimize saturation effects of bright
stars, a 2-point ACS-WFC-dither-line (ACS Instrument
Handbook; Boffi et al. 2003) was used with two expo-
sures taken at each dither point for the six pointings in
each of the four filters.
Near-infrared images isolating mainly the remnant’s

[S III] λλ9069,9531 and [S II] λλ10287–10371 line emis-
sions using the WFC3’s F980M filter were obtained on
29 October 2010 and 18 November 2011 using the Wide
Field Camera 3 (WFC3). For both observations, 12
sets of dithered 50 s exposures were taken using the IR
Channel HgCdTe detector and the F098M filter. The IR
Channel on WFC3 consists of a 1k × 1k HgCdTe detec-
tor yielding a total field of view of 123× 136 arcsecond
with a pixel size of 0.′′13. Although these images were
primarily taken to explore the remnant’s NE and SW
outer “jets” of high-velocity ejecta, they did cover over
90% of Cas A’s main shell thus making them useful for
ejecta proper motion studies.
An additional set of optical images using the

WFC3/UVIS camera on HST were obtained in January
and March of 2018 and in January 2019. Using the

WFC3 F625W filter, a set of dithered 4 × 500 s expo-
sures were taken at nine separate pointings covering the
whole remnant in 2018 and 2019. However, due to a
failure on the on-board data recorder, the center set of
three pointings for the January 2018 images were not
obtained.
Replacement images were subsequently obtained in

March 2018 but with a rotation offset of 90 degrees to
the east and west regions due to the satellite’s solar array
configure constraints. Similarly, some of the 2019 WFC3
images suffered from shorter (but uncertain) scheduled
exposure lengths due to on-board camera shutter fail-
ures. These issues, along with the lower throughput of
the WFC3 vs. the ACS/WFC and the limited number of
filters used, effectively means the 2004 ACS/WFCmulti-
filter survey images comprise the deepest and most com-
plete HST survey of the remnant.
Lastly, a more recent set of ACS/WFC images of six

regions covering the whole remnant and using the same
four filters used in 2004 were obtained in November
2022. Because a few filter images were not usable for
a variety of reasons, replacement images were requested
and obtained in May 2023.

2.2. Optical Spectra

In order to investigate the velocity dispersion of ejecta
knots following their encounter with the reverse shock,
moderate-dispersion spectra of several ejecta knots and
filaments were obtained in September 2011 with the
MDM 2.4m Hiltner telescope. These spectra were taken
using a Boller & Chivens Spectrograph (CCDS) which
employs a Loral 1200 × 800 CCD detector. A 600
grooves mm−1 grating blazed 4700 Å was used to yield
a wavelength coverage of 4500 to 5400 Å with a spectral
scale of 0.79 Å per pixel. Exposure times varied from
300 s to 1500 s depending filament brightness.
A 1′′ × 5′ slit was used which resulted in a measured

FWHM of 2.5 pixels corresponding to a measured spec-
tral resolution of 1.95 Å providing an effective R ≃2500
at the [O III] λλ4959,5007 lines and thus a velocity res-
olution ≈ 120 km s−1. The slit was sufficiently long to
cover much of the remnant’s large and bright northern
emission ring (Milisavljevic & Fesen 2013).
Standard pipeline data reduction for all MDM

image and spectral data was performed using
IRAF/STSDAS4. This included debiasing, flat-fielding,
geometric distortion corrections, photometric calibra-
tions, and cosmic ray and hot pixel removal. The STS-
DAS drizzle task was used to combine single exposures
in each filter.

4 IRAF is distributed by the National Optical Astronomy Obser-
vatories, which is operated by the Association of Universities for
Research in Astronomy, Inc. (AURA) under cooperative agree-
ment with the National Science Foundation. The Space Tele-
scope Science Data Analysis System (STSDAS) is distributed by
the Space Telescope Science Institute.
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Figure 2. Seventy years of evolution of Cas A’s red optical emission between 1951 and 2021. Images between 1951 and 1976

are digitally scanned broadband red Palomar 5m plates, 1992 and 2021 are CCD MDM 2.4m images, with the 2004 and 2011

images red and near-IR HST images (see Table 2 for details). North is up, East to the left.

Figure 3. Evolution of Cas A’s southern optical emission.

Circles shown are 115′′ in radius centered on the center of

expansion of Cas A’s radio emission knots and shell (Ander-

son & Rudnick 1995). Note the southern’s limb spherical

morphology present in 2021. North is up, East to the left.

3. OVERVIEW OF CAS A’S EMISSIONS

Until the realization of the existence and role of
Cas A’s reverse shock in the mid-1970’s, changes in the
remnant’s optical emission and appearance remained a
mystery. However with the evolutionary SNR models

describing the formation of both forward and reverse
shocks (McKee 1974; Gull 1975), the rapid appearance
of Cas A’s expanding ejecta knots was finally under-
stood as due to shock heating as the expanding ejecta
collided with a slower reverse shock traveling behind the
faster forward shock, without resorting to interstellar or
circumstellar cloud interactions.
Because Cas A exhibits strong X-ray emission along

with optical and IR emissions, parts of the reverse shock
must travel through a low density component of the rem-
nant’s ejecta cloud (nej ∼ 1−3 cm−3 (Laming & Hwang
2003; Patnaude & Fesen 2014). Equating ram pressures,
a ∼2500 km s−1 reverse shock moving through a low
density ejecta medium will drive ∼100 km s−1 shocks
into dense ejecta knots (n ∼ 1 − 10 ×103 cm−3). Even
a 100 km s−1 shock in ejecta composed of either pure
oxygen or a mixture of O through Ca can produce ion
kinetic temperatures above 106 K. However, the enor-
mous cooling rate of the electrons leads to Te ≪ Ti

where ions that produce strong optical and UV emis-
sions are formed (Raymond 2018).
Although largely optically invisible initially, portions

of an ejecta knot quickly become heated to temperatures
around 2−8×104 K but where Te and Tion are not equal.
Ejecta which are relatively dense and metal rich become
subsequently visible emitting numerous UV, optical and
IR line emissions. The strongest optical emissions from
metal-rich SN ejecta include: [O I] λλ6300,6364, [O II]
λλ3726,3729 and λλ7319,7330, [O III] λλ4959,5007,
[S II] λλ6716,6731, [S III] λλ9069,9531, [Ar III] λλ7136,
and [Ca II] λλ7291,7330. An internal shock will eventu-
ally advance through whole of the ejecta knot increasing
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the mass of heated material and thereby increasing, at
least initially, the knot’s luminosity.

3.1. Evolution of Cas A’s Optical Emission

Following the remnant’s radio discovery in 1948 by
Ryle & Smith (1948) and an accurate location deter-
mined subsequently by Smith (1951), associated optical
emission was quickly searched for and discovered, with
the first deep Palomar 5m images obtained in late 1951
(see Table 3 and van den Bergh & Dodd 1970). From
1951 to the present, there has been a steady increase of
optical emission across the remnant with its structure
undergoing substantial changes at both large and small
scales.
This evolution is readily apparent in Figure 2 where

we show a series of broad red passband images covering
the period of 1951 to 2021. Palomar plates taken in
the early 1950’s showed only a relatively faint emission
nebula mainly confined to Cas A’s northern rim and the
remnant’s NE jet. Starting from the middle of the 1970’s
into the early 1980’s, optical emission across a much
wider area became visible. Many of the remnant’s early
optical emission changes have already been discussed in
detail by van den Bergh & Kamper (1985) using Palomar
images covering the 32 year time span of 1951 thru 1983.
However, by the turn of the century, Cas A’s emission

grew noticeable in both extent and brightness, so much
so, that by 2010 a nearly complete shell of emission be-
came visible along most of its rim. This was largely due
to emission appearing along its southern limb as shown
in Figure 3. Whereas only a few pre-SN H-rich mass
loss clumps (‘QSFs’) were visible in the south in the
1950’s and 1960’s, long and broad emission along the
SW rim appeared by the 1970’s. This was followed by
a steady increase of additional rim emission. By late
2021, some optical emission can be seen nearly all along
Cas A’s southern limb (Fig. 3) in a fairly well-defined
circular arrangement. This striking evolution along the
remnant’s southern rim will be discussed further in the
Discussion section.
From the earliest optical studies of Cas A, it was real-

ized that across timescales greater than about a decade,
the remnant’s emission changes were so substantial that
made it hard to follow the motion or evolution of in-
dividual knots (van den Bergh & Dodd 1970; van den
Bergh 1971a). An example of gross changes in Cas A’s
optical structure is presented in Figure 4 which shows a
80′′ × 50′′ section of the remnant’s northwest region im-
aged by HST in January 2000 and January 2019. This
figure highlights the extensive large-scale as well as sub-
arcsecond changes across a large portion of Cas A’s op-
tical emission shell over a time span of just two decades.
While images taken over the last decade can look re-

markably similar on large scales, substantial smaller-
scale changes (i.e., 0.1′−0.5′) have occurred throughout
the remnant. Changes are most notably along much of
the northwestern and southwestern limbs, and within

the large northern ejecta ring with new recent emission
extending more southward toward Cas A’s center.

3.2. Factors Affecting Measurements of Cas A’s
Reverse Shock

In principle, it should be possible to accurately de-
termine both the location and velocity of the reverse
shock through sequential optical brightness changes of
the expanding ejecta. However, there are a number is-
sues which make it challenging to accurately measure
the reverse shock’s velocity even using HST images. Be-
low we briefly describe these and how they contribute to
measurement uncertainties in both the location of the
reverse shock and its velocity via the proper motions of
brightening SN ejecta.

3.2.1. Data Time Coverage

Given an optical image data set spanning the better
part of a century (see Table 4), one might initially con-
clude that these images would greatly facilitate the ac-
curate measurement of the reverse shock’s velocity and
location via sequential knot brightening as ejecta light
up due reverse shock heating. Unfortunately, in prac-
tice, this is generally not the case.
Firstly, the sparse and irregular cadence of both

ground-based and HST images of Cas A lead to an un-
certainty stemming simply in determining the precise
epoch when an optical knot became bright. Moreover,
as Figure 4 illustrates, large-scale changes in Cas A’s
optical emission make it sometimes impossible to follow
individual ejecta knots with high confidence even over a
time span of just one or two decades. Consequently, we
have mainly focused on relatively shorter time intervals
and the high resolution data afforded by HST images.

3.2.2. The Clumpy Nature of the SN Ejecta

Cas A’s main shell consists of many hundreds of op-
tically bright and discrete knots and filaments of SN
ejecta (van den Bergh 1971a; Reed et al. 1995; Fesen
et al. 2001; Milisavljevic & Fesen 2015). This clumpy,
inhomogeneous structure can lead to a highly discon-
tinuous emission brightening sequence following reverse
shock passage.
Unlike the situation of X-ray emission associated

with the roughly spherical forward shock moving
through a relatively smoother and more continuous lo-
cal CSM/ISM medium, the clumpy nature of optically
bright ejecta leads to significant distortions of the re-
verse shock front. This, in turn, can lead to jumps and
gaps in the sequence of shocked brightened ejecta, cre-
ating a discontinuous brightening process at times for
even for seemingly adjacent ejecta knots. Moreover, the
uneven and random time coverage of quality optical im-
ages, especially in the archival ground-based data, adds
significant uncertainty in determining when individual
features became optically bright.
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2000 Jan 23 WFPC2 F675W
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2019 Jan 25 WFC3 F625W

Figure 4. Comparison of 2000 and 2019 red HST images of exactly the same 80′′ × 50′′ northwest region illustrating large

changes in Cas A’s optical morphology over a 19 year period. North is up and East is left.
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Figure 5. January 2000 and January 2002 WFC2 images, and a March 2004 ACS HST WFC2 image of ejecta in Cas A’s north

regions showing ejecta brightness changes due to the reverse shock. Images are shown centered on the expanding ejecta. Circles

in the top two panels are 4” in radius and 2.4′′ in the lower panels.

These problems in measuring the remnant’s reverse
shock due to the ejecta’s clumpy nature can be seen
in the three sets of images shown in Figure 5. These
show small sections in the remnant’s bright northern
rings of emission over a roughly four year time span.
Although clear emission changes are visible, they are
not in a purely radial direction relative to the remnant’s
center of expansion.
The top panel illustrate a commonly observed situa-

tion where rapid emission changes are seen over a few
epochs but which stop abruptly as through the reverse
shock transitions out of an area of dense ejecta into a
low density region.
Substantial emission changes of a small northern ring

region are seen in the first two images taken in January
2000 and January 2002. But little subsequent changes is

observed other than basically ejecta brightening over the
subsequent 2.3 year time span, namely between January
2002 and March 2004. In fact, no substantial changes in
the emission ‘fingers’ are seen from 2004 through 2008.
The middle three images illustrate a different case

where strongly non-radial ejecta brightening is seen.
The region shown is a small region in the remnant’s
northeastern section. A small SE-NW oriented filament
is seen to steadily grow in extent from January 2000
thru March 2004 with a curvature parallel to the rem-
nant’s NE rim. Such non-radial brightening, although
clearly showing the reverse shock’s progressive motion in
the expanding ejects, does not lend itself to accurate or
meaningful reverse shock proper motion measurements.
Lastly, the lower sequence of images of Figure 5 re-

veal the formation of wavelets as the reverse shock front



12

moves through the clumpy structure of ejecta knots.
These images are of one of three obvious parts of the
remnant showing this process, and lie in a section in the
northwestern region of the remnant.
A small bubble or wavelet is visible in the January

2000 image which develops into a larger bubble emerging
in between two bright ejecta knots in the 2002 image. By
March 2004, this bubble has expanded and has merged
with fainter bubbles above and below it, coalescing into
a fairly coherent emission shock front seen in the last
frame. Such instances where the reverse shock forms
wavelets are not uncommon and emphasizes the clumpy
nature of the ejecta on sub-arcsecond scales affecting
and emphasize how the reverse shock does not always
proceed as a smooth coherent wave.

3.2.3. Timescale for Post-Shock Ejecta Brightening

There is also the time delay between when an ejecta
knot first encounters the reverse shock and when it be-
comes sufficiently bright optically to be readily visible.
Such delays place limits on accurately identifying the
location of Cas A’s reverse shock at any particular time.
Just how quickly Cas A’s dense ejecta become optically
bright has not been firmly established observationally
but is likely a function of knot density and reverse shock
velocity.
Smith et al. (2009) found fairly rapid radiative cooling

was likely give the difference between unshocked and
shocked ejecta but gave no quantitative details. Dozens
of the hundreds of the unresolved outer, high-velocity
[N II] emission knots have been observed to brighten
in less than nine months (Fesen et al. 2011). However,
these outer ejecta are quite different from main shell
ejecta. They lie outside both the forward and reverse
shock fronts and are heated via shocks driven into them
due to their high-velocity passage through the local CSM
and ISM. Moreover, these knots exhibit [N II] and Hα
line emissions and hence are chemically distinct from the
remnant’s main shell O,S,Ar,Ca-rich ejecta which show
virtually no H or N emissions.
The examples presented in the top two panels of Fig-

ure 5 show ejecta can grow substantially in less than two
years. But other examples seen elsewhere make it clear
that ejecta can become luminous within a period of a
year or less. A brightening timescale of ≃ 1 yr means
that, in principle, it is possible to identify the location
of Cas A’s reverse shock with relatively good precision.
A reverse shock even with a velocity as high as 5000 km
s−1 will not advance more than 0.5′′ in the observers rest
frame in the time period when the knot becomes opti-
cally visible. This is a more favorable situation than
that seen in the X-rays (Patnaude & Fesen 2014; Vink
et al. 2022).
However, HST images have shown that a knot’s emis-

sion morphology can significantly change within just a
few years, thereby adding to measurement uncertainty.
Such changes in a knot’s emission structure are not un-

expected given the time a 100 km s−1 shock will taken
to move through a typical optical ejecta knot of dimen-
sions ∼ 0.1′′ (5×1010 km), namely ∼ 10−20 yr which is
approximately the observed lifetime of Cas A’s optical
ejecta knots (Kamper & van den Bergh 1976b; van den
Bergh & Kamper 1985).

3.3. Methodology

The various issues described above mean that obtain-
ing accurate reverse shock information can be challeng-
ing in certain situations. They contribute to measure-
ment uncertainty in both the location of the reverse
shock and its velocity via proper motion of brightening
ejecta. As has previously been done for Cas A’s forward
shock, measurements of the remnant’s ejecta are made
in the rest frame of the observer (i.e., the sky frame).
The development of new emission as seen in the frame
of the expanding ejecta is taken as indicating the proper
motion of the reverse shock. The difference between this
motion and that of the ejecta in the sky frame is then
the proper motion of the reverse shock in the observer’s
frame.
Reverse shock proper motion estimates were made

in three ways. The first was to align ejecta and
then subtract images for relatively small regions which
highlighted emission changes of reverse shocked ejecta.
Alignment accuracy was typically 0.25′′ for ground-
based images and 0.04′′ for HST data. Examples of
image alignment are shown in Figure 6. Shifts in emis-
sion between the two images are viewed as due to the
advancement of the reverse shock in the out going ejecta.
Alternatively, proper motion of the reverse shock was

determined by comparing the coordinates of newly ap-
pearing ejecta in images taken at different epochs. Knot
position was determined through circular aperture pho-
tometry to compute the central moment of flux. Since a
majority of ejecta emission are highly asymmetric, these
results were then checked manually. If this and calcu-
lated position differed by more then 20%, the result was
discarded and a new ejecta feature was selected and mea-
sured.
Lastly, especially for the HST images, we aligned small

regions of images both in the sky frame or centered on
moving ejecta knots to measure the positional shift of
sequential regions of brightened ejecta. Sequences of dif-
ferent epoch images made by following ejecta expanding
outward lead to the creation of very short movies which
proved highly valuable to witnessing and thus measuring
the brightening reverse shocked ejecta. We note that for
ground-based images. all three methods were affected
by differences (sometimes significant) in measured stel-
lar FWHM.

4. ESTIMATED REVERSE SHOCK VELOCITIES
DERIVED FROM OPTICAL IMAGES

Proper motion measurements were made for 15 se-
lected regions in Cas A’s optical emission shell where
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Figure 6. Top panel: A December 2004 HST image of the Cas A’s northern portion covering the remnant’s two large rings of

optically bright ejecta. Bottom panel: A mosaic January 2000 and December 2004 difference images made comparing the 2004

image (black) with the 2000 image (white). The progression of the reverse shock is seen to be highly fragmented in the central

sections, but exhibiting a coherent front seen as long and continuous black filaments along the northeastern and northwestern

sections. North is up and East is left.

especially large knot and reverse shock transverse mo-
tions are expected, namely, along the remnant’s outer
periphery. Proper motion measurements were trans-
lated into a transverse velocity assuming a distance of
3.4 kpc (Reed et al. 1995; Alarie et al. 2014; Neumann
et al. 2024). While ICRS positional coordinates on the
World Coordinate System (WCS) were applied to both
Palomar and MDM ground-based images, positional ac-
curacy for the Palomar images was limited to ≤ 0.35′′

due to the images being taken with the Ross corrector
at the prime focus of the Palomar 5m telescope which
distorted the plate scale by some 20% going from field
center to the image edge.
A majority of Cas A’s optical main shell emission

ejecta do not lie along the remnant’s outer limbs, and
hence exhibit non-zero radial velocities. This is espe-

cially true for the remnant’s two large overlapping rings
of ejecta which have substantial radial velocities and
thus relatively small proper motions (see Milisavljevic &
Fesen 2015). Because of the large radial velocities and
consequently smaller proper motions in these northern
ejecta rings, we chose not to make reverse shock mea-
surements for this section of the remnant.
Nonetheless, the progression of the reverse shock

within these bright northern rings could be clearly seen.
This is shown in Figure 6 where a four year progression
of the reverse shock is shown in the difference image be-
tween the 2000 WFPC2 F675W image (white) to 2004
ACS F625W+F775 image (black). Both the 2000 and
2004 images are sensitive to [O I] λλ6300,6364, [S II]
λλ6716,6731 and [O II] λλ7320,7330 emission lines. Due
to the remnant’s isotropic expansion, only limited sec-
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Figure 7. Combined March 2004 HST ACS F625W and F775W images of Cas A showing locations where reverse shock velocity

measurements were made. The black cross marks the remnant’s optical center of expansion (Thorstensen et al. 2001.)

tions of the Jan 2000 and Dec 2004 images were able to
be accurately compared.
Black appearing features mark ejecta brightening due

to the advancement of the reverse shock. The ejecta in
the central portions of the remnant’s northern wreath of
ejecta show a jumble of short and separate brightened
ejecta of varying lengths and orientations. In contrast,
the far northeastern and far northwestern portions of
the image reveal a fairly continuous and coherent reverse
shock front, seen as long black filaments, representing its
four year movement in these areas.
It is important to emphasize that estimates regarding

reverse shock velocities throughout the remnant based
solely on transverse proper motions provide only lower
estimates of the shock’s true velocity and its radial dis-
tance from the center of expansion. Thus, we have made
use of the extensive optical radial velocity measurements
described in Milisavljevic & Fesen (2013) to estimate
true space velocities for the reverse shock at measured
positions.
Below we describe reverse shock proper motion and

hence velocity measurements organized by remnant az-
imuth regions. Our measurements, listed in Table 5, are
not intended to be exhaustive but instead representative
for various regions around the remnant’s periphery.

Our ejecta proper motion and reverse shock velocity
results are based on optical images are listed in Table 5.
Because the motion of the reverse shock is more appar-
ent when viewed in the reference frame of the ejecta, that
is, without the added outward motion of the ejecta, we
first measured the motion of the ejecta in the sky frame.
Then the difference between the proper motion of the
ejecta and the motion of the reverse shock relative to
the ejecta yields the velocity of the reverse shock in sky
frame.
Table column entries are: 1) ejecta position ID, 2) po-

sition angle measured from due north counter-clockwise
to the east, 3) projected angular distance from the
Thorstensen et al. (2001) center of expansion (CoE),
4) typical ejecta proper motions for this region, 5) im-
plied transverse velocities (VT) assuming d = 3.4 kpc
and rounded to the nearest 10 km s−1 (i.e., VT = 4.74µ
× 3400), 6) the expansion parameter, m, (radius ∝ tm)
which here is ratio of estimated ejecta transverse veloc-
ity to the transverse velocity from the CoE assuming a
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Table 5. Proper Motion Measurements and Implied Transverse Velocities

Position PA dCoE µsky frame
ejecta Vsky frame

ejecta Vsky frame
ejecta /VT µejecta frame

RS Vejecta frame
RS Vsky frame

RS

ID (◦) (′′) (′′ yr−1) (km s−1) m (′′ yr−1) (km s−1) (km s−1)

P1 59 96 +0.327± 0.008 +5270± 130 0.99 0.249± 0.026 4010± 420 +1260± 420

P2 64 90 +0.271± 0.007 +4370± 110 0.97 0.153± 0.016 2470± 260 +1900± 280

P3 70 89 +0.271± 0.008 +4370± 130 0.98 0.152± 0.017 2460± 270 +1920± 300

P4 88 73 +0.216± 0.010 +3480± 160 0.97 0.092± 0.023 1480± 300 +2000± 340

P5 112 81 +0.241± 0.008 +3880± 130 0.99 0.131± 0.021 2100± 330 +2110± 360

P6 128 89 +0.261± 0.008 +4210± 130 0.97 0.136± 0.020 2190± 320 +2020± 360

P7 165 82 +0.239± 0.009 +3850± 150 0.97 0.148± 0.022 2390± 350 +1460± 400

P8 179 95 +0.269± 0.007 +4340± 110 0.94 0.197± 0.025 3170± 400 +1170± 410

P9 218 101 +0.291± 0.007 +4690± 110 0.96 0.228± 0.027 3670± 440 +1020± 450

P10 242 118 +0.342± 0.008 +5510± 130 0.97 0.346± 0.018 5580± 290 −70± 320

P11 253 128 +0.368± 0.009 +5930± 150 0.96 0.352± 0.020 5670± 320 +260± 350

P12 273 125 +0.359± 0.009 +5790± 150 0.96 0.362± 0.018 5830± 290 −40± 330

P13 314 107 +0.306± 0.007 +4930± 110 0.95 0.181± 0.010 2920± 160 +2010± 200

P14 321 113 +0.326± 0.008 +5250± 130 0.96 0.360± 0.022 5800± 350 −550± 370

P15 324 116 +0.330± 0.008 +5320± 130 0.95 0.269± 0.016 4340± 270 +980± 300

Note: For calculating the transverse velocity of the ejecta in the sky frame a distance of 3.4 kpc is assumed.

Deceleration values, m, assume an explosion date of 1671.

remnant age of 333 yr for the 2004 image epoch5, 7) re-
verse shock (RS) proper motion measured in the ejecta’s
rest frame (typical RS proper motion uncertainty: 15%
– 20%), 8) the reverse shock velocity experienced by the

ejecta (i.e., Vejecta
RS = 4.74µejecta

RS × 3400), 9) the reverse
shock in the sky frame which is the difference of ejecta
expansion velocities from the reverse shock velocity in

the ejecta reference frame; i.e., Vsky
RS = Vsky

ejecta − Vejecta
RS .

Our ejecta proper motion measurement uncertainties
of 3-5%, mostly using HST images covering the ≃5 year
period January 2000 thru December 2004 images, are
similar to earlier optical studies using images taken over
longer time spans. In the proper motion study of 102
of Cas A’s optical ejecta knots by Kamper & van den
Bergh (1976b) using Palomar 5m images spanning 3–24
years (1951 thru 1975) quoted uncertainties were 2-4%
for time spans of 5 to 20 years but ∼12% for time spans
of 3–5 years.
Our results for Cas A’s reverse shock are discussed in

comparison to estimates made at other wavelengths in
§6. What follows are short descriptions and explanations
of our measurements of ejecta and reverse shock motions

5 The possible sighting of the Cassiopeia A SN by Giovanni Cassini
in the summer of 1671 (Soria et al. 2013) is consistent with
Thorstensen et al. (2001) and Fesen et al. (2006b) explosion date
estimates.

for the 15 selected regions along the remnant’s periphery.
These regions are marked in Figure 7.

4.1. P1: A Northeast Stream of Ejecta

We begin with an elongated, streak-like feature lo-
cated along Cas A’s northeastern limb just south of the
large, bright Baade-Minkowski Filament No. 1. This
emission feature is a relatively rare instance where an
apparent continuous stream of ejecta became and re-
mained visible for more than 50 years. While van den
Bergh & Kamper (1985) noted that this streak-like fea-
ture grew steadily in length for more than 30 years, they
noted that the position of its starting base moved re-
markably very little in the sky frame over those three
decades.
We view the starting point or base of this feature as

marking the location of the reverse shock where this
largely radially orientated out flowing ejecta stream im-
pacts the remnant’s reverse shock, thereby making its
ejecta optically bright. In this view, the proper motion
of the streak’s base in the sky frame is then a measure
of the reverse shock’s velocity.
Figure 8 shows the evolution of this ejecta feature as

seen in nine images beginning in 1951 up through late
1999. In the 1951 image, the base of the streak is faintly
seen just interior to an ejecta knot marked here by an
arrow. A dashed red line oriented roughly perpendicular
to the emission streak marks the approximate location of
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Figure 8. P1: A coherent stream of ejecta located in the northeast region of Cas A is shown here as it evolves in ground-based

images taken between 1951 and 1999. Ejecta in this stream becomes sequentially visible through interaction with Cas A’s slower

expanding reverse shock front whose location in 1951 is seen as the stream’s starting point or ‘base’ indicated here by the red

dotted line in these images which is fixed in the sky frame. An arrow in each image points to a discrete ejecta knot in the stream

which is seen to travel steadily outward, i.e., toward the upper left of these frames. The position of the reverse shock, seen here

as the start or base of this ejecta feature, also moves outward but far more slowly, measured by the increasing distance of the

stream’s base away from its 1951 location (the red dotted line) in the observer’s rest frame. Note: After 1980, the stream’s base

begins to shift downward as the ejecta stream loses its dominate radial orientation. North is up, East is to the left in all frames.

the feature’s starting point and hence the reverse shock
location as seen in the October 1951 image. (Note: The
ejecta stream is not perfectly radial in orientation which
leads to the streak’s inner section and base to slowly drift
southward, most obvious after 1980.)
The discrete ejecta knot first seen in the 1951 image

and marked by arrows in the subsequent eight images,
exhibits an outward proper motion of 0.327′′ ± 0.008′′

corresponding to a transverse velocity of 5270± 130 km
s−1 assuming a distance of 3.4 kpc. We view this knot’s
motion is indicative of the ejecta stream’s general out-
ward expansion modulo its greater radial location and

hence higher expansion velocity relative to more interior
portions of this stream of ejecta.
The location of the streak’s base, which we attribute

as being the location of the reverse shock front due to the
appearance of freshly reverse shock heated ejecta, can be
seen to move outward like that of the ejecta knot, but
much more slowly. With the assumption that the inten-
sity of the stream’s base location did not significantly
vary during this nearly 50 year time frame, we estimate
the base’s outward proper motion to be 0.078′′ ± 0.016′′

in the sky frame corresponding to vRS = 1260± 260 km
s−1 at d=3.4 kpc.
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Figure 9. Examples of the appearance of new emission features along Cas A’s eastern limb reflecting the motion of the reverse

shock at Positions P2, P3, and P4. Images as shown are in the rest frame of the ejecta which are moving to the left (eastward);

The slower expanding reverse shock leads to the appearance of new emission to the right. North is up, East is to the left.

These transverse velocity values indicate a proper mo-
tion difference between ejecta and the reverse shock
front of 0.249′′±0.026′′ implying a transverse expansion
velocity difference of ∼4100 km s−1. A reverse shock
outward velocity of only 1260 km s−1 means the stream’s
ejecta moving outward at around 5270 km s−1 encoun-
ters the reverse shock front here at a velocity ∼4000 km
s−1 in its rest frame. This value is listed in column 8 in
Table 5.
We note that after correcting for the stream’s ob-

served +800 km s−1 radial velocity (Milisavljevic & Fe-
sen 2013), the ejecta stream has a space velocity of
∼ 5300 km s−1 which is nearly the same as as that
of the ≃5400 km s−1 forward shock in this region (De-

Laney & Rudnick 2003; Patnaude & Fesen 2009; Hwang
& Laming 2012; Vink et al. 2022). (A short movie of
the evolution of this NE ejecta stream in the sky frame
can be found in Appendix B: P1-sky-frame.mp4)

4.2. Eastern Ejecta Positions: P2 and P3

We selected two ejecta filaments along the remnant’s
northeastern and eastern limbs, some 10 to 15 arcsec-
onds south of P1 which would provide additional esti-
mates of the motion of the reverse shock a short distance
away from P1 and farther away from the southern edge
of the remnant’s NE jet. Figure 9 shows Jan 2000 to
Dec 2004 red broadband HST images of these filament
regions with the two positions where we measured ejecta
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Figure 10. December 2004 ACS/WFC F625W+F775W and November WFC3 F980M 2011 images of Cas A’s southeastern

limb showing locations of P5 and P6. in the rest frame of the expanding ejecta. The appearance of new emission within the red

boxes (6′′ × 6′′) is due to the proper motion of reverse shock relative to the ejecta. North is up, East is to the left.

proper motions and the motion of the reverse shock front
relative to the ejecta rest frame, shown here as the black
features in the 2000-2004 images.
Both P2 and P3 are parts of a largely N-S complex

of filaments. Both positions P2 and P3 exhibit similar
transverse ejecta proper motions with similar implied
transverse velocities ∼4400 km s−1, and similar reverse
shock velocities of 1900 km s−1 (see Table 5). Measure-
ment uncertainties on the reverse shock proper motions
at P2 and P3 were affected by the WFPC2’s resolution
(0.1′′ per pixel) and the weak detection of the reverse
shock emission.

4.3. Eastern Ejecta Position: P4

There are only a few good optical emission features
along the eastern portion of Cas A to observe the re-
verse shock. One of these is a region roughly 24 arcsec-
onds south of P3. This feature, labeled P4, is shown in
the lower panels of Figure 9. This region lies closer to
the remnant’s expansion center than P2 or P3 with ex-
pected lower ejecta transverse velocities ∼3500 km s−1

compared to the ∼4400 km s−1 seen at P2 or P3. Due
to the motion of the reverse shock moving through this
ejecta region creating wavelets, our measurement here is
quite uncertain, which is reflected in a larger than usual
error bar.

4.4. Southeastern Ejecta Positions: P5 and P6

These positions sample relatively faint optical emis-
sion features but ones that lend themselves to relatively
good proper motions. P5 covers an unusual optical emis-
sion structure consisting of numerous small ejecta knots,
only partially resolved in the 2004 ACS/WFC images.

Region P6 lies immediately south of P5 where few ad-
ditional discrete ejecta knots are visible. Both regions
share similar ejecta transverse and estimated reverse
shock velocities.

4.5. Southern Ejecta Positions P7, P8, and P9

Regions P7 and P8 are small emission patches lying al-
most due south of Cas A expansion center (Thorstensen
et al. 2001). In the ejecta rest frame, images presented in
the upper panels of Figure 11, show considerable emis-
sion for P7 and P8 becomes visible northward in the
images taken in Dec 2004 and Nov 2010 relative to that
seen in the Jan 2000 image. Motion of the reverse shock
here and for both regions were estimated based on these
ejecta reference frame comparisons. However, due to the
highly inhomogeneous nature of the new ejecta emission
following interaction with the reverse shock, our values
are seriously subjective and should be taken with cau-
tion.
Similarly to Positions P7 and P8 where proper motion

measurements of the reverse shock are uncertain, mea-
suring its motion at Position 9 was particularly challeng-
ing (see bottom panels in Fig. 11). This is reflected in
Table 5 also showing an even larger error for P9’s reverse
shock proper motion.

4.6. Southwestern Ejecta Positions P10 and P11

Ground-based images show virtually no emission in
this area of the remnant before 1980 (see Fig.1). This
together with the lack of HST images taken in 2000 or
2002, forced us to rely on the March and December 2004
images along with the 2010 and 2011 WFC3 near IR im-
ages. In addition, because of the enormous changes in
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Figure 11. January 2000 WFC2 F675W, December 2004 ACS/WFC F6225W+F775W, November 2010 WFC3 F980M and

November 2011 WFC3 F980M images of Cas A’s southern limb showing the locations of P7, P8, and P9. Images are shown in

the rest frame of the expanding ejecta. The appearance of new emission in the red boxes (6′′ × 6′′) is due to the proper motion

of reverse shock relative to the ejecta. North is up, East is to the left.

the emission features in this region between 2004 and
2010/2011 making connection between individual emis-
sion features wholly unreliable, we used the 0.742 yr
separation between the 2004 March and December HST
AFC/WFC images to estimate ejecta proper motions.
Fortunately, this gave consistent results across both P10
and P10 regions. As shown in Figure 12, reverse shocked
ejecta emission becomes noticeable to the northeast of

the emission seen in 2000, in a largely radial direction
back toward the remnant center.

4.7. Western Limb Position P12

Although there is only sparse optical emission directly
west from the remnant’s expansion center, in view of the
result of Vink et al. (2022) where they found the reverse
shock moving inward with a proper motion suggesting
a transverse velocity ∼1000, we thought it important



20

Figure 12. March 2004 ACS/WFC F850LP and November 2011 WFC3 F980M images of Cas A’s southwestern limb showing

the locations of P10 and P11. Images are shown in the rest frame of the expanding ejecta. The appearance of new emission

features (white) inside the red boxes (6′′ × 6′′) are due to the proper motion of reverse shock relative to the ejecta. North is up,

East is to the left.

Figure 13. March 2004 ACS/WFC F850LP and November 2011 WFC3 F980M images of Cas A’s western limb showing the

location of P12 in the sky frame. The appearance of new emission features (white) inside the red boxes between 2004 and 2011

(10′′ × 10′′) is due to the proper motion of reverse shock relative to the ejecta. North is up, East is to the left.

to obtain an estimate of the reverse shock here based
on optical data. Figure 7 shows the location of western
limb optical emission labeled P12, with the panels of
Figure 13 showing close-ups of the near IR emission seen
in March 2004 and November 2011 as well as an image
showing the seven year difference.
As seen in Figure 13, large changes in the region’s

optical/near infrared emission are seen during the 2004
to 2011 time frame, so much so that it difficult to ob-
tain an accurate RS proper motion using just these 2004
and 2011 images. Unfortunately, HST 2000 WFC2 im-
ages did not go deep enough to be useful and HST 2002
WFC2 images did not cover this region. Consequently,
we were left with only images taken only roughly 1 year
apart. These included the March and December 2004
ACS/WFC F850LP images (∆t = 0.759 yr) and the
November 2010 and 2011 WFC3 F980M images (∆t =
1.07 yr).
Changes in the region’s relatively bright near IR emis-

sion, largely due to [S III] λλ9069,9531, seen in the

2004 ACS/WFC images were relatively minor across this
short time span. Differences between the March and De-
cember 2004 images, although showing advancement of
the RS relative to that of the ejecta (white features in
the difference image), we were not able to distinguish be-
tween a RS proper motion greater or less than measured
for the ejecta (i.e., 0.272′′ implying a proper motion of
0.359′′ yr−1) from these data (see Table 5).
However, the WFC3/IR images taken in November

of 2010 and 2011 showed changes that indicated values
around 0.36′′ yr−1 in the rest frame of the ejecta. Al-
though our measurement uncertainties for this rapidly
evolving region are not sufficient to firmly reject a value
as large as ≈0.41′′ as proposed Vink et al. (2022), our
result suggests that the reverse shock here is nearly sta-
tionary or has only a small inward motion (−50 km s−1)
relative to the observer’s sky frame. This is in contrast
to that reported by Vink et al. (2022) who finds a large
inward motion of around −1000 km s−1.
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Figure 14. January 2000 WFC2 F675W, December 2004 ACS/WFC F6225W+F775W, and June 2008 WFC2 F675W of

Cas A’s northwestern limb showing the locations of the P13, P14, and P15 regions. Images are shown in the rest frame of the

expanding ejecta. The appearance of new emission in the red boxes (6′′ × 6′′) is due to the proper motion of reverse shock

relative to the ejecta. North is up, East is to the left.

As a check on our findings, we note that eastern edge
of the emission shifts eastward less than 0.2′′ between
March 2004 and November 2011. This small shift sug-
gests a nearly stationary reverse shock front in the sky
frame over the 7.74 yr period, consistent with little or
only a small inward proper motion.

4.8. NW Limb: Positions P13 - P15

The remnant’s NW region exhibits a long, continuous
line of filaments, exhibiting a concave curvature, oppo-
site from a convex morphology expected along the rim.
Despite an organized appearance, both radial velocities
and proper motions indicate the ejecta here comprise
several distinct expansion groupings with varying re-
verse shock motions. Consequently, we have divided this
region’s emission into three closely spaced regions; P13
thru P15 (see Figure 7).
While all three regions showed similar ejecta expan-

sion proper motions (0.31′′ − 0.33′′ yr−1), the motion
of the reverse shock was seen to vary widely here. This
can be seen in Figure 14 where the motion of the reverse
shock viewed in the reference frame of the expanding
ejects and hence reflected in the appearance of new in-
terior emission varied from relatively limited new emis-
sion in the sharp overlapping filaments seen in P13 of
0.18′′ yr −1, to strongly non-radial motions seen in re-
gion P15 of order 0.27′′ yr−1, to the very large changes
∼ 0.36′′ yr−1 for the P14 region. Our proper motion
measurements for P14 indicate a small inward proper
motion (∼500 km s−1) of the ejecta here leading to a
nearly stationary appearance in the sky frame.
In order to explore the development of such a variety

of reverse shock proper motion, we looked at the evo-
lution of the remnant’s optical broadband red emission
in this NW region over the nearly 60 year period from
1951 thru 2010. This is shown in Figure 15. A relatively

bright star is marked to help observe the optical emis-
sion changes over this period. From 1951 to the early
1980’s, emission that appeared in this region would move
steadily outward and away from the marked star.
However, this changed when a 1989 image showed a

dramatic increase in emission features along this portion
of Cas A’s NW rim from that seen just six years earlier
in 1983. New emission appeared projected near the star
noted above. Emission grew in extent, whereby in 2010
emission was seen immediately adjacent to the star and
filled in the region immediately due north and southwest
of it. The evolution after 2010 is shown in Figure 4
where the distribution of emission close to and north of
this star seen in 2000 is largely unchanged in 2019 in
terms of general location. Interestingly, the bulk of this
emission never crosses over the star, appearing largely
north or west of it.

5. EFFECTS OF THE REVERSE SHOCK ON
CAS A’S EXPANDING EJECTA

The heating of Cas A’s ejecta via impact with its re-
verse shock leads to the generation of a range of optical
and infrared emission lines. Strong emission lines of low
to moderate ionization states (∼ 10 - 60 eV) such as
[O I], [O III], and [Ar III] indicate postshock electron
temperatures in the range of 1− 5× 104 K. Denser por-
tions of an ejecta clump will experience a slower internal
shock and hence will predominately show strong low-
ionization lines such as [O I] and [Fe II], whereas much
lower density material like that around the outer parts
of an ejecta knot will lead to brighter lines of higher
ionization such as [O III] and [S III] due to higher shock
velocities, as we will show in Section 5.2.
Because SN ejecta knots are neither sharply bounded

clumps nor uniform in density, the presence of ejecta
core and envelope density differences will lead to de-
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Figure 15. Evolution of Cas A’s optical emission along its northwestern limb.

celeration differences which can be seen in high resolu-
tion images where recently reverse shocked ejecta show
elongated shapes and trailing ablation tails. Observ-
able structural and emission changes are in addition due
to hydrodynamic effects including Rayleigh-Taylor (R-
T), Kelvin-Helmholtz, and Richtmyer-Meshkov instabil-
ities. These include changes in knot size and emission
morphology, mass loss due to mass ablation, and frag-
mentation leading to eventual knot disintegration (Fryx-
ell et al. 1991; Klein et al. 1994; Mac Low et al. 1994;
Poludnenko et al. 2004b,a; Silvia et al. 2010; Hammer
et al. 2010; Pittard et al. 2009; Pittard & Parkin 2016).
Given that the velocity difference of the outgoing ejecta
with the remnant’s more slowly expanding reverse shock
can range from 1000 to 5000 km s−1 (Vink et al. 2022),
this interaction has significant effects on the structure
of reverse shock heated ejecta.
Although typical ground-based images do not have

sufficient resolution to detect knot deceleration caused
by the impact of the reverse shock (van den Bergh &
Kamper 1983), higher resolution HST images reveal ex-
tended knot emission consistent with both knot mass
ablation and deceleration to due to internal knot den-
sity variations. Below we present high resolution im-
ages of Cas A taken using both HST and JWST along
with ground-based optical spectra that reveal structural
changes and mass ablation off Cas A’s optical ejecta
knots following contact with the reverse shock.

5.1. HST ACS/WFC Images

In their final paper on Cas A’s optical emission where
they presented some of their best Palomar 5m images,
van den Bergh & Kamper (1985) remarked that ejecta
knots in the remnant’s northern limb region showed ei-
ther faint “tails” pointing approximately toward the cen-
ter of expansion, or the knots themselves displayed elon-
gated radial shapes.
Subsequent higher resolution HST images supported

this knot description and morphology of Cas A’s ejecta.
Using HST WFCP2 images (0.1′′ pixels), Fesen et al.
(2001) found much of the remnant’s ejecta to be resolved
into clouds of small knots (0.2′′−0.5′′) with a R-T ‘head-
tail’ like morphology with a bright knot at the tip of a
thin stem appearing much like that of model of a shock
running over a dense ejecta cloudlet or knot (Klein et al.
1994).
In Figures 16 and 17, we present HST ACS/WFC im-

ages (0.05′′ pixels) which reveal some of the dynamical
effects that the reverse shock imprints on Cas A’s ejecta
knots. We have selected eight regions that illustrate
ejecta knot shapes; four regions in the remnant’s north-
ern emission feature and four in the south/central emis-
sion regions. The HST images for these eight regions
were taken in 2004 and 2022.
Figure 16 shows images of regions along Cas A’s north-

ern rim taken using the 2022 F625W and F775W fil-
ter images which are sensitive to [O I] λ6300, [S II]
λλ6716,6731, and [O II] λλ7319,7330. These images re-
veal dozens of elongated knots with extended emission
tails. In all four northern regions, extended streaks of
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Figure 16. Combined HST ACS/WFC 2022 November 27 F625W + F775W filter images of four northern regions exhibiting

radially distorted ejecta morphology due to interaction with the reverse shock. Top panel shows the location of the four enlarged

regions. Middle panels: East and West limb regions (A & D respectively). Lower panels: Neighboring regions (B & C) along

Cas A’s northern shell boundary. North is up, East is to the left.

emission are seen (≃ 0.5′′) originating from small, bright
knots, while others are much longer (∼ 1′′ − 2′′). At a
distance of 3.4 kpc, these angular sizes correspond to
projected dimensions of 2.5 to 10× 1011 km.
Streaked and elongated emission features are seen

along both northeast and northwest regions (panels A
and D). Similarly distorted knot emission morphology is
present along the remnant’s northernmost limb (panels
B and C). Unlike the sharp point like appearance of the
(few) stars in these images, the fine scale structure of the
remnant’s ejecta almost universally display a streaked or
elongated appearance.
Figure 17 shows similarly enlarged 2004 ACS/WFC

images but now for four central and southern remnant
regions. Images of regions A and D show ejecta along

the remnant’s southeastern and southwestern sections,
respectively. Region B shows a central emission south of
remnant center that appears as a line of ejecta knots, all
showing faint extended emission giving the impression
of a shock front moving lower left to upper right encoun-
tering a line of ejecta knots which have undergone mass
ablation seen as faint trailing emission.
We note that mass stripping has been reported before

for Cas A’s especially high-velocity (8,000 to 10,500 km
s−1), outlying N-rich ejecta knots (Fesen et al. 2006a,b,
2011) due to these ejecta knots’ catching up and then
passing through the slower forward shock followed by
their interaction with local CSM and ISM. While some-
what similar to what is found for main shell ejecta knots,
the degree of mass loss and the duration of mass loss
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Figure 17. Combined HST ACS/WFC 2004 March 04 F625W + F775W filter images of four southern regions exhibiting

distorted ejecta morphologies following interaction with the reverse shock. Top panel shows the location of the four enlarged

regions. Middle panels: southeast and southwest limb regions (A & D respectively). Lower panels: Neighboring parts (B & C)

of the so-called parentheses feature near Cas A’s center. North is up, East is to the left.

appears substantially different likely due to main shell
ejecta being both physically larger and more massive
as well as much higher shock velocities for these outer
ejecta knots.

5.2. Velocity Dispersions Seen in Ejecta Spectra

In a limited spectroscopic survey of Cas A, van den
Bergh (1971b) noted that although most ejecta knots ex-
hibited a half-width Doppler velocity dispersion around
200 km s−1, a few filaments were observed to have much
larger velocity dispersions. Fesen et al. (2001) reported
spectra showing much larger ≃1000 km s−1 velocity
dispersion in a western region which they attributed
to the formation of mass-loss, ablation/stripping follow
passage of the reverse shock. The velocity shear was

most prominent in high-ionization emission lines such as
[S III] λλ9069,9531 and [Cl II] λ8579 but was nearly ab-
sence in lower ionization lines such as [S II] λλ6716,6731
and [Fe II] λ8617. Below, we present additional spec-
troscopic data which reveal clear evidence for mass-loss
stripped off Cas A’s ejecta as a consequence of encoun-
tering the reverse shock.
Figure 18 shows the results of three long slit spectra

of the remnant’s bright northern ring of ejecta for their
[O III] line emissions. The slit locations were chosen to
intersect bright emission filaments and knots in the rem-
nant’s northern region. This section of Cas A contains
a large and mainly redshifted ring of ejecta along with
a smaller largely blueshifted ring (see figures and ani-
mations in Milisavljevic & Fesen 2013). Because these



25

Figure 18. Top left panel - Reference image where the locations of the three slits used and the knots studied are indicated.

Top right panel - The spectrum from Slit 1’s spectrum shows Knot 1’s [O III] λλ 4959,5007 emissions. Marked by the black

arrow, Knot 1 has a radial velocity of −2190 km s−1, with a faint decelerated ablation tail extending ∼ 900 km s−1 from the

knot. Bottom left panel - The spectrum for Slit 2. Knot 2, marked by the black arrow, has a radial velocity of −1950 km s−1

and an ablation tail that shows deceleration of ∼ 500 km s−1. Bottom right panel - The spectrum for Slit 3, showing [O III]

emissions from Knots 3 and 4. Knot 3 has a radial velocity of −1800 km s−1 and a decelerated ablation tail extending ∼ 700

km s−1. Knot 4 has a radial velocity of +4800 km s−1 and has an ablation tail extending ∼ 500 km s−1 in radial velocity.

ejecta knots have different projected line of sight radial
velocities, both red or blue radial velocities were seen.
In the upper right panel of Figure 18, we show the

[O III] line emissions from a cluster of bright knots, all
showing blueshifted velocities. Several of these display
ablation emission ’tails’ extending to smaller blueshifted
velocities, i.e., to the right in the figure. Such extended
velocity emission is most clear in the lowermost knot,
with a velocity of−2190±75 km s−1 for its brighter part.
It has a tail of decelerated [O III] emission extending
down to −1300 km s−1 amounting to a velocity shear
or deceleration of nearly 900 km s−1. Smaller extended

emission tails can also be seen for other ejecta knots in
this panel.
A similar velocity dispersion is seen for Knot 2 (lower

left panel) where a velocity spread of ∼ 900 − 1000 km
s−1 is observed. Shown in the lower right hand panel
are spectra of two other knots, namely Knots 3 and 4
where smaller blue and red shifted velocity shears can
be seen.
The fact that one sees such significant velocity dis-

persions in ejecta knots in the spectra of three slit po-
sitions that were simply exploratory and not chosen to
sample any particular ejecta knots or regions suggests
that ejecta ablation due to contact with the remnant’s
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reverse shock is not rare but common. These results are
in line with the ∼1000 km s−1 velocity shear reported
by Fesen et al. (2001) and consistent with the elongated
shapes of ejecta knots in HST images shown in Figure 16
and Figure 17. The degree of velocity deceleration due
to mass ablation, limited by the visibility of the trailing
emission, is expected to vary considerably based on the
mass of the ejecta knot, the knot’s density profile (halo
to core), and the reverse shock velocity experienced by
the knot in its rest frame.
Most of the knots shown in Figure 18, with the excep-

tion of Knot 4, have radial velocities close to −2000 km
s−1 with velocity dispersions of between 500 and 1000
km s−1. In some cases, this approaches half the knot’s
observed radial velocity. Due to uncertain project effects
and initial knot densities, it is not easy to correlate knot
head-tail sizes with spectroscopic radial velocity disper-
sions.
In summary, it is clear that many if not most of

Cas A’s ejecta knots undergo some structural shear due
to impact with the reverse shock which can lead to trail-
ing optical emission. Such ablated material is most vis-
ible in higher ionization emission lines e.g., [O III] and
[S III] suggesting a relatively low densities and higher
shock temperatures, presumably arising from lower den-
sity regions of ejecta knots.

5.3. JWST NIRCam [Fe II] Images

Since Cas A’s optical ejecta can remain visible for
years and in a few cases even one or two decades fol-
lowing the reverse shock front passage (van den Bergh
1971a), density variations in a knot’s density structure
will naturally lead to differences in the decelerated ve-
locity of parts of a knot thereby leading over time to an
elongation morphology of reverse shocked ejecta knots.
Unlike high ionization line emissions which best show
low density ablated material, low ionization lines are
expected to be more concentrated in the denser por-
tions of shocked ejecta. Consequently, emissions from
low ionization species allow us to trace the morphologi-
cal evolution of the denser portions of ejecta knots.
A low ionization emission line that typically shows lit-

tle extended trailing emission in HST images is [Fe II].
Because JWST NIRCam images provide even higher res-
olution that HST images (specifically, JWST NIRCAM
F162M PSF FWHM: 0.055′′ vs.HSTACS/WFC F625W
PSF FWHM: 0.095′′ − 0.120′′) we have investigated the
fine-scale morphology of shocked ejecta in low ioniza-
tion line of [Fe II]. With an ionization potential of 16.2
eV, recent JWST 1.644 µm images of Cas A sensitive
to [Fe II] emission offers a better view of cool, dense
ejecta thus a good tool for investigating late-time struc-
tural evolution of Cas A’s ejecta knots years after being
impacted by the reverse shock.
Figure 19 shows enlargements of JWST NIRCam

[Fe II] 1.644 µm line emission for several regions in
Cas A’s main shell. These images highlight the elon-

gated and shredded appearance of the ejecta in the along
the NE corner of the remnant (top left panel), short
filamentary fragments in the remnant’s northwest re-
gion (top right panel), and whole banks of R-T shaped
ejecta knots along the remnant’s southern main shell
edge. The scale of knot extensions and distortions is of
order 0.3′′ − 1.0′′. We note that such extended and dis-
torted ejecta morphology is wide spread throughout the
JWST image of Cas A’s main shell.
The elongated morphology of ejecta knots is likely due

to internal density variations of individual knots. The
electron density of Cas A’s main shell ejecta has been
reported to cover a wide range of values; Ne = 2000
to 50,000 cm−3 (Peimbert 1971; Chevalier & Kirshner
1979; Hurford & Fesen 1996). Internal knot density vari-
ations of just 20% to 30% will lead to velocity dispersion
of ∼ 500 km s−1 or more. Assuming equal ram pres-
sures (ρ1v

2
1 = ρ2v

2
2), such velocity differences inside an

ejecta knot mean that lower density regions will experi-
ence higher speed shocks and thus be decelerated more
causing them to lag behind denser portions of a shocked
knot. This will lead to a knot’s cooler and denser emis-
sion regions to be less extended down stream. A spread
in internal knot velocities of 500 to 1000 km s−1 can lead
to angular elongation of ∼ 1.0′′ over a time span of 10 to
20 years after which it cools sufficiently to become opti-
cal faint. Thus, variations in the internal density struc-
ture of an ejecta knot can naturally lead to extended
ejecta emissions over the time span of a few decades.
Figure 19 shows a sample of such post reverse shocked
knot morphologies.
It is important to note, however, that this analysis

does not apply to the low density regions inside the
large ejecta bubbles and rings that make up the greater
volume of the Cas A remnant. The reverse shock will
proceed faster inside the less dense bubbles than in the
surrounding rings of denser ejecta and this difference will
be important to understand differences in reverse shock
velocity measurements made in X-rays vs. the optical
that are discussed below.

6. DISCUSSION

The young and nearby Cas A remnant offers us valu-
able insights into the elemental and kinematic properties
of a supernova from a high mass progenitor. However,
details regarding some of it properties such as its reverse
shock are areas where our understanding is still poor or
incomplete. For example, as can be seen in Tables 2 and
3, despite both model and observational investigations,
there is not yet a clear consensus reached regarding the
range of reverse shock velocities or the shock’s exact
location in some parts of remnant’s main ejecta shell.
Although investigations of Cas A began more than 70
years ago in the early 1950’s, our picture of many of
its basic properties have evolved slowly, becoming clear
only in the last few decades.
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Figure 19. High resolution JWST [Fe II] F162M images of ejecta showing fine scale ejecta knot morphologies along Cas A’s

northeast and northwest regions (top panels) and its southern limb (bottom panel). North is up, East is to the left.

Comparison of photographic plates taken of Cas A
with the Palomar 5m telescope from 1951 through the
1970’s revealed high-velocity ejecta knots (the so-called
‘Fast Moving Knots’ or FMKs) continually appear-
ing while old ones slowly faded away (van den Bergh
1971a,c). Because new knots seemed to appear mainly in
regions where optical ejecta knots were already present,
little significant large-scale emission structure was ap-
parent during this nearly two decade time frame.
This situation initially led observers to view Cas A’s

high-velocity ejecta as “ploughing through stationary in-
terstellar cloud banks at hypersonic velocities” (van den
Bergh & Dodd 1970; van den Bergh 1971c) thereby giv-
ing rise to temporary optical emission through collisional
ionization via shocks (Peimbert & van den Bergh 1971).
However, they were puzzled by the complete absence of
any hydrogen emission lines in any Cas A knot spec-
trum that would indicate an interaction of the ejecta
with H-rich CSM or ISM material (Baade & Minkowski
1954; Minkowski & Aller 1954; Peimbert 1971; Peimbert
& van den Bergh 1971).
The eventual realization of the presence of an inner

“reverse shock” behind the outer forward shock front
(McKee 1974; Gull 1975) resolved these issues. It is

now recognized that the interaction of Cas A’s expand-
ing main shell of ejecta with the remnant’s reverse shock
is the main process that makes the remnant’s dense
ejecta knots visible in the optical and infrared (Chevalier
1982).
Our understanding of the emission structure of Cas A

advanced again with subsequent discovery that the ma-
jority of the remnant’s optical ejecta are arranged in
a dozen or so well-defined and nearly circular ring-like
structures with diameters between approximately 30′′

and 2′ (0.5 pc - 2 pc) (Reed et al. 1995; Lawrence et al.
1995; DeLaney et al. 2010; Milisavljevic & Fesen 2013).
Unlike that of a smooth, filled expansion sphere of ejecta
as some early models assumed, these rings of reverse
shocked ejecta, visible in both infrared and optical sur-
veys of Cas A (DeLaney et al. 2010; Milisavljevic &
Fesen 2013), are structures related to the large scale
structure of the remnant’s expanding debris field, inde-
pendent of influences of the remnant’s local CSM/ISM
environment.
These rings of dense, optically bright ejecta represent

cross-sections of expanding “bubbles” likely generated
by energy released by ejecta rich in radioactive elements
such as 56Ni and 44Ti. The rings mark the areas of in-



28

Figure 20. Comparison of our optically estimated vs. X-ray inferred reverse shock velocities made by Vink et al. (2022) using

their velocity plots for values in the sky frame (left panel) and in the ejecta’s reference frame (right panel). The black line and

black points are the same in both plots and shows X-ray inferred forward shock velocities. Red solid and dashed lines are X-ray

derived reverse shock velocities relative to sky/observer (left panel) and ejecta reference frames (right panel). The blue points

are our corresponding values measured from optical images and should be compared to the solid red line in the left plot and

the dashed red line in the right plot. (Adapted from Vink et al. (2022) with permission.)

tersection of a largely spherical reverse shock front with
these structures of dense ejecta clumps. The presence
of these ejecta rings and their on-sky projections affects
our ability to accurately measure the motion of the rem-
nant’s reverse shock via optically bright ejecta due both
to the highly clumped nature of the expanding ejecta
forming these rings and the absence of emission in the
ring centers. Because lower density ejecta inside the
rings are more prominent in X-rays, studies of the mo-
tion of the reverse shock in X-rays are less affected by
ejecta clumping and projection effects.

6.1. Our Estimated Reverse Shock Velocities

Our estimates of Cas A’s reverse shock in the sky refer-
ence frame listed in Table 5 show a wide range of values
at different points around the remnant, not unlike those
of previous measurements (cf. Table 2 and 3). Although
velocities are consistently at around +2000 km s−1 in the
sky frame across much of its eastern and sections (PA
= 60◦ − 130◦), values drop down to +1000 to +1500 in
the southeast and southwest (PA = 130◦ − 220◦), and
become quite variable along the western and northwest-
ern rim areas (PA = 240◦ − 325◦), with values ranging
from +1000 to +2000 km s−1 to near zero.
We find the range of velocity of the reverse shock ex-

perienced by the outwardly expanding ejecta is between
2000 and 4000 km s−1 for most regions with the notable
exception of the southwest and west where the reverse
shock velocity the ejecta sees is between 5500 and 6000
km s−1.
The only previously reported reverse shock study of

Cas A based on optical images is that of Morse et al.
(2004) who used two years of HST images to mea-
sure ejecta and reverse shock velocities. They reported
finding proper motions of the emitting features of ∼

0.31′′ − 0.34′′ yr−1 corresponding to transverse veloci-
ties of 5000 − 5500 km s−1. While these values closely
match our P13-P15 ejecta velocities of 4950 − 5320 km
s−1 covering this same region, their reverse shock veloc-
ity estimate of a +3000 km s−1 differs greatly from our
−500 to +2000 km s−1 estimates.
This discrepancy most likely arises from differences in

measurement technique. Morse et al. (2004) measured
proper motions by aligning shock fronts in small regions
of the remnant and creating differences images. Align-
ing the images on the shock fronts increases uncertainty
because of the irregular nature of the shock. Addition-
ally, aligning images in this way over just a two year
time period resulted in extremely small changes in re-
verse shock position that have a high measurement un-
certainty. Our measurements were done in reference to
ejecta knots just outside the shock front, which gave us
a clearer reference point from which we measured shock
front progression.

6.2. Comparison of Our Optical Derived Reverse Shock
Velocities with those Derived from Other Data

A recent in-depth proper motion survey of Cas A’s X-
ray emissions by Vink et al. (2022) estimated both its
forward and reverse shocks based on 19 years of data
from the Chandra X-ray Observatory. They found an
outward motion of the remnant’s reverse shock veloc-
ity of between +2000 and +4200 km s−1 in the sky
frame for many eastern and southern regions of Cas A,
but a relatively low velocity ranging from ∼ +1000 km
s−1 to an actual inward motion reaching as much as ≃
−1900 km s−1 along parts of the remnant’s western re-
gions. If correct, this would mean that the ejecta in the
remnant’s western region effectively experiences a much
higher reverse shock velocity than elsewhere, as high as
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8000 km s−1. We find it is between 2000 and 4500 km
s−1 in most regions except for in the west where it can
be as large as ∼5800 km s−1 (see Table 5). Vink et al.
(2022) viewed this very high effective reverse shock ve-
locity they estimated the ejecta experienced along the
remnant’s western regions as a way of explaining the
strong X-ray synchrotron emitting filaments in western
portions of Cas A (Helder & Vink 2008). However, if
outward moving western ejecta are really experiencing a
shock as high as a 8000 km s−1, one should see unusu-
ally high ionization levels in these ejecta. Yet, unusual
optical line emissions have not been reported for west-
ern ejecta to date (DeLaney et al. 2010; Milisavljevic &
Fesen 2013).
Figure 20 shows comparisons of our reverse shock ve-

locity estimates relative to those of Vink et al. (2022),
both in the observer’s sky frame (left plot) and as expe-
rienced by the ejecta in its reference frame (right plot).
In both graphs, the solid black line shows Vink et al.
(2022) measurements for the forward shock expansion
velocity as a function of position angle where zero is due
north and is measured eastward. We note that although
their forward shock velocities, which range from 5000 to
7500 km s−1, are on the high side of previous velocity
estimates (Table 1), Sakai et al. (2024) using the same
Chandra data found similar forward shock velocities.
Our reverse shock velocity estimates in the sky refer-

ence frame shown as blue symbols in Fig. 20 are con-
sistently lower by roughly 1000 km s−1 than that re-
ported by Vink et al. (2022) for the region between PA
of 60◦−240◦. This might indicate differences associated
with X-ray and optical ejecta densities (Patnaude & Fe-
sen 2014). However, this trend disappears in west and
northwest regions where the X-ray derived values plunge
sharply to a inward value of −1880± 22 km s−1 around
PA = 260◦−280◦. In contrast, our optical proper motion
measurements show less of a decrease in reverse shock
velocities down to small values near zero km s−1, indi-
cating a near stationary shock front in the sky frame.
Our most negative velocity of −550 ± 370 km s−1 oc-
curs at a PA of 321, which is much farther along to the
northwest where Vink et al. (2022) report velocities near
+4000 km s−1.
The notion of a near stationary or fast inward moving

reverse shock front in such a young SNR as Cas A is
unexpected. Models of SN shocks expanding into a uni-
form progenitor ρ ∝ 1/r2 wind do not predict an inward
motion of the reverse shock until very late times when
a remnant has swept up a significant amount of mate-
rial behind the forward shock (McKee 1974; Truelove
& McKee 1999) and recent hydrodynamical simulations
of Cas A show an outward moving reverse shock with
always outward velocities around 2000 to 4000 km s−1

(Orlando et al. 2021). Vink et al. (2022) proposed possi-
ble scenarios for explaining this unexpected western re-
verse shock motion including the forward shock interac-
tion with a particular dense CSM/ISM cloud generating

a strong reflected shock like that considered by Orlando
et al. (2022), or a brief Wolf-Rayet phase of the progen-
itor which could have created a highly aspherical, low
density cavity (ne < 1 cm−3; Lee et al. 2014) along the
remnant’s western boundary through which the forward
shock expanded into leading to a more evolved forward
shock.

6.3. The Nature of the Asymmetry of Cas A’s Reverse
Shocked Ejecta Relative to Its Expansion Center

Cas A’s center of expansion, determined by the ballis-
tic motions of ejecta knots (Thorstensen et al. 2001), is
very nearly at the center of the remnant’s nearly spher-
ical forward shock as defined by the thin outer nonther-
mal X-ray filaments (Gotthelf et al. 2001; Patnaude &
Fesen 2009). But this is clearly not true for the rem-
nant’s reverse shock as indicated by the shell of reverse
shocked ejecta being clearly displaced to the northwest
across all wavelengths: radio, infrared, optical, and X-
ray emissions (Fig. 1). The question is why should this
be.
An asymmetry in Cas A were seen from the very start,

with a striking difference in the remnant’s northern and
southern optical emissions. When first studied back
in the 1950s and 1960s, Cas A’s optical emission was
largely limited to just its northern limb leading to a
strongly lopsided appearing remnant (Figs. 2 & 3).
This was not due to an absence of the forward shock

in the south, since several shocked, pre-SN mass loss
knots, the so-called QSFs, were prominently visible
along Cas A’s SW rim. Although optical emission along
the remnant’s southern region has gradually filled in over
the last 50 years, its north, NE, and NW areas still dom-
inate. While this asymmetry is also seen in X-rays (see
Patnaude & Fesen 2014 for a 1979 Einstein HRI and
2004 Chandra X-ray images), it is not the case in the
radio and infrared (Fig. 1).
Part of the cause for the North–South asymmetry in

the optical and X-rays may be due to slower velocity
ejecta in the south. We find ejecta proper motions for
southern locations P5 to P8 to be 0.22′′ to 0.28′′ yr−1,
which is significantly lower than 0.33′′ to 0.37′′ yr−1 seen
for P1, and P13-15 in the NE and NW. Indeed, the
highest transverse proper motions of it main shell ejecta
∼0.33′′ to 0.36′′ yr−1 are found along its northern rim.
However, it is not clear if such ejecta velocity difference
explains the displacement of the remnant’s shell of re-
verse shocked ejecta to the northwest.
One explanation is for there to be a strong asymme-

try in Cas A’s expanding debris toward the north and
west, and there are several lines of evidence regarding
gross asymmetries in ejected mass in Cas A related to
its explosion dynamics (see Wheeler et al. 2008 for an
in-depth discussion). A displacement of ejecta to the
north and west would be consistent with a bipolar SE-
NW expansion asymmetry suggested by the presence
of high-velocity, Fe-rich ejecta seen in X-rays along the
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remnant’s SE rim and in the opposite direction in the
remnant’s NW.
The remnant’s compact X-ray point source’s trans-

verse motion of 350 km s−1 (Fesen et al. 2006a) to
the southeast (PA = 169◦ ± 8.4◦) would also be con-
sistent with a greater mass ejected to the north to bal-
ance the momentum of the ∼1.5 M⊙ mass in the pre-
sumed neutron star (Wongwathanarat et al. 2017; Kat-
suda et al. 2018; Holland-Ashford et al. 2020; Picquenot
et al. 2021). Greater mass toward the rear of remnant’s
projected northern and western regions might also help
explain the remnant’s smaller blue shifted radial expan-
sion velocity of only ∼4000 km s−1 versus a redshift of
∼6000 km s−1 (DeLaney et al. 2010; Milisavljevic & Fe-
sen 2013), as well as its evolution over the past 70 years.

6.4. Knot Ablation Tails and Distortions Following
Reverse Shock Encounter

Only a handful of previous papers have remarked on
the morphology of Cas A’s reverse shocked main shell
ejecta (Kamper & van den Bergh 1976b; van den Bergh
& Kamper 1985; Fesen et al. 2001). While a variety
of instabilities in post-shock radiative knots have been
discussed and modeled (Gull 1975; Mellema et al. 2002;
Kifonidis et al. 2003; Raga et al. 2007; Silvia et al. 2010,
2012), only limited observational data has been pre-
sented and discussed regarding the morphological and
kinematic changes to SN ejecta knots following their col-
lision with a reverse shock.
High resolution HST and JWST images plus optical

spectra presented above show clear evidence for ejecta
distortion and shredding by the reverse shock plus signif-
icant mass ablation off Cas A’s ejecta knots in the form
of long emission tails. These extended emission tails
are best seen in higher ionization emission lines, pre-
sumably because greater mass loss off the lower density
envelopes of ejecta knots imply decelerated velocities as
high as ∼1000 km s−1. JWST [Fe II] images, being sen-
sitive to dense ejecta regions, show that over time scales
of decades Cas A’s optical emission ejecta knots will be-
come extended due to internal density variations. Both
immediate and long term effects mark stages of ejecta
knot disruption and destruction that eventually lead to
the metal enrichment of the surrounding CSM/ISM.
However, as shown in Table 5, bright and presum-

ably denser portions of ejecta knots with significant mass
show surprisingly little deceleration, with a deceleration
parameter typically between 0.95 and 0.99 where 1.00 is
free expansion. This means that the shocks driven into
the ejecta knots are a few percent of the 4500 to 5500
km s−1 ejecta velocities or roughly 50 to 200 km s−1.
We can compare these observations with a series

of recent papers that specifically investigated the ef-
fect on Cas A’s ejecta clumps by its reverse shock
(Kirchschlager et al. 2019, 2023, 2024). With the goal
of exploring dust destruction rates via sputtering and
grain–grain collisions, they modeled the evolution and

disruption of metal rich ejecta clumps lumps at different
remnant ages through magneto-hydrodynamical simu-
lations. They show clump destruction maps in density
and temperatures as a function of clump/ambient den-
sity contrast ratios, χ, ranging from 10 to 1000 and mag-
netic field strengths. These simulations, like many other
previous shocked clump models, start with a sharply
bounded spherical clump of uniform electron density and
temperatures with radius of ∼ 1016 cm matching the
observed size of main shell ejecta clumps (0.1′′ to 0.5′′;
Fesen et al. 2011) at a distance of 3.4 kpc. Unlike real
ejecta clumps which are unlikely to be sharply bounded
and have a range of internal densities and temperatures,
these simulations result in post shock clump distortions
that do not closely match the reverse shocked clumps
seen in Cas A at an age of 350 yr in that they show
highly filamentary and turbulent downstream features
which are not observed in HST or JWST images.
Such model-observation differences for shocked ejecta

clumps are understandable since these seemingly ‘tiny’
ejecta knots seen in HST and JWST images are not
physically small gaseous clouds, but rather are roughly
300 to 1600 AU in diameter. To put this in perspective,
they are many times larger than the ∼ 80 AU diameter
of the Solar System if defined by Pluto’s orbit. Conse-
quently, the density, temperature and ionization state of
internal regions of a single ejecta clump can be expected
to vary considerably across their 100’s AU dimensions
given the high cooling rates for metal-rich plasma (Ray-
mond et al. 2018). The authors themselves realize this
by not assuming a homologous expansion of Cas A’s
ejecta which would lead to very low densities and thus
much higher gas temperatures at younger ages than ob-
served.
Reverse shocked ejecta in Cas A may be particu-

larly sensitive to other effects brought on by the en-
hanced cooling rates due to its undiluted H,He-poor but
metal-rich ejecta which might explain differences be-
tween observed spectra of SN ejecta and steady-flow,
planar shock emission models (Raymond 2018). Signifi-
cant mass stripping of ejecta knot material following re-
verse shock passage may also result in downstream flow
of material of varying lengths and densities depending
on the initial properties of the shocked knot and the
reverse shock’s velocity in the knot’s reference frame.
A study of Cas A’s radio emission properties led An-

derson & Rudnick (1995) to conclude that there was a
nearly constant transfer of clumpy ejecta into a more dif-
fuse, lower density state following reverse shock passage
leading to knot deceleration, a scenario consistent with
knot structural changes and mass stripping. These ef-
fects have been modeled for near solar composition plas-
mas (Klein et al. 1994; Mac Low et al. 1994; Hansen et al.
2017) but the very high cooling rates for SN ejecta make
such model simulations challenging (Raymond 2018).

7. CONCLUSIONS
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Our analysis of both ground- and space-based optical
images of Cas A reveals a rather complicated and highly
asymmetrical expanding remnant. Although the avail-
able optical data set spans a period of over 70 years, the
remnant’s optical emission features change so rapidly
that it is hard (if not impossible) to follow the pro-
gression of individual optical knots and filaments over
the course of just one or two decades. Nonetheless, our
analysis reveals several important properties of the rem-
nant’s main shell of reverse shocked ejecta. These in-
clude:
1) Judged by the appearance of new, bright optical

emission generated by the impact of high velocity, out-
ward moving ejecta with a more slowing moving reverse
shock, we find reverse shock velocity in the observer/sky
frame of reference to be typically 1000 − 2000 km s−1

over most of the remnant. This outward velocity range
is notably less than that predicted by hydrodynamical
models of the remnant and is generally lower by around
1000 km s−1 than estimates from X-ray analyses.
2) We find the remnant’s reverse shock velocity along

the remnant’s western regions to be unusually low and
nearly stationary in the sky frame within measurement
uncertainties. While this is roughly consistent with that
suggested from a recent X-ray study, we do not find
evidence for high velocity inward reverse shock motions.
3) Tangential proper motions indicate velocities of

3500 to 5000 km s−1 along the remnant’s eastern and
southern sections, but higher values, between 5500 and
6000 km s−1 in the west and northwestern limb regions.
Bright newly reverse shocked main shell ejecta show lit-
tle deceleration, with a deceleration parameter typically
between 0.95 and 0.99 indicating nearly free expansion.
Combined with the slower outward moving reverse shock
in the remnant’s western regions, this suggests a much
higher effective reverse shock velocity for western limb
ejecta, around 5500 km s−1 versus 1500 to 3500 km s−1

elsewhere in the main shell.
4) Optical emitting ejecta appear highly clumpy in

the form of small distinct ‘knots’ with typical knots di-
mensions of 0.2′′ − 1.0′′ (∼ 1 − 5 × 1016 cm). Follow-
ing interaction with the reverse shock, ejecta knots of-
ten exhibit extended mass ablated tails up to ∼ 1′′ in
length. Optical spectra reveal faint, extended emission
indicating reverse shock induced decelerated velocities
as large as ≃1000 km s−1. These emission tails are
most prominently seen in high ionization emission lines
such as [O III] and [S III]. High resolution JWST im-
ages of the low ionization emission lines such as [Fe II]
show elongated knot structures which may reflect inter-
nal density variations leading a spread of knot material
due to differential post-shock decelerations.
5) The Cas A remnant appears as an asymmetric cloud

of reverse shocked SN debris significantly displaced to
the northwest from the point of explosion. Some of this
asymmetry is likely due to the progenitor’s explosion
dynamics where more mass was ejected rearward to the

northwest while its X-ray point source and presumed
neutron star was ejected toward us and to the south-
east. The remnant’s asymmetrical radial velocity range
of −4000 to +6000 km s−1 may be the most obvious sig-
nature of this asymmetry. However, the nature of NE
and SW ‘jets’ of ejecta which have transverse velocities
up to 14,500 km s−1, nearly three times that of the rem-
nant’s main shell, is presently unclear in regard to the
overall explosion dynamics.
The recent discovery of a cloud of CSM on the rem-

nant’s near side (the ‘Green Monster’; Milisavljevic et al.
2024; De Looze et al. 2024) and the lopsided evolution
of its optical emission shown in Figs. 2 and 3 may
be signs of important CSM/ISM interactions (Orlando
et al. 2022). Consequently, it is perhaps not too surpris-
ing that the motion of the reverse shock varies somewhat
around the remnant, despite the seemingly uniform ex-
pansion of the forward blast wave in X-rays. However,
further work could re-examine the presence and nature
of the cause for the reverse shock’s apparent stationary
and/or inward motion in the remnant’s western regions.
A more in-depth study could also look into the mor-

phological effects of the reverse shock on Cas A’s ejecta
using higher dispersion spectra yielding both density
and temperature data along with hydrodynamic model-
ing. Since ejecta knots are known to display varying S,
O, and Ar abundances, investigations of elemental abun-
dances effects on knot ablation and disruption might
prove interesting. Along these lines, JWST’s NIRCam
images are capable of providing better resolutions than
even HST and thus might reveal additional details re-
garding ejecta evolution as a function time since reverse
shock passage.
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8. APPENDIX A:
EJECTA AND REVERSE SHOCK PROPER

MOTION ANIMATIONS

As mentioned in the results section (§4), we have con-
structed several short animation videos which are espe-
cially helpful to clarify the proper motions of the reverse
shock through the appearance of new optical emission
knots and filaments as detected in images spanning sev-
eral years. Most make use of HST images taken between
January 2000 and June 2008.
The titles of the animation files are meant to be self-

explanatory as to what regions are being shown and
whether the file shows proper motions in the reference
frame of the sky or the outwardly expanding ejecta. In
all cases, the observed motions are repeated (looped) ei-
ther 5 to 7 times to make the motions easier to observe.
Each animation begins with a descriptive frame. All
movies are in a MPEG-4 container, specifically encoded

with the H264 codec.

List of animation files:
NW-ejecta-reference-frame.mp4
NW-sky-reference-frame.mp4
P1-sky-reference-frame.mp4
P2nP3-ejecta-reference-frame.mp4
P2nP3-sky-reference-frame.mp4
P5nP6-ejecta-reference-frame.mp4
P13-ejecta-reference-frame.mp4
P14-ejecta-reference-frame.mp4
P15-ejecta-reference-frame.mp4

9. APPENDIX B: ON-LINE DATA
DIGITIZED PALOMAR HALE 5M PRIME FOCUS

PHOTOGRAPHIC PLATE IMAGES OF
CASSIOPEIA A FROM 1951 TO 1989

For nearly forty years, starting from September 1951
through September 1989, a series of mainly broadband
blue and red prime focus plates were taken of Cas A
using the Hale 5m (200-inch) telescope, what was then
the world’s large optical telescope. These plates, more
than four dozen blue and red images, comprise the ear-
liest optical images of Cas A, obtained soon after the
remnant’s discovery in 1948 in the radio (Ryle & Smith
1948) and therefore the first ∼ 300 yr phase of young
remnant evolution’s not available for any other Galactic
or extragalactic core-collapse SN. As such they consti-
tute an unique and priceless record of Cas A’s optical
evolution worth archiving for future researchers.
Most of these plates were obtained by Walter Baade,

Rudolph Minkowski and Sidney van den Bergh, with a
few addition ones taken by Halton Arp, Joseph Miller
and Donald Shane at the request of Baade and/or
Minkowski. These Palomar 5m images formed the basis
of the first investigations of the Cas A’s optical emission
structure and expansion properties (Minkowski 1959,
1964, 1966, 1968; van den Bergh 1971a,b, 1974, 1971c;
Kamper & van den Bergh 1976b; van den Bergh & Dodd
1970; Kamper & van den Bergh 1976a; van den Bergh
& Kamper 1983, 1985; van den Bergh & Pritchet 1986).
These 5m prime focus plates, 5 × 7 inches in size,

were often obtained with the prime focus Ross corrector
and have a plate scale of 0.1′′ per millimeter. Only the
central 7.7′ × 5.9′ region of these plates were scanned
and then digitized at a pixel scale of 0.42′′ pixel−1 us-
ing the high-speed digitizing scanning machine DASCH
(Simcoe et al. 2006; Laycock et al. 2010) at the Har-
vard–Smithsonian Center for Astrophysics. Individual
image files are ≃3.7 MB in size.
The image quality of these plates vary considerably

and only the best 42 plates were selected to be scanned
and digitized (see Table 6). These digitized images are
available at https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/Q0HDOW.
However, three of the best images were separately
scanned at a higher resolution (0.141′′ pixel−1) using
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the Yale Astronomy Department’s PDS microdensito-
meter (see Thorstensen et al. (2001) for details. These
and a few other high quality images deemed to be
the best Palomar images are available separately at
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/OBHZB8. Note: The
entire set of original glass plates has been archived at
the Carnegie Observatories’ astronomical plate collec-
tion located in Pasadena, California.
Approximate world coordinates (WCS) was applied to

the scanned data and were determined using astromet-
ric solutions done with an automated procedure using
software routines in WCSTools (Laycock et al. 2010).
Although more accurate WCS coordinates were later ap-
plied using USNO UCAC3 catalog stars (Zacharias et al.
2010), the distortions due to the fast Ross corrector of-
ten resulted in lower than expected coordinate accuracy.
Consequently, we have re-done WCS coordinates using
the online nova.astrometry.net software.
Only a fraction of these plates have been reproduced

in published papers, due in part to the large number of
plates as well as the large variations in image quality
due in part to varying sky and seeing conditions and
exposure length. Many plates also suffer emulsion and
photographic emulsion and developer defects.
Table 6 lists the 42 best Palomar plates taken be-

tween 1951 and 1989. The table lists file number, ex-
posure date and exposure time, type of plate emulsion
and bandpass filter used, image and plate quality grades,
along with the name of the Palomar 5m observer. Be-
cause plate emulsions are no longer commonly used we
have included a short table which gives information on
emulsions. Addition plate emulsion information can
be found in Hoag & Miller (1969), Latham (1974), at
https://gsss.stsci.edu/SkySurveys/Surveys.htm, and in
the ‘Kodak Plates and Films for Science and Indus-
try’, Kodak Publication No. P-9. Eastman Kodak Co.
(1967). Descriptions of Schott bandpass filters used at
Palomar can be found at the Schott website or in various
papers published before 2000.
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Table 6. Selected Palomar Hale 5m Prime Focus Plates Taken of Cassiopeia A Between 1951 and 1989

No. Obs. Date Plate ID Exposure Time color: plate+filter Image/Plate Quality Observer

1 1951-09-09 PH520B 1800 s blue: 103aO+GG1 good/fair Baade

2 1951-10-31 PH553B 7200 s red: 103aE+RG2 v. good/poor Baade

3 1951-11-03 PH563B 7200 s red: 103aE+RG2 v. good/fair Baade

4 1953-08-11 PH778B 1500 s blue: 103aO+GG1 good/good Baade

5 1953-08-13 PH793B 6120 s red: 103aE+RG2 good/good Baade

6 1954-11-25 PH232M 5400 s blue: 103aJ+GG11 fair/good Minkowski

7 1954-11-26 PH236M 7200 s red: 103aE+OR1 fair/good Minkowski

8 1954-12-23 PH1159B 1800 s blue: 103aO+GG1 good/good Baade

9 1957-09-21 PH1732B 5400 s red: 103aF+RG2 v. good/good Baade

10 1957-09-22 PH1736B 2100 s blue: 103aO+GG1 fair/fair Baade

11 1958-08-11 PH3033S 5400 s red: 103aF+RG2 excellent/good Shane

12 1965-08-30 PH4815 5400 s red: 103aE+0R1 fair/poor Miller

13 1967-10-04 PH5107A 4200 s red: 103aE+RG2 good/fair Arp

14 1968-09-26 PH5254vB 5400 s red: 103aF+RG2 good/good van den Bergh

15 1968-09-26 PH5255vB 1500 s blue: 103aD+GG11 fair/poor van den Bergh

16 1969-10-13 PH5405vB 5400 s red: 103aF+RG2 fair/poor van den Bergh

17 1970-09-01 PH5643vB 7200 s blue: 103aJ+GG475 fair/good van den Bergh

18 1970-09-03 PH5648vB 7200 s blue: 103aJ+GG475 fair/good van den Bergh

19 1970-09-04 PH5659vB 7200 s red: 103aE+RG630 good/good van den Bergh

20 1971-08-29 PH5946A 5400 s red: 103aF+RG630 v. good/good Arp

21 1972-09-09 PH6236vB 7200 s blue: IIIaJ+GG7 fair/poor van den Bergh

22 1972-09-10 PH6249vB 7200 s red: 103aF+RG2 v. good/good van den Bergh

23 1973-07-31 PH6555vB 3600 s red: 098-04+RG2 good/good van den Bergh

24 1973-08-01 PH6562vB 7200 s blue: 103aJ+GG7 good/good van den Bergh

25 1973-08-04 PH6573vB 12000 s [S II]+098 (FWHM=166 A) excellent/good van den Bergh

26 1973-08-13 PH6891vB 4200 s red: 098-04+RG2 v. good/fair van den Bergh

27 1974-08-14 PH6902vB 7200 s blue: IIIaJ+GG7 good/good van den Bergh

28 1974-08-15 PH6914vB 7200 s blue: 127-02+GG7 good/poor van den Bergh

29 1975-07-16 PH7064vB 3600 s red: 098-02+RG645 good/fair van den Bergh

30 1975-07-18 PH7071vB 7200 s red: 098-02+RG645 good/fair van den Bergh

31 1975-07-18 PH7077A 6000 s red: 098-02+RG645 good/fair Arp

32 1976-06-30 PH7231vB 7200 s blue: 127-04+GG7 good/fair van den Bergh

33 1976-07-02 PH7252vB 7200 s red: 098-04+RG645 excellent/good van den Bergh

34 1977-10-08 PH7433vB 4500 s red: 098-04+RG2 fair/fair van den Bergh

35 1977-10-10 PH7445vB 7200 s blue: 103aJ+GG7 good/good van den Bergh

36 1980-07-13 PH7766vB 6000 s red: 098-04+RG645 fair/fair van den Bergh

37 1980-07-14 PH7771vB 7200 s blue: IIIaJ+GG7 fair/good van den Bergh

38 1983-07-12 PH8192vB 6000 s red: 098+RG645 good/good van den Bergh

39 1983-07-14 PH8201vB 10800 s [S II]+098 (FWHM=166 A) v. good/good van den Bergh

40 1989-09-28 PH8202vB 7200 s red: 098-04+RG645 good/poor van den Bergh

41 1989-09-28 PH8204vB 7200 s [S II]+098(FWHM=166 A) v. good/fair van den Bergh

42 1989-09-29 PH8206vB 7200 s red: 098-04+RG645 excellent/good van den Bergh
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