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ABSTRACT

We study 31 luminous, rapidly evolving optical transients (REOTs), and use the magnetar model
and the ejecta—circumstellar-matter (CSM) interaction (CSI) model to fit their multiband light curves.
We find that 28 events can be fitted by the magnetar model. and the derived masses (~ 0.05-5.58 M)
are consistent with that of stripped and ultrastripped core-collapse supernovae (CCSNe). On the other
hand, the CSI model can fit 25 events; the derived ejecta masses are ~ 3—-30 M, consistent with that
of SNe Ibn. The results, together with the fact that many luminous REOTs have been confirmed to be
luminous SNe ITb/Ib/c or Ibn/IIn, suggest that at least a fraction of luminous REOTSs spectroscopically
unclassified might be rapidly evolving SNe Ib/Ic or Ibn. Three events in the sample cannot be explained
by the two models we use. We expect that future intense photometry, spectroscopic classifications,
and systematic light-curve modeling of luminous REOTs will shed more light on their nature.

Keywords: stars: magnetars — supernovae: general

1. INTRODUCTION

Over the past two decades, the Dark Energy Survey (DES), the Pan-STARRS1 (PS1), the Supernova Legacy Survey
(SNLS), the Hyper Suprime-Cam (HSC), the Zwicky Transient Facility (ZTF), and other, optical telescopes have
discovered many rapidly evolving optical transients (REOTS; e.g., Cenko et al. 2012; Drout et al. 2014; Arcavi et al.
2016; Tanaka et al. 2016; Ho et al. 2018; Prentice et al. 2018; Perley et al. 2019; Pursiainen et al. 2018; Rest et al.
2018; Rodney et al. 2018; Ho et al. 2021). While the rise and decline timescales (< 10d) of REOTs are shorter than
those of normal supernovae (SNe), their peak-luminosity distribution spans a wide range(Drout et al. 2014; Perley
et al. 2019), from ~ 10*? ergs~! (which is roughly equal to the peak luminosities of low-luminosity SNe that can be
explained by the 5Ni model (Arnett 1982)) to > 10* ergs~! (which reaches the luminosity threshold of superluminous
SNe (SLSNe; Quimby et al. 2011; Gal-Yam 2012).

The physical origin of REOTs is still elusive, and many scenarios have been proposed to account for their properties.
Kasliwal et al. (2010) suggested that SN 2010X might be the accretion-induced collapse (AIC) of an O/Ne/Mg white
dwarf or a “Ia" explosion produced by the thermonuclear detonation of the helium shell on a white dwarf (Shen et
al. 2017). The shock-breakout model (Ofek et al. 2010) has also been invoked to explain the light curves of REOTs.
However, the *’Ni-powered core-collapse SN (CCSN), AIC, and helium-detonation models cannot explain luminous
REOTs, since the required mass of Ni and other radioactive elements is larger than the inferred ejecta mass, or
the ratio of the mass of the radioactive elements (including *°Ni) to the mass of ejecta is too large to be consistent
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with theoretical expectations (see, e.g., Drout et al. 2014; Pursiainen et al. 2018); alternative models must thus be
considered.

Cenko et al. (2012) concluded that the short-lived, luminous transient PTF10iya might be a tidal disruption event
(TDE) produced by a solar-type star that was disrupted by a ~ 107 M black hole. Perley et al. (2019) argued that
AT2018cow might be a TDE as well (see also the discussion of Liu et al. 2018), while Xiang et al. (2021) suggested
that it might be a SN Ibn/IIn (see also Ho et al. 2021) and demonstrated that the 5°Ni plus the ejecta—circumstellar-
matter (CSM) interaction (CSI) model is best for explaining the bolometric light curve of AT2018cow. Kashiyama &
Quataert (2015) proposed that a fallback disk around a stellar-mass black hole produced by a massive star could power
a luminous REOT. Yu et al. (2015) employed the merger-nova model (Yu et al. 2013; Metzger & Piro 2014) to suggest
that a newly born magnetar from the remnant of the merger of a neutron star (NS) binary can significantly enhance the
luminosity of the neutron-rich ejecta to fit the light curves, temperature evolution, and photospheric radius evolution
of three luminous REOTs (PS1-11bbq, PS1-11qr, and PS1-12bv) discovered by PS1. Brooks et al. (2017) suggested
that the explosions of long-lived (~ 10° yr) massive remnants of a He white dwarf and a C/O or O/Ne white dwarf
can account for the light curves of luminous REOTs.

Hotokezaka et al. (2017) used the magnetar-powered model (Kasen & Bildsten 2010; Woosley 2010) for the nascent
magnetars produced by ultrastripped SN explosions to explain the multiband light curves of four REOTs reported
by Arcavi et al. (2016). Rest et al. (2018) concluded that the light curve of the luminous REOT KSN2015K cannot
be explained by radioactivity or a central engine (magnetar or black hole), but it can be powered by the interaction
between the SN ejecta and CSM from pre-SN mass loss.

Although a major fraction of REOTs lack spectroscopic classifications, we can get additional indirect information
from similar spectroscopically classified events. Studies of individual optical transients have demonstrated that, except
for one kilonova (SSS17a/AT 2017gfo; e.g., Arcavi et al. 2017; Drout et al. 2017; Kasen et al. 2017; Pian et al. 2017;
Shappee et al. 2017; Smartt et al. 2017) which is thus far a unique object, some REOTs are SNe Ib (e.g., SN 2002bj,
Poznanski et al. 2010; SN 2019dge, Yao et al. 2020), SNe Ic (e.g., SN 2005ek, Drout et al. 2013; iPTF14gqr, De et
al. 2018; SN 20200i, Rho et al. 2021), SNe Ic-BL (e.g., iPTF16asu, Whitesides et al. 2017; SN 2018gep, Pritchard et
al. 2021), SNe Ibn (e.g., SN 1999cq, Matheson et al. 2010; iPTF13beo, Gorbikov et al. 2014; LSQ13ccw, Pastorello
et al. 2015; SN 2015U, Shivvers et al. 2016; PS15dpn, Smartt et al. 2016; SN 2018bcc, Karamehmetoglu et al. 2019),
and SNe IIn (e.g., PTF09uj, Ofek et al. 2010). The 5 (PTF12ldy, iPTF14aki, iPTF15akq, iPTF15ul, SN 2015U) of 7
SNe Ibn spectroscopical confirmed by Hosseinzadeh et al. (2017) are also rapidly evolving events. Recently, Ho et al.
(2021) reported 42 REOTSs observed by ZTF, and 10 events were classified as SNe II/IIb/Ib or Ibn/IIn (descriptions
of the spectral features of different types of SNe are given by Filippenko 1997 and Gal-Yam 2017); see their Table 2!.
Additionally, almost all SNe Ibn (including the rapid evolving ones) are rather luminous (see Table 4 of Hosseinzadeh
et al. 2017 and Table 14 of Ho et al. 2021); for comparison, there are only two luminous, rapidly evolving SNe Ic-BL
(iPTF16asu and SN 2018gep). The resemblance between the luminous, rapidly evolving SNe and the luminous REOTSs,
and the fact that the host galaxies of the latter are star-forming galaxies (Wiseman et al. 2020), suggest that most
luminous REOTs might be CCSNe which must arise from the explosions of massive stars. We can say that the rapid
evolving SNe are luminous REOTs with spectral classifications, and speculate that some luminous REOTs lacking
spectral classifications might be rapid evolving SNe Ibn/IIn/II or Ic/Ic-BL.

Currently, the prevailing models accounting for the light curves of luminous SNe and SLSNe that cannot be explained
by the 56Ni model are the magnetar model and the CSI model. Both models are used to fit the light curves of (su-
per)luminous SNe I, while the CSI model is the most reasonable one for explaining the light curves of (super)luminous
SNe Ibn/IIn. Assuming that the majority of luminous REOTS in our sample are luminous SNe Ibn/IIn/Ic, it is inter-
esting to test whether the magnetar and CSI models can fit their light curves and to constrain the best-fit parameters
of the models.

In this paper, we collect 31 luminous REOTs discovered by DES, PS1, SNLS, and HSC, investigating the energy
sources powering their multiband light curves and constraining the model parameters. We describe our sample in
Section 2. In Section 4, we use the magnetar model and the CSI model to fit the multiband light curves and derive the
best-fit parameters of the models. We discuss our results and draw the conclusions in Sections 5 and 6, respectively.
Throughout the paper, we assume €2,,, = 0.3, Qs = 0.7, and Hy = 68.3kms~! Mpc~!. The values of the Milky Way
extinction (Fp_v) of all events are from Schlafly & Finkbeiner (2011).

I Table 2 of Ho et al. (2021) listed 22 spectroscopically confirmed SNe, 12 of which had been classified by previous studies or reports.



2. THE SAMPLE OF REOTS

The luminous REOTs studied here were discovered by PS1 in 2010-2013, DES in 2013-2016, SNLS in 2017, and
SNLS in 2004-2006. Their detailed observational properties are given by Drout et al. (2014), Arcavi et al. (2016),
Pursiainen et al. (2018), and Tampo et al. (2020). We select events that were observed in at least three filters, and
exclude events whose absolute peak magnitudes are dimmer than —18 mag. Moreover, we exclude transients that
exhibit rebrightening in at least two bands and that show severe undulations around the peaks of the light curves.

Using these four criteria, we compile 19 DES REOTs (DES13C3uig, DES13E2lpk, DES13X1hav, DES13X3gms,
DES13X3npb, DES13X3nyg, DES15C3lpq, DES15C3lzm, DES15C3nat, DES15C3opk, DES15C30pp, DES15E2nqh,
DES15S11ll, DES15X3mxf, DES16C1lcbd, DES16C3gin, DES16E2pv, DES16X3cxn, and DES16X3ega), 5 HSC REOTs
(HSC17auls, HSC17bbaz, HSC17bhyl, HSC17btum 2, HSC17dadp), 5 PS1 REOTs (PS1-10bjp, PS1-11bbq, PS1-11qr,
PS1-12bv, and PS1-13duy), and 2 SNLS REOTs (SNLS04D4ec and SNLS06D1hc).

Based on the tables of Drout et al. (2014), Arcavi et al. (2016), Pursiainen et al. (2018), and Tampo et al. (2020),
we list the relevant observational information for the 31 REOTs in Table 1, from which we can obtain some clues
about the nature of these REOTs. First, the star-formation rates of the host galaxies are large, supporting the CCSN
scenario, though the degenerate-star model cannot be excluded. Second, the TDE model involving supermassive black
holes (SMBHs) cannot be plausible to account for these luminous REOTs since the explosion-site offsets from their
host-galaxy nuclei are rather large; TDEs induced by tidal disruption of stars by SMBHs should generally happen in
the centers of the hosts. TDEs associated with intermediate-mass black holes (IMBHs) can produce nonnuclear TDEs
by capturing and disrupting stars. According to the calculation of Strubbe & Quataert (2009), however, Drout et al.
(2014) pointed out that the timescale of IMBH TDEs is < 1day, which is an order of magnitude shorter than the
timescale of the REOTs studied here. Therefore, the IMBH TDE model is also disfavored in explaining them.

3. EVOLUTION OF THE REOT BOLOMETRIC LUMINOSITIES, TEMPERATURES, AND RADII

To derive the bolometric light curves, temperature evolution, and radius evolution of the REOTs they presented,
Drout et al. (2014), Arcavi et al. (2016), Pursiainen et al. (2018), and Tampo et al. (2020) used the blackbody equation
Fy\(Rpn, T) = (2mhe? /2°) (e ST 1)*1(R§h/D%) to fit their spectral energy distributions (SEDs). They showed that
the SEDs of most of the REOTs can be well fitted by the blackbody model, while some SEDs of some REOTs (slightly)
deviate from the blackbody model.

Since the derived physical properties of the REOTs of Drout et al. (2014) and Pursiainen et al. (2018) have not
previously been presented, we repeat the blackbody fits for the SEDs of the 31 REOTs in Fig. 1. To get the best-fit
parameters and the parameter ranges, we adopt the Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) method which is performed
by using the emcee Python package (Foreman-Mackey et al. 2013). Once the MCMC is done, the best-fit values of the
parameters are obtained by measuring the medians of the posterior samples. The uncertainties are computed to 3o
confidence. Our fits also show that the SEDs of almost all events can be fitted by the blackbody model. The best-fit
values of the radii and the temperature, as well as the derived blackbody luminosities of the events, are shown in Table
2.

To compare the photospheric properties of the luminous REOTs, we plot the their blackbody light curves, the
temperature evolution, and the radius evolution in Fig. 2. It should be pointed out that the zero-point of time of
every event is set to be their first detection, while the first point of every event in Fig. 2 corresponds to the epoch of
the first SED. For some events, the multiband observations were performed a few days after the first detections.

Fig. 2 shows that, while the shapes of the events are homogeneous, the peak luminosities span from ~ 1043 ergs™
(comparable to the peak luminosities of SNe Ia) to ~ 5 x 10* ergs~! (brighter than some SLSNe). Additionally, the
late-time temperatures of the events whose SEDs can be constructed at the epochs of > 10days no longer decline and
reach a constant. For the events lacking SEDs at epochs of > 10 days, the late-time temperature evolution is unknown.
Finally, we find that the early-time radii of the photospheres of the events increased, and reached a “plateau” (~ (1-2)
%10 cm) in most of events or even receded in some events.

1

4. MODELING THE MULTIBAND LIGHT CURVES OF REOTS

2 The brightess value of the g-band absolute magnitude of HSC17btum is at least ~ —17.73 mag. Pre-peak and post-peak photometry were

obtained, and the g-band peak was missed; however, it can be expected that the g-band peak magnitude might be < —18 mag.
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In this section, we use the magnetar and CSI models to fit the multiband light curves of the events. The ejecta
thermalize the input luminosities from the energy sources and produce the bolometric photosphere luminosities. The
equations reproducing theoretical bolometric light curves are listed by Wang et al. (2015) and Dai et al. (2016) for the
magnetar model, and by Chatzopoulos et al. (2012) and Wang et al. (2019) for the CSI models. Another assumption
needed to calculate the multiband light curves of SNe or SN-like optical transients is that their photospheric emission
can be described by the blackbody model or the absorbed blackbody model (Prajs et al. 2017; Nicholl et al. 2017).
As shown in Fig. 1, the SEDs of the events in our sample are consistent with blackbody radiation and the blackbody
assumption is valid at least at some epochs. We neglect the ultraviolet absorption effect, since the SEDs of the events
we study can be fitted by the standard blackbody model. Finally, like Nicholl et al. (2017), we assume that the radii of
the photospheres of the events were proportional to time at early epochs, while their temperatures no longer change at
late epoches (see Egs. (8) and (9) of Nicholl et al. 2017). Fig. 2 shows that the assumption of the “floor temperature”
(Tt) is valid for the events in our sample.

The value of the optical opacity (k) of the ejecta depends on the SN type; it can be 0.05-0.20 cm? g=! for the
ejecta of H-deficient SNe Ib/Ic/Ibn (see Wang et al. 2015, and the references therein). To reduce the number of the
parameters, we assume that £ = 0.1cm?g~!. 3 For the CSI model, we suppose that the densities of the inner and
outer components are respectively p oc 7~ and p o< 77, and the density of the CSM is either p o< =2 (a wind) or
p = constant (a shell). The definitions, units, and prior ranges of the free parameters of the two models are listed in
Tables 3 and 4.

The MCMC method is also used to get the best fits and derive the best-fit parameters of the models. Figures 3,
4, and 5 present the best fits of the magnetar (left panels), CSI-shell (middle panels), and CSI-wind (right panels)
models. The corresponding best-fit parameters of the models are presented in Tables 5, 6, 7, respectively. The reduced
X2 values (x?/dof; dof = degrees of freedom) are also listed in the Tables. The number of data points for some events
is smaller than or equal to the number of parameters of the models, so the values of dof are < 0 and x2/dof is infinite
or negative. For these cases, x2/dof is meaningless, and we do not list the values.

We summarize the validity of the models we use in Table 8 and determine the best model for every event by comparing
the x2/dof values. We note that the x?/dof values can be used to help determine the best model for an event, but
they cannot be used to judge the validity of a model, since they strongly depend on the data error bars, the number
of data points, and the number of free parameters in the model. The validity of a model are determined mainly by
comparing the data and the best-fit light curves.

From the figures and the tables, we find the following.

1. 20 luminous REOTSs can be fitted by the magnetar model with excellent quality (all data points are fitted by the
theoretical light curves, or one/two data point(s) slightly deviate from the theoretical light curves); see the left
panels of Fig. 3.

2. 8 REOTs can be fitted by the magnetar model with good quality (two or three data points slightly deviate from
the theoretical light curves, but the major parts of the light curves can be fitted; or some data points deviate
from the theoretical light curves, but can be supposed to be due to the cooling emission from the shock-heated
extended envelopes (DES16E2pv) and/or late-rebrightening (SNLS06D1hc)); see the left panels of Fig. 4.

3. 25 REOTs can also be fitted by the CSI model; see the middle and right panels of Figures 3 and 4.

4. For the 25 REOTs that can fitted by both the magnetar and CSI models, the magnetar model get better fits
than the CSI model do for all events.

5. The remaining 3 REOTs cannot be explained by both the the magnetar and CSI models (the data around the
peaks cannot be fitted; see Fig. 5).

5. THE NATURE OF REOTS

In Section 4, we use the magnetar and CSI models to fit the multiband light curves of 31 luminous REOTs and
find that 27 of them can be explained by the magnetar and/or the CSI model. The best-fit ejecta masses of 14, 6,

3 For SNe IIn/II, the value of x can be set to 0.34cm? g~1; but we still suppose that the mean value of  is 0.1cm? g~ for our models, since
there are significantly more confirmed luminous rapidly evolving H-deficient SNe Ibn/Ic than luminous rapidly evolving SNe IIn/II in the
sample of Ho et al. (2021); see Table 2 (which provides the spectral classifications the events of their gold sample), Table 5 (which compiles
other rapidly SNe and REOTs), and Table 14 (which presents the peak absolute magnitudes of the events of their sample).
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7, and 1 REOTs are 0.05-0.3 Mg, 0.3-0.5Mg, 0.5-1.0 Mg, and > 1.0 M, respectively (see Fig. 6). To illustrate the
parameters, we present the four parameters (M, v, By, and Fy) of the models in Fig. 7; for comparison, the same
parameters of SLSNe I that were supposed to be powered by magnetars (Nicholl et al. 2017) are also plotted. We
find that the ejecta masses of luminous REOTs are significantly smaller than those of the magnetar-powered SLSNe I,
except for HSC17bbaz (M = 5.5871¢ My). On the other hand, the velocity of the ejecta of some luminous REOTS is
larger than that of the magnetar-powered SLSNe I. Furthermore, the B,~F; distribution of the REOTs is significantly
larger than that of the magnetar-powered SLSNe I.

If mass transfer in a binary system consisting of a helium star and a compact companion (e.g., a neutron star; NS,
hereafter) strips the helium star, the star would became a stripped core and explode as an ultrastripped CCSN with
ejecta mass ~ 0.1-0.3 Mg (Tauris et al. 2013; Suwa et al. 2015; Tauris et al. 2015; Moriya & Eldridge 2016; Moriya
et al. 2017). By providing a detailed example, Tauris et al. (2013) demonstrated that the mass-transfer process in a
binary consisting of an NS and a helium star can produce a small, bare core of ~ 1.5 Mg that collapses and produces
an SN whose ejecta mass is only ~ 0.1 Mg.

If the explosion leaves a normal NS, the SN would be rather faint since the *°Ni yield must be less than the ejecta
mass. Drout et al. (2013) and Tauris et al. (2013) used the “°Ni-powered (Arnett 1982) ultrastripped SN model
(Tauris et al. 2013, 2015; Moriya & Eldridge 2016; Moriya et al. 2017) to explain the pseudobolometric light curve of
SN 2005¢ek. De et al. (2018) reported photometric and spectral observations of iPTF14gqr, a rapidly evolving SN Ic.
By modeling the bolometric light curve and analyzing the spectra, De et al. (2018) found that the early-time excess
can be explained by the post-shock cooling model involving an extended He-rich envelope heated by the SN shock, and
the second peak of the SN can be explained by the radioactivity model with Mc; ~ 0.15-0.30 M and My; ~ 0.05 Mg.
Yao et al. (2020) studied SN 2019dge, a rapidly evolving SN Ib, and found that its ejecta mass is also extremely low,
~ 0.3Mg. Tt can be expected that the rapidly evolving subluminous SNe IIb/Ib/Ic of Ho et al. (2021) might also be
56Ni-powered ultrastripped CCSNe.

If the ultrastripped CCSNe create rapidly rotating magnetars, the energy input from the newly-born magnetar would
significantly boost the luminosities of the SNe, producing (super)luminous REOTs/SNe whose peak luminosities can
be significantly larger than those of SN 2005ek, iPTF14gqr, SN 2019dge, and other similar events. To date, there
are only two luminous, rapidly evolving SNe I¢ — iPTF16asu and SN 2018gep. Whitesides et al. (2017) used four
different models (°°Ni, magnetar, off-axis afterglow, and post-shock cooling) to fit the pseudobolometric light curves
of the luminous SN Ic-BL iPTF16asu, suggesting that all of them cannot fit the whole light curve well. Wang et
al. (2019) used more complicated models (magnetar plus interaction model, etc.) to fit the bolometric light curve of
iPTF16asu. Pritchard et al. (2021) used %6Ni, 5Ni plus magnetar, and 55Ni plus CSI models to fit the multiband light
curves of SN 2018gep, demonstrating that the last model is the best one for explaining the data. All of these works
require additional energy sources to yield the extraordinary luminosities of the luminous, rapidly evolving SNe Ic-BL.
Our fits suggest that some luminous REOTs might be luminous, rapidly evolving SNe Ib/Ic similar to iPTF16asu
and SN 2018gep. Moreover, we demonstrate that some luminous REOTs might be luminous (ultra)stripped CCSNe
powered by the nascent magnetars.

Our fits also show that 25 luminous REOTSs can be explained by the CSI model. We find that, if they were powered
by CSI, the derived masses of the ejecta and the CSM can be rather large, ~ 3-30 Mg and ~ 2.6-30 M, (respectively).
For the CSI-shell model, the respective derived ejecta masses of 8, 8, and 6 events are ~ 3—-10 Mg, ~ 10-20 M, and
~ 20-30 Mg; for the CSI-wind model, the respective derived ejecta masses of 0, 6, and 13 events are ~ 3-10 Mg,
~ 1020 Mg, and ~ 20-30 Mg, (see Fig. 6 for the mass distribution). As shown in Fig. 7, the masses of the ejecta are
consistent with that of SNe Ibn (~ 2-20Mg). The mean values of the derived CSM masses are larger than the values
quoted in the literature (see, e.g., Karamehmetoglu et al. 2017, Vallely et al. 2018, Gangopadhyay et al. 2020, Wang
& Li 2020, Kool et al. 2020, Xiang et al. 2021), but the CSM masses of some events are lower than ~ 5 Mg. Moreover,
the sample of SNe Ibn fitted by the CSI model is too small, and we can expect that modeling of a larger sample might
extend the range of the CSM masses of SNe Ibn. We therefore suggest that the derived masses of the ejecta and
the CSM favor the scenario that some events might be luminous SNe Ibn/IIn which are so-called “interacting SNe”
exploding in massive, dense CSM.

The resemblance between the light curves of REOTs we study here and the roughly dozen rapidly evolving SNe Ibn
presented by Ho et al. (2021) can provide additional support for the scenario that at least some luminous REOTs
might be interacting SNe. Although the values of x?/dof of the CSI model for some events are larger than that of the
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magnetar model for the same events, we cannot conclude that the magnetar model is the best model for them, since
some luminous REOTs might be luminous SNe Ibn/IIn for which the CSI model is best.

6. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we collect 31 luminous REOTs which cannot be explained by the Ni model that has long been
adopted to account for the light curves of SNe Ia and normal SNe Ibc. We suppose that the REOTs are either
luminous ultrastripped CCSNe or SNe Ibn/IIn, and we use the magnetar and CSI models to fit their multiband light
curves.

We find that 28 events in the sample can be explained by the magnetar model; the best-fit ejecta masses of 14, 6, 7,
and 1 of them are (respectively) 0.05-0.3 Mg, 0.3-0.5 Mg, 0.5-1.0 Mg, and > 1.0 Mg, indicating that most REOTs are
ultrastripped SNe (~ 0.05-0.20 M; Tauris et al. 2013) or stripped SNe if they were powered by the magnetars. The
ejecta masses of the 6 REOTs with masses ~ 0.5-1.0 M, are comparable to that of the Type Ic SN 19941 (0.6703 M),
while the derived mass of HSC17bbaz (5.5871¢ M) is comparable to that of SLSNe I studied by Nicholl et al. (2017).
Our modeling assumes that the value of the optical opacity is 0.1cm?g~!; adopting smaller values for the optical
opacity (e.g., 0.05cm? g=1), the inferred masses would be larger, since the derived ejecta mass is inversely proportional
to the optical opacity (see, e.g., Wang et al. 2015; Lyman et al. 2016).

In addition, our modeling shows that 25 REOTs can be fitted by the CSI model, all of which can also be explained
by the magnetar model. The magnetar model can provide better fits than the CSI model for all events that can be
explained by both models. The remaining three events in our sample cannot be explained by either of the models.
Although the fitting quality of the CSI model for most of the luminous REOTs that can explained by both of the
models is lower than that of the magnetar model, we cannot exclude the CSI model since a fraction of them might be
luminous SNe Ibn/IIn that favor the CSI model. Moreover, the derived ejecta masses of the events that can be fitted
by the CSI model are consistent with that of some SNe Ibn, supporting the scenario that some luminous REOTs might
be luminous rapid evolving SNe Ibn.

The resemblance between the rapidly evolving multiband light curves of the luminous REOTs and those of some
luminous rapidly evolving SNe Ic (iPTF16asu and SN 2018gep) and SNe Ibn also indicates that some of our luminous
REOTs might be luminous SNe Ib/Ic or SNe Ibn/IIn. Therefore, we suggest that both the magnetar and the CSI
models are plausible in explaining the luminous REOTs.

Unfortunately, the luminous REOTs we study are spectroscopically unclassified, preventing us from drawing more
robust conclusions about their nature. Future high-cadence sky surveys, together with follow-up photometric and
spectroscopic observations of luminous REOTs,; might permit detailed modeling of their multiband light curves, giving
more stringent constraints on their physical properties and helping to distinguish among different models. The spectra
of luminous REOTs would provide key information for determining their nature and the energy sources. If the spectral
classifications show that luminous REOTs are SNe Ibn/IIn or SNe Ib/Ic, then they would favor the CSI model or the
magnetar-powered (ultra)stripped CCSN model, respectively.

The Large Synoptic Survey Telescope (LSST; Ivezic et al. 2008; LSST Science Collaborations 2009) can discover
~ 100,000 SNe II per year (LSST Science Collaborations 2009); since the rate of SNe Ibc is ~ 1/3 that of SNe II (see
Table 1 of Smartt 2009, and references therein), ~ 130,000 CCSNe should be discovered each year by LSST. Drout
et al. (2014) find that the rate of REOTs is 4-7% of the CCSN rate at redshift z ~ 0.2; based on the 37 DES REOTs
with spectroscopic redshifts, Pursiainen et al. (2018) estimate that the REOT rate is > 1000 Gpc=2 yr~!, which is
1.5% of the CCSN rate derived by Li et al. (2011). As noted by Pursiainen et al. (2018), this value is only a lower
limit; adding 35 DES REOTs that do not have spectroscopic redshifts, the rate would be doubled to 3% of the CCSN
rate. We adopt the latter value as a conservative lower limit to estimate the LSST REOT discovery rate, finding that
= 4000 REOTs should be discovered by LSST per year. According to the PS1 and DES REOT samples, the ratio of
luminous REOTs to all discovered REOTs is ~ 70% (for the PS1 sample) or ~ 75% (for the DES sample); thus, the
number of luminous REOTs that should be discovered by LSST is ~ 3000 per year. It can be expected that further
investigation of a significantly larger sample might provide more reliable values of the ratios of luminous REOTs that
can and cannot be explained by the magnetar or CSI models.
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Table 1. Basic information for the REOTs and their host galaxies in our sample.®

Name o ) z Miest,peak,g SFR sSFR Offset FEp_v
(J2000)  (J2000) (mag) (Moyr™)  (Gyr™)) (kpe) (mag)

DES13C3uig  03:31:46.55  —27:35:07.96 0.67 —19.00 £ 0.08 ~11.2 ~0.26 3.80 0.007
DES13E2lpk  00:40:23.80 —43:32:19.74 0.48 —19.19 £ 0.07 ~6.17 ~0.42 4.77  0.0054
DES13X1lhav  02:20:07.80 —05:06:36.53 0.58 —19.42 £ 0.32 ~0.68 ~0.48 2.51  0.0186
DES13X3gms  02:23:12.27 —04:29:38.35 0.65 —19.66 + 0.04 ~1.15 ~0.68 6.09 0.0257
DES13X3npb  02:26:34.11 —04:08:01.96  0.50 —19.01 £0.16 ~14.13 ~0.31 1.06  0.0245
DES13X3nyg  02:27:58.17 —03:54:48.05 0.71 —20.26 £ 0.05 ~0.95 ~0.83 2.95 0.0224
DES15C3lpg  03:30:50.89 —28:36:47.08 0.61 —19.84 +£0.08 ~0.81 ~0.48 2.18 0.0077
DES15C3lzm  03:28:41.86 —28:13:54.96 0.33 —18.54 £ 0.04 ~2.57 ~0.36 2.43  0.0059
DES15C3nat  03:31:32.44 —28:43:25.06 0.84 —19.37+£0.14 ~3.24 ~0.46 4.52  0.0087
DES15C30opk  03:26:38.76  —28:20:50.12  0.57 —20.20 £0.04 ~2.34 ~0.34 3.41 0.0125
DES15C30pp  03:26:57.53 —28:06:53.61 0.44 —18.11 £0.15 ~0.38 ~0.42 2.44  0.0081
DES15E2ngh  00:38:55.59  —43:05:13.14 0.52 —19.74 £ 0.06 ~0.44 ~0.48 3.22  0.0077
DES15S11ll 02:51:09.36  —00:11:48.71  0.23 —18.23 £0.05 ~0.68 ~0.36 11.01  0.0547
DES15X3mxf 02:26:57.72 —05:14:22.81 0.44 —19.64 £ 0.02 ~0.89 ~0.42 9.81 0.0235
DES16Clcbd  03:39:25.97 —27:40:20.37 0.54 —19.46 £ 0.05 - - 6.83  0.0100
DES16C3gin  03:31:03.06  —28:17:30.98 0.35 —19.15+0.03 ~1.32 ~0.36 7.93  0.0085
DES16E2pv 00:36:50.19  —43:31:40.16  0.73 —19.84 £0.08 ~2.51 ~0.41 7.85  0.0055
DES16X3cxn  02:27:19.32  —04:57:04.27 0.58 —19.62 £0.05 ~1.07 ~0.48 4.12  0.0236
DES16X3ega  02:28:23.71 —04:46:36.18 0.26 —19.25 £ 0.03 ~3.80 ~0.36 8.93 0.0302
HSC17auls 09:57:55.13  +02:25:08.10 0.339 —18.00 £ 0.02 - 1.19 3.73 0.0176
HSC17bbaz 09:58:26.32  400:53:08.09 1.480 —19.76 £0.11(z) - 8.23 25.69 0.0233
HSC17bhyl 10:01:22.21  +02:01:53.37 0.750  —18.69 £+ 0.04 - 1.69 0.43 0.0156
HSC17btum  09:57:54.02  +02:39:57.17 0.467 < —17.73+£0.05 - 0.51 13.01 0.0168
HSC17dadp 10:00:29.05  401:36:27.66 0.830 —18.74 £ 0.03(%) - 0.39 5.27  0.0161
PS1-10bjp 23:26:21.402 —01:31:23.11 0.113 —18.2 ~2.1 ~1.6 2.39 0.0483
PS1-11bbq  08:42:34.733  442:55:49.61 0.646 —19.6 >0.3 >2.4 8.81 0.026
PS1-11qr 09:56:41.767 +01:53:38.25 0.324 —19.5 ~4.3 ~0.3 12.58 0.0164
PS1-12bv 12:25:34.602 +46:41:26.97 0.405 —194 >0.3 >0.03 10.29 0.0102
PS1-13duy 22:21:47.929 —00:14:34.94 0.270 —18.6 >0.1 >0.2 2.16  0.0548
SNLS04D4ec  22:16:29.29 —18:11:04.1  0.593 —19.21 £0.02 2.87 + 0.82(011) ~0.44 - 0.0238
SNLS06D1hc  02:24:48.25 —04:56:03.6  0.555 —19.75+0.01 0.21 + 0.07(OII) ~0.36 - 0.0244

@ Except for the values of the Milky Way extinction (Eg_v ), which are from Schlafly & Finkbeiner (2011), all information comes from
Tables 3, 4, and 7 of Pursiainen et al. (2018), Tables 1, 2, and 3 of Tampo et al. (2020), Tables 1 and 5 of Drout et al. (2014), and Tables
1, 6, and 8 of Arcavi et al. (2016). Note that the values of SFR and sSFR of the host galaxies of DES REOTs are obtained by using the
values of log(M,/Mg) and log(sSFR) listed in Table 7 of Pursiainen et al. (2018), the values of sSFR. of the host galaxies of SNSL04D4ec
and SNLS06D1hc are obtained from the values of log(sSFR) listed in Table 7 of Arcavi et al. (2016), the g-band peak magnitudes of HSC
REOTs are derived from the i-band peak magnitudes listed in Table 2 of Tampo et al. (2020) and the photometry presented in Table
4 of Tampo et al. (2020), and the g-band peak magnitudes of SNSL04D4ec and SNLS06D1hc are derived from the z- and i-band peak
magnitudes listed in Table 6 of Arcavi et al. (2016) and the photometry presented in Table 2 of Arcavi et al. (2016).



Table 2. Best-fit parameters of the blackbody model for REOT SEDs.

Name Phase Ton Rpn Ly 2
(days)  (10° K) (10" cm)  (10*2 ergs™)
0.0 2311783 04615 42,7353 0.67
DES13C3uig 2.3 12.83%39 099! 16.8375 ) 0.34
6.5  9.25%%1  1.34707 9.88729 0.97
+1.0 +0.1 +2.5
DESI3E2pk 00 1256755 1.28%0 29.167%3 0.79

2.7 1299735 1.05703 22.377%:¢ 0.64

0.0 1329755 132757 39.82130:7 0.39

5.0  28.68M30% 053105 135.071109%°  0.23

DES13X1lhav 7.6  11.97%17  1.4790% 29.0975% 2.18
10.0  10.03727  1.56707 18.25755 0.75

U5 137R05 15.69%1% 042

15.1  10.36F
0.6  47.83%31%  0.33%07  409.447159%%  0.16

3.4 14.82759 116101 46.0757% 0.79
6.0 182519 0,910 64.06779 2.68
DES13X3gms  10.6  13.0870%  1.23701 314739 0.24

13.3 853718 215708 18.12733 0.084
20.5  11.88752  1.0175¢ 14.77735° 1.64

26.7 645772 25112] 8.32728 0.29
47 1337290 061118 9.92+8%;3 0.5
DESLsX3mph 04 143TT5 004703 97.1184 1.07
14.0 1217535 0.86703 12.15739 0.17
15.3 9.3751 1.22798 8.6758 0.18
0.3  20.52F1% 099751 124361155 0.91
+13.5 +0.8 +83.8
e 20 S LT i o
. . ~0.6 . —0.2 . —1.6 .
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9.9 1061755  1.55702 21.69718 3.45
DESISC3lpq 124 1123109 1.24702 17.62%15 0.08
174 936177 1.38703 10.64719 3.02
212 697711 224101 8.79711 3.51
279 798738 1.36%07% 57778 0.51
335 6.0670% 253107 6.15702 2.29
14 15.18%09  0.6870 17.73739 9.06
DES15C3lzm 45 1236730 0.6670 7.33190% 14.22
10.6  3.9713%  3.2875% 2.64768 0.39

0.5 4416731 027751 201.07Ti05  2.77

DES15C3nat
54 13.8171%  0.9470% 2287125 6.16
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S-1.3 1.5910-4 —8.9 2.52
18.8 11 82+5_8 —0.3 28.5+3.9
) 82758 0.78%073 878;?3 0.027
2.;1 18.4375 1,()1+0:1 8. ;1:4 0.15
. —0. 22.
PS1-12bv 16.587% % 1.2+0.21 3.921555 4.69
5.0 19.99+3-7 —0.2 77531183
726 0.8910-2 —10.8 0.066
7.5 17.0722 —0.2 00.94133-8
V1.7 0,99+0.1 —18.4 0.046
10.4 7. 881216 —0.1 58.381T14.4
- O0_3.2 2.12%43 16 86;1%31 0.024
PS1-13duy 8 35'73-—?38 0.41709-2 045 0.86
1.6 29 31+15:7 “Fl-0.1 197.92+743:5
01 —6.2 0.7310:3 —127.1 0.16
3.6 37.58+35-4 —0.2 94.17+250.9
09-19.5 0.6103 —46.7 0.23
—0.2 513.7512681.5
Ti2s.4 0.0063
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0.0
1 1505312 1.2910-1
9 12.0919-3 —0.1 61.05?5;‘5
5.0 0 L7253 44 21+2f(1) 6.9
SNLS04D4ec 1098753 1.82%5) -1 3.74
8.8 9.5102 —0.1 34‘52-&-0.4
-0.2 1.9710-1 —0.4 0.44
20.1 19 87+34.3 —0.1 22‘524—0_4
Ol _g.7 0.3810.6 —0.4 16.58
22.6 g.93+141 —0.2 15.811147:6
U0-3.1 1.08+1:9 ~8.9 0.45
24.5 498712 —0.8 713+13.0
28T 6.8613%1 -1.9 0.52
9.1 15.7619-3 —3.7 11.47202 0
76073 1.19100 1 .052
11.0 14.9810:3 —0.0 61.8T16
4°-0.3 1.3810:0 -1.5 4.52
13.6  13.71702 —0.0 56.51113
=02 1.4310-0 —1.2 6.18
15.5  12.72102 —0.0 51.7510-9
1<—-0.2 1.49+0.0 —0.8 24.02
174 12.4119-3 —0.0 41,9607
“*4-0.3 1.43+01 —0.7 1.96
27.0 8.87+0-3 1 ;8} 34.4J£8_g \or
—0. . . ]
SNLS06D1hc 30.2 8.54*‘1g 1'79;8% 14.13793 Lo
321 8 03;8:2 862033 13.94+08 '
U90-0.4 1.8310-2 —0.8 9.04
34.1  7.45106 —0.2 9.89+0:5
“H0-0.5 2.0910-4 —0.5 0.32
36.0 7.11105 —0.4 9.63+L1
1 -0.5 2.91104 —-0.9 5.07
47.6 741113 —0.3 8.9210.6
Hh-1.0 1.71106 —0.5 4.1
50.1 4.9910-8 —0.5 6.4870-6
*44—-0.6 7.9517:2 —0.5 7.06
52.1 5 25+0.8 —3.4 14~36+12~6
+42-0.6 3.56+1.7 —-5.3 0.016
54.0 7.26122 —1.2 6.9121
eY-1.4 1.66711 —1.4 2.92
—0.7 581111
—o7 0.042




Table 3. Definitions, units, and prior ranges of parameters of the magnetar model.

Parameter Definition Unit Posterior
M the ejecta mass Mg [0.001, 50]
Py the initial period of the magnetar ms [0.2, 50]
B, the magnetic field strength of the magnetar 104 G [0.5, 50]
v the ejecta velocity 10° cm s™* [0.1,5.0]
K~ mag gamma-ray opacity of magnetar photons cm?g ™! [—1.5686, 10, 000]
Tt the temperature floor of the photosphere K [1000, 10, 000]
tshitt the explosion time relative to the first data days [—20, 0]

Ahnost Extinction in the host galaxy mag [0,0.5]

15
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Table 4. Definitions, units, and prior ranges of parameters of the CSI model.

Parameter Definition Unit Posterior
M the ejecta mass Mg [0.1, 30]
v the ejecta velocity 10° cms™! [0.1,4.0]
Mcsm the CSM mass Mg [0.1, 30]

PCOSM,in the mass density of the innermost CSM 1072 gem 3 [0.001, 100]

Rin the radius of the innermost CSM 10™ cm [0.01, 100]

€ the conversion efficiency of the kinetic energy to radiation - [0.01,0.5]

o the ratio of the radius of the inner ejecta to the radius of the ejecta - [0.01,0.5]

Tt the temperature floor of the photosphere K [1000, 10, 000]

tshift the explosion time relative to the first data days [—20, 0]
Anost Extinction in the host galaxy mag [0,0.5]
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Table 5. Best-fit parameters of the luminous REOT light curves with the magnetar model.*

Name Mcj Py Bp,14 v lOg(“v) Tf tshift Ahost X2 /dOf

DES13C3uig 017757 504759 1851732 051707 142718 508728 —12.55673° 023702 3.98
DES13E2lpk 0.61702  6.85752 188138 004703 13318 752719 15013731  0.279%  15.96
DES13X1lhav 0.2475% 1641797, 1137750 39707 1.83%1% 9880 37757 0032708 158
DES13X3gms 0.467071 428738 1417712 084707 128719 521728 —6.5571% 033101 1.33
DES13X3npb  0.4970% 945750 2874759 086101 112720 511728 187707 026703 761
DES13X3nyg 0.27703 467725  17.44737 14703 121719 559731 719720 012701 6.42
DES15C3lpg 019155 1.13%34 1531782 081797 175T1E 753707 —476%07 044709 242
DES15C3lzm  0.02759  g.2732 19733 235707 —1.46%03 567755  —1.48752  0.0917371  49.21

—2.6 —1.0 —0.1
DES15C3nat  0.12702 612752 14.673F 055192 148717 54420 949733 018702 556
DES15C30opk  0.44751 955712 2304790 191702 139718 904700 52703 0016700 824
DES15C30pp 0.11701  9.757%7 4526731 046101 1.06739 551731 844733 0.24702 -
DES15E2ngh 019751 639739 16847718 111782 159715 69733 672715 024703 164

DES15S1fll  0.26703  11.727%5  39.48%19 078702 1.34%1% 6.3372%  —s72t22 015707 2.28
DES15X3mxf 017705 052705 3698707 156751 173713 987701 —0.88T01  0.015750 45
DES16Clcbd  0.34752  11.8472% 1464737 15702 149717 612727 336755 031705 154
DES16C3gin  0.022700 414703 081705 125700 —15%0% 651705 —248703  0.085701 3.4
DES16E2pv  0.63703 248735 2843725 121702 121717 552730 387705 02707 4.05
DES16X3cxn  0.2792  11.9272¢ 1579710 1.34702 1.93%1%  7.04707 737713 016702 1.39
DES16X3ega 03705 08702 1591705 069795 —1.61701 307713 -13731 05700 11.05
HSCl7auls  0.057700 22.06777 4056770, 189707 —1.22%9¢ 527717 241710 027192 -
HSCl7bbaz 558715  4.5275¢ 358709  48T01 022726 433732 413755 031703 2415
HSCl17bhyl 01239 20.64719 4019722 1.95%92 211713 825t07T 277703 0044701 861
HSCl7btum 058107 1275731 47.8273% 078751 1117329 977792 _347701%  o0.074T5] 961
HSCl7dadp 077754 1579738 20.9971%45 253702 15717 643710 103704 018703 -
PS1-10bjp  0.094790  1.0673% 4978702 116700 195714 648703 068750 049705  13.83
PS1-1lbbg  0.65703  6.6973% 20267103 378706 118719 548THl —1.84703 023707 16.01
PSl-11gr 072702 854735  26.24715 204752 137718 977702 343703 o0.06570% 229
PS1-12bv 049750 187703 2875730 13701 111720 568728 503755 016707  3.03
PS1-13duy  0.34702 444735 41.33%53 22708 112730 585759 146703 013701 3.48
SNLS04D4ec  0.21%51 1041755 12,9278 149781 —0.7705 982791  —9575T 012733 3.0
SNLS06D1hc  0.6755 500105 1043752 1.08700 183712 9.27t02 128700 047758 5.99

&  The units of M, Po, v, k~, Tf, and tgp;f are respectively Mg, ms, 1014 G, 109cms™ 1, cm2 g1, 103 K, and days; By = Bp,14 X 101 G.
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Table 6. Best-fit parameters of the luminous REOT light curves with the CSI-shell model. *

Name Me; v Mcsm pPCSM Rin € xo Tt Lshift Ahost x?/dof

DES13C3uig 22.5770% 0.88705% 459731 48227331 58067305 028701 020751 5.0475L —8207%% 012701  24.89
DES13E2lpk  19.6752  1.0752 841738 4787730 67.3673225 o0.28%T01 03701 616728 —13.997F%3  0.24702 -
DES13X1lhav 20.85783 1.8570% 534751 56197357 4087359 017732 02791 966702 —43175% 0078701 749
DES13X3gms 19.07%35 0.8700 1112729 36.94730-2 83.97750¢ 037701 0.3575] 5.48%2%F 87707 005570  3.03
DES13X3npb 17.78782 08701 6.7973% 22.5973¢2 g0.0471%10 036791 0.337071 526725 223705 024707 1543
DES13X3nyg 7.58753 1.3793% 843733 61797278 77757059 0.3470] 042707 555731 —8.5971%  0.05875 L 3035

+2.9 +0.0 +2.1 +31.4 +19.3 +0.1 +0.1 +1.7 +0.2 +0.0
DES15C3lpq  25.8573% 0.99700 714721 32327300 68.14739% 035157 024700 364717 —7.1707  0.008700 538

+6.5 +0.4 +2.0 +24.7 +28.0 +0.1 +0.0 +0.1 +0.4 +0.0
DES15C3lzm  20.24785 236703 1.85720 64.687217 32967250 0.031750 015700 9.91701 193701 0.023709 12273
DES15C3nat  24.427%9 072103 6.07732 48627319 61.65727 036797 037701 551130 79728 0073701 34.06

+2.7 +0.1 +2.1 +17.6 +12.9 +0.1 +0.1 +0.1 +0.3 +0.0
DES15C30pk  4.13727 175701 1175720 75237170 81.987129 011750 042781 993701 —6.0275%  0.011750  12.61
DES15C30pp 16.63152 049702 427723 64.587350 62317253 028701 04751 556130 881139 0181 -
DES15E2ngh 2114789 1257838 614723 31.78733¢ 71777228 0.32701 024701 568735 —721tit 00719l 316

+4.6 +0.1 +2.3 +26.5 +17.0 +0.2 +0.1 +2.6 +1.5 +0.1
DES15S1fl 1242736 073701 6.62723 60747255 76.27170 0241892 0371071 6.322¢ 681715 0.080T1 515
DES15X3mxf 3.79713 155701 13.24759% 72967190 96.97722 0.091705 04791 99670Y 299704 0004705  59.78

—-0.1
+5.8 +0.2 +3.6 +33.2 +26.6 +0.2 +0.1 +3.0 +0.8 +0.1
DES16Clcbd 21.56775 1367073 7.19%50 5017558 58847525 025701 026707 563755 —40249] 037755 44
DES16C3gin  16.0675% 1.03750 7.02733 59.68720% 65.6272%2 0.15702 0.27%9F 44478 48702 0015790  6.15
DES16E2pv  16.54%5 0 1.05702 885732 5087327 7427152 033701 0.38T5] 55737 —58271F 016707 1258

DES16X3cxn 11.52732 1.14701 2481732 89.8177;L 79217129 0056709 048758 6.87705 —11.76275%  0.02700 371
4 +3.5 +0.0 +2.7 +4.8 +8.9 +0.0 +0.0 +0.0 +0.1 +0.0
DES16X3ega 24.69735 15700 2504727 93390748 6817787, 0.013700 049705 994700 163701 001705  19.72
HSCl7auls  3.8472% 117705 507%2% 73.717385 59.681279 015192 041701 854719 —401712 021192 -
HSC17bbaz 13.15751 3.84751 2161739 103573%4% 827782 036701 019750 453727 723711 034703 -

+6.4 —+0.2 +2.4 +30.4 +27.9 —+0.2 +0.1 +3.3 +0.4 +0.1
HSC17bhyl  20.12+5% 173192 366721 55007308 56871200 0.19792 016191 39732 369194 0048191 53.02
HSCl7btum 531738 073751 5.05757 83277322 42967502 027037 046709 955753 403752 0.03775] -

HSC17dadp 21.5273:9 223708 442732 56697298 43197327 0.12752 0.1670F 509733  —1.697037  0.22%92 -

PS1-10bjp  3.36752 281701 109752  985T1% 89713 001708 044780 999700 —1.31701  0.0015799  39.1
+13.5 +0.5 +3.1 +31.9 +24.7 +0.2 +0.1 +3.1 +0.4 +0.1

PS1-11bbq  7.4771%° 3.0870% 6.1875% 52447 64.95" 0.22792 0.25701 55175 253704 0.2070) -

. 32.9 33.2

+3.2 +0.2 +2.0 +18.1 +10.2 +0.0 +0.1 +0.2 +0.5 +0.0
PSl-11gr 527752 214702 1634120 74437181 85957192 0046700 041701 979702 431705 0.018705  6.58

+1.3 +0.1 +1.4 +18.3 +8.9 +0.1 +0.0 +1.5 +0.7 +0.1
PS1-12bv 453713 101701 1118t 715t188 g7s1t800 04101 045190 6.33F15 78707 00570 6.8
PS1-13duy 891759 199703 566724 65547211 69.4720¢ 019792 037701 s542%31 186707 017191 -

+4.5 +0.0 +1.7 +12.6 +6.8 +0.0 +0.0 +0.2 +0.3 +0.0
SNLS04D4ec  9.8673% 1.58709 2353717 82367128 90758 0044739 045700 0952192 10019792 0021755 617

+0.8 +0.0 +0.1 +3.5 +1.2 +0.0 +0.0 +0.1 +0.0 +0.0
SNLS06D1hc 13.12+9% 1.26%90 29.85%91  95.1+33 781712 0056799 049799 73791 —1.31799  0.001270 25.29

a

The units of Mej, v, Mcsm, pcsM, Rin, TF, and tgpie are respectively Mg, 109 cms™1, Mg, 10~ gem =3, 10 cm, 103 K, and days.
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Table 7. Best-fi
. -fit .
parameters of the luminous REOT light ¢ .
- urves with the CSI-wind model.
ame M.: .
e v Mcsm
DES13C3ui 5 posM R
Suig 21'6J—rsg 1~95J_r8'461 0.49118 711241 - ‘ o T Lshif A 2
DESI3E2Ipk  20.04+70 18711 5 ot 932t 037i)] 0470 : host  X°/dof
04779 18Tkl 10.84T105 1378 —8.3 3701 0418 573137 10.9
DES13X1lhav 17.347%:° 371+0'_62 o 8.32737:° 2527308 0.3810] 041+d11 e -3.21575  0.13T0T  43.56
DES13Xsgms 28.14*14 0850 2054558 32624107 3287232 085101 (.a5t01 7944L0 822729 0092801 -
DES13X3npb 18.8413:? 0.851811 06955 011500 53-07_“?;*06 0.48183 0'3518"2 985505 —324757% 0'038;0:i 4.62
84107 0927071 861758 0.1 +0.2 ~33.9 -0 049100 7.99798 —7.92%%9 0.0 '
DES13X3nyg 22.74%22 1.64703 be  011E0T 5148T3RY 03610% 03870 o5 —7T92075 00250 1267
DES15C3lpq 28 gr1s 03 415432 011ty 323t o 4o b0 ast1 500tT —2a0tly 07t 25.0
g+l 0.1 : —0. 237 ) . +0.0 : -0 +l-o. .04
DES15CSlm  18.28%50 11'210612 32815 025701 27 5332 45100 o 578533 —65515 0 010 165
28180 1 43+0- , - 537132 048700 0497 4 6 TR-00 :
DESISCSmat 2410112 13703 50523 0025108 53075318 (35101 19700 3TIHE —3.8970% 0019700 3.1
DESI5C30pk e 166703 056755 2351540 54531%4 04301 037751 478155 -2.56104 043709 1239
87155 163100 ' -2 R 43101 946100 . >y U0 96
DES15C30pp ~ 23.2 it 63700 11.39757  0.034%50 87.18702, 0 o1 04650% 532159 —24719%  0.056155 4
P 26727 079103 292733 +0.9 iP5 033707 0357071 997700 — +0.1 -5 3.78
DES15E2ngh  24.83737 0.2 T35 oaetgy 38.01737% 04370 00 Top 60975, 0.0063%55 9
83137 161708 141781 ey 1398 043701 045100 615727 — 115 —0.0 94
DES15S161  22.88+5:0 +8-§ —0.8 1.2_105 9.13129:9 (44700 +8'é I3 —451557% 0.05719-1 B
DESISX3mxf  10.23+13 0.851811 224773 043703 17 154375 4140 0.46;8:3 88705 501515 0 o070l s
23708 1. . : : A5T7, 041757 0. : . : =01 :
DE oo 143757 663757 0.031707 +23.7 o1 044757 785753 516700 +0.1
S16C1cbd 22.36T25 Too 65.85 0.3570-1 o6 0.04 5.4
36735 1.62752 4247226 ey oo 035100 038701 98770 - +0.3 oy A4
DES16C3gin  24.6773 e TR0 0497378 22007500 03970 ] o1 o —2455% 0013557 17.03
R e 118700 51627 013401 45 3115?»‘11 o o 042701 772t)g —27tL o 2600 oga
6472 +0.1 ) -0. B3lli65 0. : +0.1 ' Yo - :
DES 1o o1 o 138191 166702 2531367 498+5106,55 9;8} 0421707 378719 —2.7703 0081+Od.21 °
DES16X3 .0518‘? LAF0L 371l 57Els 20,7512 0'4318:1 046533 55131 35603 0.067°01 o
ega  14.66703 148700 9g54tll Tos TR 042797 045700 3.64713 — os e 15.87
HSC17auls  18.68+7-8 +8'$ e 035151 7658730 0.33701 +8'(1) s —678%08 0054700 4.1
Sl 1451754 27407 512448 17.56141 48807352 0.g710.1 02301 9.94%09 —1.65%0 00084100 30,6
HSCL7bhyl 20,2 e 1653155 39315585 221 +20  5H02 04%50 68Ty —178%05 015%07 -
2471 +0. : —28.3 210! 2570 +0. : o Y- -
HSC17btum 1701754 LBl 0satET 0a0'E0 10300 03513'1 o2t assh ezt oa)
9178 +0.1 ' —0. 96 3370 +0. ‘ Yo - -
HSCl17dadp 20 05;3; 097507 257505 8.5558%" 8 9+8?43 0 43;8'(1) 036551 551558 —24975% 0 069+00-‘11 109
05168 9 got0.1 - -6 U—4.6 43+0:0 045100 +0. Yo 0 4
PS1-10bjp 16 7 +0.0 Yo 1576750 9217557 571150 0.30-01 e 08370, —274%55 001sTgy
PS1-11bbq 15 .84;19671 84955, 2067153 5367155 76 271352 0 o1 04%51 628555 —0.98%5, 0053;8?
847104 2.9870-3 +0.: J323 27738 025107 03170 +0.0 to. ee-0.0 -
PSl-1lgr 29 93+100-‘19 4 0;0063 Loafos 28501515 094157 0 29*‘% 0 3J:ooi1 999105 —03750%  0.0012555  38.6
.93t o+o- 14 . —o0. 297 310 +3.1 —0. :
S B VR mTEELS 6041l 05700 05700 56751 —296705  024T55 - -
PSLtsdy 18 '()4_:86.74 26701 188739 016798 14 38+31'.15 0 ;1510500 0.5150 9.41%5% —2.08%57 0 00086100 23
04157, 248702 +4. o 3813%° 045707 047750 +2.4 os ~0.0 27
SNLSO4Ddec  29.65°03  3.09+00 6.015735  0.32%55 56351507 030701 (4pt01 5'53;3-1 =5.76595  0.096T5; 6.9
65703 3.99700 28671  89.75757 T3on 039707 041757 5.66735 131702 L0, -
SNLSO6D1hc  29.370% 117109 ob 75708 85.83T00 05700 05700 o0 S5 005, -
'o  117Hge 53%0% 042703 +3 o0 05700 99700 —4.33%0] +0.0
—0.6 “24_0.1 22.0773'33 0.4910-0 49100 J0-0 =01 0'0022—0'0 11.61
: 100 049700 893702 —0.970-0 0.0 ’
0.2 Il _0.0 041770"8 7.33

a2 The units of M,
ej> ¥, Masm, posMm, Ri
» pcsM, Rin, Tt, and ey are respectively Mg, 10° cms™1, M,
’ ) o)) 10712g0m*3 1014
) cm, 103 K, and da;
ys.
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Table 8. Validity of our models. Also shown are the values of x?/dof of the models which are obtained from Tables 5, 6, and 7.

Name Mag model (x?/dof) CSI-shell model (x?/dof) CSI-wind model (x?/dof) The best model
DES13C3uig v (3.98) V (24.89) X (43.56) Mag
DES13E2lpk v/ (15.96) NG X () Mag
DES13X1hav X (1.58) X (7.49) X (4.62) cannot be fitted
DES13X3gms v/ (1.33) v/ (3.03) v (12.67) Mag
DES13X3npb v (7.61) V (15.43) V (25.04) Mag
DES13X3nyg v (6.42) v (30.35) v (16.5) Mag
DES15C3lpq V (2.42) X (5.38) v (3.11) Mag
DES15C3lzm X (49.21) X (122.73) X (123.96) cannot be fitted
DES15C3nat X (5.56) X (34.06) X (43.78) cannot be fitted
DES15C30pk v (8.24) v (12.61) v (9.94) Mag
DES15C3opp Vv () X () X (-) Mag
DES15E2nqh v (1.64) V (3.16) V (5.23) Mag

DES15S1fll v (2.28) v (5.15) V (5.44) Mag
DES15X3mxf v (4.5) X (59.78) X (17.03) Mag
DES16C1chd v (1.54) V (4.4) X (28.38) Mag
DES16C3gin J (3.14) V (6.15) J (6.77) Mag
DES16E2pv v (4.05) v (12.58) v (15.87) Mag
DES16X3cxn v (1.39) v (3.71) v (4.1) Mag
DES16X3ega v (11.05) X (19.72) X (30.6) Mag

HSC17auls v () v () v () -
HSC17bbaz Vv (24.15) Vv (=) Vv (=) -

HSC17bhyl v (8.61) V (53.02) v (109.44) Mag
HSC17btum v (9.61) Vv (=) Vv () -
HSC17dadp v () v () vV () -

PS1-10bjp v (13.83) X (39.1) V (38.6) Mag

PS1-11bbq v/ (16.91) NG Vv () Mag

PSI-11qr v (2:29) v (6.58) X (23.27) Mag
PS1-12by V (3.03) V (6.18) V (6.9 Mag

PS1-13duy v/ (3.48) X (-) Vv () Mag

SNLS04D4ec V (3.0 v (5.58) X (11.61) Mag

SNLS06D1hc V (5.99) X (25.29) v (7.33) Mag
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Figure 1. Fits to the multiepoch SEDs of 31 luminous REOTs using the blackbody model. The points are the photometry,
while the solid lines are the model SEDs.
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The ejecta mass distribution (Magnetar model)

=
o

M

14

= = =
o N S
T T T

Frequency
©

6 - 4
4+ ]
2 [ -
0
0-0.3 Mo 0.3-0.5Mp 0.5-1Mp > 1My
The ejecta or CSM mass distribution (CSI-Shell model) 18 The ejecta or CSM mass distribution (CSI-Wind model)
16F s Mg s Mcsw - . Mg W Mcsm
16 15 1
14+
12
9 9
c c 10
9] 9]
=) =]
=3 =3
o [ 8r
w [
6 =
4 -
2 -
0
0 0-10 Mg 10 - 20 Mo > 20 My 0 0-10 My 10 - 20 Mg > 20 Mo

Figure 6. Histograms showing the distribution of the derived masses of the ejecta (and the derived CSM masses) for the
magnetar model (top panel), the CSI-shell model (bottom-left panel), and the CSI-wind model (bottom-right panel).
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Figure 7. The v—M,; space (top-left panel) and the P,—B,, space (top-right panel) of the magnetar model, and the M¢—Mcsm
space (bottom panel) of the CSI model. Parameters are from Tables 5, 6, and 7. For comparison, the same parameters of
SLSN I or SNe Ibn in the literature listed in 5 are also plotted.
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