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ABSTRACT
We report on Chandra X-ray observations of SN 2016jae and SN 2018cqj, both low luminosity Type Ia supernova that showed
the presence of a H line in their early optical spectrum. No X-ray emission is detected at the location of either SN. Upper limits
to the luminosity of up to 2 ×1040 erg s−1 are calculated for each SN, depending on the assumed spectral model, temperature and
column density. This luminosity is comparable to that of another low-luminosity Type Ia SN, SN 2018fhw, that was observed
with Chandra. It is generally lower than upper limits calculated for Type Ia-CSM SNe observed in X-rays, and also below that
of SN 2012ca, the only Type Ia-CSM SN to have been detected in X-rays. Comparisons are made to other Type Ia SN with a H
line observed in X-rays. The observations suggest that while the density into which the SN is expanding may have been high at
the time the H𝛼 line was detected, it had decreased considerably by the time of X-ray observations.

Key words: circumstellar matter – supernovae: general – supernovae: individual: SN 2016jae, SN 2018cqj – stars: winds,
outflows – X-rays: individual: SN 2016jae, SN 2018cqj

1 INTRODUCTION

The classification of supernovae (SNe) into two types, Type Ia and
Type II, mainly happens on the basis of their optical spectra, with
sub-classifications also based on their light curves. At the most basic
level, those SNe that show a H line in their optical spectrum are
known as those of Type II, and those that do not show H fall into the
Type I category. The latter are further divided in Ia, Ib and Ic, with
the Ia’s showing a distinct Si line in their spectra, which is missing
in the Ib/cs. Although the Type Ia’s constitute a small fraction of all
SNe, they have gained importance as cosmological ‘candles’ used to
measure the expansion and acceleration of the universe.

Given their importance, it is at the same time concerning that the
progenitors of Type Ia SNe are not well known (Liu et al. 2023).
The progenitor is accepted to be a white dwarf. If a white dwarf
gains mass from a binary companion and exceeds the Chandrasekhar
limit, it can explode as a Type Ia. Alternately, two white dwarfs may
merge together producing a Type Ia. It is the nature of the companion
that therefore inspires considerable debate (Ruiz-Lapuente 2014).
Evidence exists for both double-degenerate and single-degenerate
systems. In the double-degenerate scenario, the companion is another
white dwarf (Scalzo et al. 2010; Silverman et al. 2011; Nugent et al.
2011; Bloom et al. 2012; Brown et al. 2012), while in the single-
degenerate case it is a main sequence or evolved star (Hamuy et al.
2003; Deng et al. 2004). Difficulties arise in either scenario. A core-
degenerate scenario has also been proposed (Soker et al. 2014),
although this too requires a stellar mass companion. The WD merges
with the core of the stellar companion, perhaps an AGB star, and the
resultant rapidly rotating WD spins down over time and eventually
explodes.

★ E-mail: vikram@astro.uchicago.edu

Recent observations, especially those of the well-studied nearby
SN 2011fe, have seemed to favor the double degenerate model (Maoz
et al. 2014). On the other hand, signatures of interaction of the
Type Ia SN shock wave with a circumstellar medium, signifying
mass-loss from a non-degenerate companion, have also been seen.
A famous case is that of time-varying narrow absorption lines of
Na I (Patat et al. 2007). A summary of such signatures is given
in Liu et al. (2023). Calculations suggest that, in certain scenarios,
WDs below the Chandrashekar mass can also explode (Ruiter 2020),
further muddying the waters. Tsebrenko & Soker (2015) have argued
that a small fraction of Type Ia SNe may explode inside planetary
nebulae. Thus it is likely that multiple channels exist to form Type
Ia SNe (Livio & Mazzali 2018; Soker 2019). In recent years many
objects have been found which have a spectrum that mostly resembles
that of a Type Ia, but have other properties that are not typical of Type
Ia’s (Taubenberger 2017). Consequently, a large number of models
have been proposed to explain the formation and properties of Type
Ia SNe (Röpke & Sim 2018; Tanikawa et al. 2019).

Type Ia SNe with a Hydrogen Line in the Optical Spectrum:
In the scenario where the companion is a main-sequence or evolved
star, H-rich material arising from mass loss by the companion star
can accumulate around the progenitor. The SN shock wave expanding
outwards can interact with this H-rich medium, thus leading to the
presence of H lines in the optical spectrum. In an alternate scenario,
the H may be swept-up from the companion star. Either way, these
SNe would show the presence of H lines in their optical spectrum.
Some Type Ia SNe have been observed to exhibit narrow hydrogen
lines superimposed on a SN Ia-like spectrum (Hamuy et al. 2003;
Deng et al. 2004). The narrow line width implies a velocity lower
than that of the typical Type Ia SN shock velocity of around 10,000
km s−1 (Wang et al. 2009). In SN 2012ca for example, the line
width was varying in time, but the average H𝛼 blue-side width at
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2 V. V. Dwarkadas

zero intensity was about 3200 km s−1. A possible explanation for
this is that the line arises from the SN shock expansion into a dense
surrounding medium, which slows the shock, and the width reflects
the lower velocity. These SNe (currently ∼ 30 in number) have been
grouped together under the subclass of Type Ia-CSM (Silverman
et al. 2013; Sharma et al. 2023). They have a distinct H line, with
H𝛼 luminosities of order 1040 to 1041 erg s−1, Balmer decrements
(ratio of H𝛼 to H𝛽 intensity) higher than the nominal ratio of 3, and
larger absolute magnitudes compared to normal Type Ia’s.

Three low luminosity Type Ia SNe that show the presence of an
H𝛼 line in their optical spectrum have also been detected in recent
years. These SNe, SN 2018fhw (Kollmeier et al. 2019; Vallely et al.
2019), SN 2016jae (Elias-Rosa et al. 2021), and SN 2018cqj (Prieto
et al. 2020), do not share the other characteristics that are typical
of Type Ia-CSM SNe. They are subluminous Type Ia’s, generally
occur in early type galaxies with older stellar populations, and their
H𝛼 line luminosity is about two orders of magnitude lower than
in the Ia-CSMs. They all appear to be bona-fide Type Ia SNe that
show an H𝛼 line after several weeks/months. Whether these SNe
form low-luminosity members of the Ia-CSM sub-class, or whether
they comprise a separate sub-class, is not apparent. The observed
H𝛼 line suggests some similarity in physical characteristics. On the
other hand, there is no question that SN 2018fhw, SN 2018cqj and
SN 2016jae are definite Type Ia SNe, whereas doubts about the Type
Ia origin of the Ia-CSMs still persist. Kollmeier et al. (2019) had
suggested that up to 10% of sub-luminous fast-declining SNe could
show evidence of H𝛼 at nebular phases. The discovery of three such
SNe suggests that there may be others.

An over-luminous Type Ia, SN 2015cp, also had narrow H𝛼 de-
tected nearly 700 days after explosion (Graham et al. 2019). The H𝛼

line in this SN appeared to arise much later than in other Type Ia SNe
that showed H lines, and had faded by about 800 days.

The presence of a H line in the optical spectrum of a Type Ia
requires interaction with a H-rich medium. In general this must be
a significantly dense surrounding medium (§5), needed to give rise
to the H𝛼 emission, as was shown for SN 2012ca (Bochenek et al.
2018), and discussed in the case of SN 2018fhw (Dwarkadas 2023b).
Interaction of the SN shock wave with the surrounding medium has
generally been studied at X-ray and radio wavelengths, but has been
seen mainly in core-collapse SNe. Over 200 radio SNe have been
detected (Bietenholz et al. 2021). While no Type Ia’s with a H line
have been detected in the radio, recently a Type Ia with a He-line
in its optical spectrum has been detected at radio wavelengths (Kool
et al. 2023). Over 65 SNe have been detected in X-rays (Dwarkadas
& Gruszko 2012; Dwarkadas 2014; Dwarkadas et al. 2016; Ross
& Dwarkadas 2017; Bochenek et al. 2018), with upper limits for
many others. All but one have been of the core-collapse variety. The
singular exception is SN 2012ca, which represents the first and only
detection of X-ray emission from a Type Ia SN (Bochenek et al.
2018).

Other searches for X-ray emission from Type Ia’s (Schlegel & Petre
1993; Margutti et al. 2014; Sand et al. 2021) have failed to detect
any sources besides SN 2012ca. The relatively nearby Type Ia SN
2011fe was also not detected in X-rays (Horesh et al. 2012). Hughes
et al. (2007) studied 4 Type Ia SNe using Chandra, including two, SN
2002ic and 2005gj, that showed signs of interaction and have been
classified as Type Ia-CSM SNe (Fox & Filippenko 2013). They failed
to detect X-ray emission from any of the SNe. Russell & Immler
(2012) studied the X-ray emission from 53 Type Ia SNe observed
with Swift, but failed to detect X-ray emission from any of them,
even in stacked images. SN 2018fhw was imaged with the Chandra

Table 1. Table of SN 2016jae X-Ray Observations

Name ObsID Exposure
(ks)

SN 2016jae 26612 13.79
SN 2016jae 27686 9.76
SN 2016jae 27687 17.84
SN 2016jae 27688 10.17

ACIS telescope in 2021, but no X-ray emission was detected at the
location of the SN (Dwarkadas 2023b).

While detection of a Type Ia-CSM in X-rays was highly signifi-
cant, a sample of one, with a low count rate (especially at the second
epoch), does not allow us to comprehend the physics of these ob-
jects, decipher their progenitors, or investigate their environment.
Arguments against SN 2012ca being a Type Ia SN (Inserra et al.
2014) were effectively contradicted by Fox et al. (2015), but ques-
tions about their origin still persist. In order to establish Type Ia SNe
as a new class of X-ray SNe, it is imperative that we find, and detect
with higher significance, more Type 1a SNe in X-rays. In the face of
mounting evidence that Ia’s arise from double degenerate systems,
the detection of a Type 1a SN in X-rays could indicate the presence
of a dense surrounding medium, arising from a companion star or
being stripped off the companion, thus signifying a single degenerate
progenitor.

In this paper we continue our X-ray investigations of Type Ia
SNe that show a H line in the optical spectrum. In §2 we report on
Chandra observations of the low-luminosity Type Ia SN 2016jae.
§3 expands on our initial brief study (Dwarkadas 2023a) of the low-
luminosity Type Ia SN2018cqj/ATLAS18qtd (hereafter referred to as
SN 2018cqj). In §4 we compare the upper limits for all Type Ia-CSMs
and low-luminosity Type Ia that have been observed in X-rays. §5
estimates the density of the medium around the SN at the time that
the H𝛼 line was detected, and the resultant X-ray luminosity, and
then discusses parameters at the time of the Chandra observation.
Finally §6 summarizes our work and emphasizes the importance of
continual observations in the X-ray regime.

2 SN 2016JAE

SN 2016jae was discovered on 2016 December 21.99 UT by the
MASTER Global Robotic Net (Gress et al. 2016), with an unfiltered
magnitude of 17.2. It was independently discovered by the Asteroid
Terrestrial-impact Last Alert System (ATLAS; Tonry et al. 2018),
the Gaia transient survey (Hodgkin et al. 2013), and Pan-STARRS
(Chambers et al. 2016; Magnier et al. 2020). Classification as a SN1a
was done (Smith et al. 2016b,a) by the Public ESO Spectroscopic
Survey for Transient Objects (PESSTO).

Elias-Rosa et al. (2021) adopted a redshift for the SN of 0.021,
giving a luminosity distance of 92.9± 4.3 Mpc. Their spectra showed
the presence of an H𝛼 line at two epochs, 84 and 142 days after peak.
The line was weak at 84 days, with FWHM 650 km s−1, and a line
luminosity 3 ± 0.8 × 1038 erg s−1. It was distinctly visible at the
second epoch, with FWHM ∼ 1000 km s−1, and a luminosity 1.6
± 0.2 × 1038 erg s−1. The line luminosity had decreased by about a
factor of two between the epochs, although given the error bars it is
possible that the luminosity may have been more or less constant.
A 10𝜎 upper limit on H𝛽 of 1 × 1037 erg s−1 was obtained by the
authors, thus suggesting a ratio of H𝛼 to H𝛽 flux ≥ 16. This is not
inconsistent with SN 2018fhw as well as SN 2018cqj.

MNRAS 000, 1–9 (2022)



X-ray Observations of Two Type Ia SNe 3

Figure 1. ACIS-S images of the region containing SN 2016jae. The SN position is marked with a yellow circle of radius 2′′ in each case. [Top Left] ObsID
26612. [Top Right] ObsID 27686. [Bottom Left] ObsID 27688. [Bottom Right]. ObsID 27687. No X-ray emission within 0.5-8 keV is detected at the position
of the SN in any of the datasets.

The presence of the H𝛼 line suggested the possibility that the
SN was expanding into a dense medium (§5), and further that this
interaction could be observed in X-rays. We therefore proposed a
Chandra observation of SN 2016jae. The proposal was accepted, and
SN 2016jae was observed with Chandra ACIS-S in early February
2023, approximately 2233 d after discovery, or 2187.5 d in the rest
frame. The ∼50 ks observations was scheduled as 4 separate ob-
servations of 10-18 ks each, as detailed in Table 1. All data were
downloaded and analyzed using Chandra CIAO 4.15 and CalDB
4.10.4. We inspected and reduced each of the four datasets sepa-
rately. No emission was detected at the position of SN 2016jae in any
of the datasets (Figure 1). Using the CIAO command specextract,
spectra were extracted from each of the four datasets. For each of the
datasets we used a 2′′ source region. In two of the datasets (ObsIDs
26612 and 27686), the background region was an annulus with a 2′′
inner radius and an outer radius of 5′′ around the SN. For the other
two datasets (ObsIDs 27687 and 27688), the same background re-
gion gave an error as it had zero counts in the 0.2-3 keV range needed
to create a weights map. The error persisted even when the outer ra-
dius was increased to 8′′. Therefore in these two cases we used an

8′′ background region centered on a different location close to the
SN. Having created individual spectra for each dataset, we then com-
bined all the spectra using the combine_spectra script in CIAO.
The combined spectrum had 0 counts in the source region, and 8.33
counts in the background region. The ratio of source to background
areas was 0.12. We use the Bayesian method of Kraft et al. (1991) to
determine the maximum number of counts in the region, and derive
a 99.7% (3𝜎) upper limit of 5.795 counts in 51,574 s. This gives a
maximum count rate of 1.12 ×10−4 c s−1. This count rate is used in
Chandra PIMMS1 to calculate the flux assuming different emission
models.

In order to calculate the upper limit to the flux, we follow the same
procedure as Dwarkadas (2023b). Although SN 2016jae differs from
SNe of Type Ia-CSM in that it has lower H𝛼 luminosity, and is found
in a low luminosity galaxy, the presence of a detectable H𝛼 line sug-
gests the presence of a high density medium around the SN. The high
density can result in a slowing down of the shock wave. If the density

1 https://cxc.harvard.edu/toolkit/pimms.jsp
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is high, the most likely emission mechanism in these SNe would
then be thermal emission, due to thermal bremsstrahlung combined
with line emission. Thermal emission depends on the square of the
density of the emitting plasma, and therefore of the density of the
surrounding medium, and will be higher at high densities. It was
postulated as the X-ray emission for SN 2012ca by Bochenek et al.
(2018). Although we take this to be the preferred model for the emis-
sion, we also quote a flux using a power-law model, which may be
more suitable if the density has substantially decreased, and Inverse
Compton emission or synchrotron is the most likely source of any
emission.

The presence of a high density medium near the star will lead
to a high column density around the SN, which must be taken into
account in addition to the Galactic column towards the source, in
order to calculate the intrinsic luminosity, as done in Hughes et al.
(2007). In SN 2012ca, Bochenek et al. (2018) found a column den-
sity likely exceeding 1 ×1022 cm−2 cm−2 for a temperature of a few
keV. Without knowledge of the value of the density of the medium,
it is difficult to predict the column density. A mass-loss rate around
1 × 10−4 M⊙ yr−1 will result in a column density of 1023 cm−2. A
higher mass-loss rate can result in an even higher column density.
We note that the column density calculation is accompanied by sev-
eral caveats. Firstly, as we discuss later, the density, and therefore
the parameters of any potential wind, must be changing with time.
Additionally, the freely expanding wind cannot interact directly with
the ambient medium; the interaction of a freely expanding wind
with the surrounding medium must result in the formation of a wind
bubble (Weaver et al. 1977), which complicates the column density
calculation. Finally, a higher wind density will lead to more X-ray
emission, which depends on the density squared. The X-rays them-
selves can ionize the surrounding medium, effectively reducing the
column density. To take into account the variation in mass-loss rates,
we assume a range of intrinsic column densities, from 1 ×1021 cm−2

cm−2 to 1 ×1023 cm−2. These account for material surrounding the
SN, as well as any column density in the host galaxy in the direction
of the SN. The flux is determined assuming this additional redshifted
column along with the Galactic one. We use the PLASMA/APEC
model in PIMMS to calculate the thermal emission, corresponding
to thermal bremsstrahlung combined with line emission. A range of
X-ray temperatures, from 1.53 keV to 9.67 keV is considered. Solar
abundances are used, and 3𝜎 results are quoted. For the power-law
model, a power-law index of 2, and a Galactic column density is used.
With the help of Colden2, we estimate a Galactic column density to-
wards the source of 3.09 ×1020 cm−2 (Dickey & Lockman 1990).
Our results for SN 2016jae, quoted in the 0.5-8 keV band, are given
in table 2. The luminosities all lie below about 2. ×1040 erg s−1.

3 SN 2018CQJ

SN 2018cqj/ATLAS18qtd (hereafter SN 2018cqj) was discovered by
the Asteroid Terrestrial-impact Last Alert System (ATLAS) transient
survey on 2018 June 13.27. The co-ordinates were RA=09:40:21.463
and DEC = -06:59:19.76 (J2000.0). Although no obvious host galaxy
was found at this location, the NED database showed that the transient
was located 3.1′ from the nearby S0 galaxy IC550. Since the redshift
of the SN appeared to be consistent with that of the galaxy, Prieto
et al. (2020) suggested that the SN was physically associated with this
galaxy. This gave a redshift of 0.0165 for the SN, and a luminosity

2 https://cxc.harvard.edu/toolkit/colden.jsp

Table 2. The unabsorbed flux and luminosity of SN 2016jae, assuming various
emission models with different parameters, and a distance of 92.9 Mpc.
‘Temp’=Temperature of the plasma. Column refers to the intrinsic column, in
addition to the Galactic column of 3.09 ×1020 towards the source. 3𝜎 results
are quoted in the 0.5-8 keV band.

Model Temp Column Flux Luminosity
(keV) (cm−2) (erg s−1 cm−2 ) (erg s−1)

Power-law, Γ=2 1.77 ×10−15 1.8 ×1039

Plasma/APEC 1.93 1.44 ×10−15 1.5 ×1039

Plasma/APEC 4.85 1.7 ×10−15 1.75 ×1039

Plasma/APEC 9.67 1.82 ×10−15 1.9 ×1039

Plasma/APEC 1.53 1. ×1021 1. 5 ×10−15 1.6 ×1039

Plasma/APEC 1.53 5. ×1021 2.0 ×10−15 2.1 ×1039

Plasma/APEC 1.53 1. ×1022 2.7 ×10−15 2.8 ×1039

Plasma/APEC 1.53 2. ×1022 4.1 ×10−15 4.3 ×1039

Plasma/APEC 1.53 1. ×1023 1.9 ×10−14 2. ×1040

Plasma/APEC 3.06 1. ×1021 1.6 ×10−15 1.7 ×1039

Plasma/APEC 3.06 5. ×1021 2. ×10−15 2.05 ×1039

Plasma/APEC 3.06 1. ×1022 2.4 ×10−15 2.5 ×1039

Plasma/APEC 3.06 2. ×1022 3.2 ×10−15 3.35 ×1039

Plasma/APEC 3.06 1. ×1023 9.4 ×10−15 9.7 ×1039

Plasma/APEC 4.85 1. ×1021 1.8 ×10−15 1.8 ×1039

Plasma/APEC 4.85 5. ×1021 2.1 ×10−15 2.2 ×1039

Plasma/APEC 4.85 1. ×1022 2.5 ×10−15 2.5 ×1039

Plasma/APEC 4.85 2. ×1022 3.2 ×10−15 3.3 ×1039

Plasma/APEC 4.85 1. ×1023 8.0 ×10−15 8.2 ×1039

distance of 74.3 Mpc, assuming a Hubble constant of 72 km s−1

Mpc−1. The V-band decline rate of SN2018cqj at 200-300 days
after peak was consistent with the decline rates of SN2011fe and
SN1991bg at the same late-time epochs, thus confirming that it was
a typical Tye Ia SN in that respect.

SN 2018cqj also showed the presence of an H𝛼 line 193 and 307
days after peak. The line was resolved at the first epoch to have a
FWHM of 1200 km s−1 and a luminosity of ≈ 3.8 ± 0.9 × 1037 erg
s−1. The line was unresolved at the 2nd epoch, and its luminosity
decreased by almost an order of magnitude to ≈ 4.6± 1.4× 1036 erg
s−1. Prieto et al. (2020) also searched for an H𝛽 line, but did not detect
it, finding a lower limit to the Balmer decrement 𝐹 (𝐻𝛼)/𝐹 (𝐻𝛽) ≥ 6,
consistent with that of SN 2018fhw.

We observed the SN with the ACIS-S instrument on the Chandra
satellite on 2022 December 12 (ObsID 26613, PI Dwarkadas), 1643
days after discovery (1616 in the SN rest frame). The observation
consisted of a single exposure of 44.88 ks. The data were downloaded
and analysed as for SN 2016jae, using CIAO and Sherpa.

Figure 2 shows the ACIS-S image of the region containing SN
2018cqj. The Simbad position is marked with a yellow circle. No
X-ray emission is detected at this position.

In order to calculate upper limits for SN 2018cqj, we use a source
region of 1′′ around the SN, which includes one count within the
range 0.5-8 keV. The background region is an annulus with inner
radius 1′′ and outer radius 5′′, which contains 8 counts in the 0.5-8
keV X-ray range. This gives 0.33 counts in the source region. We
again use the Bayesian method of Kraft et al. (1991) to determine
the maximum number of counts in the region, and derive a 99.7%
(3𝜎) upper limit of 7.592 counts in 44,879 s. This results in a count
rate of 1.69 ×10−4 counts s−1. This rate is used in PIMMS to get the
flux. A Galactic column density towards the source of 3.41 × 1020

cm−2 (Dickey & Lockman 1990) is obtained from Colden. A redshift

MNRAS 000, 1–9 (2022)
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Figure 2. ACIS-S image of the region containing SN 2018cqj. The SN position is marked with a yellow circle of radius 1′′. No X-ray emission is detected at
that position.

of 0.017, and distance to the source of 74.3 Mpc are adopted. Our
values for the flux and the resultant luminosity, calculated from the
source counts using Chandra PIMMS, are given in Table 3. For
additional confirmation, we also used the Chandra CIAO routine
srcflux to calculate the 3𝜎 flux within 0.5-8 keV. This routine returned
a maximum flux of 2.9 ×10−15 erg s−1 cm−2 (3𝜎 value) for a power-
law model with an index of 2, consistent with the values determined
using the method of Kraft et al. (1991). For SN 2018cqj also we find
3𝜎 instrinsic luminosities lying generally below about 2 ×1040 erg
s−1.

4 COMPARISON TO OTHER SNE

So far 3 low optical luminosity Type Ia SNe with an H𝛼 line in
their optical spectrum have been imaged in X-rays with Chandra:
SN 2018fhw, SN 2018cqj and SN 2016jae. No X-ray emission was
detected in any of these SNe. These SNe are somewhat different from
the Type Ia-CSM SNe, some of which have also been observed in
X-rays with Chandra (Hughes et al. 2007). Amongst all these SNe,
as well as other Type Ia SNe imaged in X-rays, SN 2012ca remains
the only Type Ia SN in which X-ray emission has been detected. SN
2012ca was observed twice with the Chandra X-ray telescope. The
first X-ray observation of SN 2012ca, at 554 days past explosion,
resulted in around 30 counts and a solid detection. The second at
745 days yielded 10 counts. The measured Balmer decrement ranged
from 3-20. The most conservative estimate of the surrounding density
yielded a value of at least 106 particles cm−3. The authors preferred

a two-component medium, with the X-ray emitting material having
a much higher density, around 108 cm−3. In either case, it was clear
that in order to reach the observed X-ray intensity, the SN must have
been surrounded by a dense medium with which the shock interacted
to produce the observed X-rays.

In Figure 3 we show the results from X-ray observations of all
the Type Ia SNe with a H line in their optical spectrum. For the
sake of comparison, we plot all upper limits assuming a temperature
of 3.06 keV and a column density of 1 × 1021 cm−2 in addition
to the Galactic column towards the source. Only the first epoch of
detection of SN 2012ca is shown. The data for SN 2012ca is from
Bochenek et al. (2018), and for SN 2018fhw, SN 2005gj and SN
2002ic from Dwarkadas (2023b). For completeness we also show
the upper limit from SN 202eyj, the only Type Ia SN to be detected
at radio wavelengths (Kool et al. 2023). This did not show a H line in
its optical spectrum, but it did have a He-rich circumstellar medium.
Unfortunately it was only observed for 3.8 ks in X-rays with the Swift-
XRT telescope. The upper limit is too high to provide meaningful
constraints.

The low optical luminosity Type Ia’s all have X-ray upper limits an
order of magnitude or so lower than the Type Ia-CSMs. This could be
because they are intrinsically lower luminosity, although we cannot
exclude the fact that they have all been observed in X-rays at much
later times (> 1000 d) compared to the Ia-CSMs. The only 1a SN
that has been detected in X-rays, 2012ca, was also highly luminous,
which would have contributed to its detectability. None of the other
SNe have been observed in X-rays at the same epoch as 2012ca. The
other Type Ia SNe showing a H line had X-ray observations taken

MNRAS 000, 1–9 (2022)



6 V. V. Dwarkadas

Table 3. The unabsorbed flux and luminosity of SN 2018cqj, assuming vari-
ous emission models with different parameters, and a distance of 74.3 Mpc.
‘Temp’=Temperature of the plasma. Column refers to the intrinsic column, in
addition to the Galactic column of 3.41 ×1020 towards the source. 3𝜎 results
are quoted.

Model Temp Column Flux Luminosity
(keV) (cm−2) (erg s−1 cm−2 ) (erg s−1)

Power-law, Γ=2 2.67 ×10−15 1.8 ×1039

(Using srcflux) 2.9 ×10−15 1.9 ×1039

Plasma/APEC 1.93 2.18 ×10−15 1.4 ×1039

Plasma/APEC 4.85 2.56 ×10−15 1. 7×1039

Plasma/APEC 9.67 2.75 ×10−15 1.8 ×1039

Plasma/APEC 1.53 1. ×1021 2.35 ×10−15 1.55 ×1039

Plasma/APEC 1.53 5. ×1021 3.1 ×10−15 2. ×1039

Plasma/APEC 1.53 1. ×1022 4.1×10−15 2.7 ×1039

Plasma/APEC 1.53 2. ×1022 6.3 ×10−15 4.1 ×1039

Plasma/APEC 1.53 1. ×1023 2.9 ×10−14 1.9 ×1040

Plasma/APEC 3.06 1. ×1021 2.5 ×10−15 1.6 ×1039

Plasma/APEC 3.06 5. ×1021 3. ×10−15 2. ×1039

Plasma/APEC 3.06 1. ×1022 3.7 ×10−15 2.4 ×1039

Plasma/APEC 3.06 2. ×1022 4.9 ×10−15 3.2 ×1039

Plasma/APEC 3.06 1. ×1023 1.4 ×10−14 9.2 ×1039

Plasma/APEC 4.85 1. ×1021 2.7 ×10−15 1.8 ×1039

Plasma/APEC 4.85 5. ×1021 3.2 ×10−15 2.1 ×1039

Plasma/APEC 4.85 1. ×1022 3.7 ×10−15 2.4 ×1039

Plasma/APEC 4.85 2. ×1022 4.8 ×10−15 3.2 ×1039

Plasma/APEC 4.85 1. ×1023 1.2 ×10−14 7.9 ×1039

either about a year earlier than SN 2012ca, or at least a year later.
SN 2020eyj was observed at 758 d, similar to the second detection
of SN 2012ca at 754 d, albeit with a very short exposure using the
Neil Gehrels Swift Observatory. Given its luminosity at 745 d, SN
2012ca would not have been detected in a 4 ks Swift observation.

In the low luminosity Type Ia SNe, as well as in SN 2005gj and SN
2002ic, the presence of an H𝛼 line in the optical spectrum is noted
only in the first year after explosion. In 2020eyj it is not detected
at all, although He emission lines are detected. Only in SN 2012ca
was the H𝛼 line visible past 550 days. This may indicate that in
SN 2012ca the circumstellar interaction continued on for at least 1.5
years, and thus the density was high at least up until the time of the
first X-ray observation, contributing to its detectability.

Figure 3 also includes the H𝛼 luminosity (pink) when it is avail-
able in the literature. Where H𝛼 was seen at multiple epochs, the
luminosity is plotted at the epoch at which it was maximum. In most
cases this is less than one year after explosion. In many Type Ia SNe
there were multiple epochs where the H𝛼 was observed. In the case
of the low luminosity 1a’s, these were all generally within the first
year, whereas the X-ray observations happened a few years later. In
the case of SN 2002ic and SN 2005gj, the X-ray data were taken close
to the epoch of maximum H𝛼. In both those cases, the X-ray upper
limits (for a column density of 1 × 1021 cm−2) were lower than the
H𝛼 luminosity. This suggests that the X-ray emission may not have
been responsible for ionizing the H𝛼, unless the X-ray luminosity
was at least two orders of magnitude higher, which implies a sub-
stantially higher column density. In the case of SN 2012ca, the H𝛼

line was detected past 500 days, close to the epoch of the first X-ray
observation at 554 days. Unfortunately the line luminosities are not
available in the literature, but it appears that the the density was still
quite high, although perhaps not as high as at the epoch of maximum
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Figure 3. Comparison of the observed X-ray luminosity of SN 2012ca with
the upper limits for all other Type Ia SNe which show a H line in their optical
spectrum. X-Ray upper limits are shown for a temperature of 3.06 keV and
a column density of 1 × 1021 cm−2. The Type Ia-CSM SNe are labelled
in blue, the low-luminosity Ia’s are labelled in brown, and 2020eyj, seen in
radio but not in X-rays, is labelled in purple. The observed H𝛼 luminosity
for each SN (except 2020eyj) is also shown, generally at the epoch at which
it was maximum, and labelled in orange. X-ray observations of Type Ia CSM
SNe 2005gj and 2002ic occurred close to the time when H𝛼 emission was
observed. In the case of the three low luminosity Type Ia SNe, the X-ray
observations were all taken years after the H𝛼 observations. For SN 2012ca
the H𝛼 luminosity is not shown. Although H𝛼 observations were taken at
several epochs, the luminosities are not available in the literature. However
H𝛼 emission was seen beyond 500 days, close to the epoch of the first X-ray
observations.

H𝛼. In the case of the low-luminosity Type Ia SNe, the X-ray upper
limits are a few times to an order of magnitude higher than the H𝛼

luminosity, suggesting that X-rays could have been responsible for
ionizing the hydrogen. However, the time delay between the epoch
of H𝛼 and X-ray observations lends some doubt to this conclusion.

Figure 4 is similar to Figure 3, with the exception that the column
density has been increased to 1 × 1023 cm−2 to calculate the X-ray
upper limits. The X-ray upper limits for SN 2018fhw, SN 2002ic
and SN 2005gj from Dwarkadas (2023b) were recalculated for this
column density, using the parameters given in that paper. Even though
the column density is 100 times higher than that used in Figure 3,
it can be seen that the inferred X-ray upper limit is still just about
equal to the maximum observed H𝛼 luminosity for the Type Ia-CSM
SNe. Chevalier & Fransson (1994) find that the H𝛼 emission must
be about 5% of the X-ray flux if the X-rays are ionizing the H𝛼.
This may suggest that the X-rays are insufficient to ionize the H𝛼 in
the Type Ia CSM SNe, except for column densities significantly in
excess of 1023 cm−2, which are rarely seen in practice. This is not
the case for the low luminosity Ia SNe, where the X-ray upper limits
are substantially higher than the H𝛼 luminosity. It is possible that the
ionization process for H𝛼 is different in the low-luminosity Type Ia
SNe as compared to the Type Ia-CSM SNe.

5 DISCUSSION

The H𝛼 line: The presence of the H𝛼 line in the optical spectrum
is the main clue pointing to a dense medium around these SNe com-
pared to other Type Ia’s. Analogous to SN 2012ca, we expect X-ray
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Figure 4. Similar to Figure 3, except that X-ray upper limits are shown for
an X-ray temperature of 3.06 keV and a column density of 1 × 1023 cm−2.

emission to be due to thermal bremsstrahlung, suggested by the low
measured velocity and the high density indicated by the H𝛼 line (be-
low). The FWHM of the H𝛼 lines is ≈ 1000 km s−1. This could be
considered a proxy for the shock velocity, although other inferences
are possible. The magnitude of thermal X-ray emission (proportional
to the density squared) depends crucially on the density of the sur-
rounding medium, and therefore on the mechanism that gives rise to
the H𝛼, which is unclear. In SN 2012ca the high luminosity of the
H𝛼 line, observed starting 50 days from the time of explosion, and
the high Balmer decrement (3-20), was interpreted as being due to
collisional excitation of the line.

The H𝛼 line was seen at two epochs in both SN 2016jae and SN
2018cqj, while the H𝛽 line was not visible in either. We investigate
various processes that could give rise to the line, and the correspond-
ing density estimated in each case. Dwarkadas (2023b) showed that
the effects of electron scattering were unlikely to be important for
SN 2018fhw. Given the much later time after explosion at which SN
2018cqj and 2016jae were imaged, and the shape of the line, which
was fitted by multiple gaussians in either case, the same arguments
hold true for SN 2018cqj and SN 2016jae. We do not consider elec-
tron scattering as a viable possibility in these two SNe. The Balmer
decrement in SN 2018cqj has a value > 6, while in SN 2016jae
it could be higher. Although this would in general preclude case
B recombination, given the uncertainty in measurements, and the
probability of selective dust extinction, we include it as a possibility.
For each H𝛼 mechanism mentioned below, we compute the density
required for the observed H𝛼 luminosity, following the procedure
outlined in Dwarkadas (2023b).

• Case B recombination: The Case B H𝛼 luminosity per unit
volume is 𝑛𝑒 𝑛𝑝 𝛼𝐵ℎ𝜈𝛼, with the recombination coefficient 𝛼𝐵 = 2.6
×10−13 cm3 s−1 at a temperature of 104 K. We assume a constant
velocity given by the FWHM of the line (probably a lower limit),
and that the emission at this stage arises from a thin shell (encased
between the forward and reverse shocks) with a shell thickness of
about 0.1 (Chevalier & Fransson 1994). The high end of the observed
H𝛼 luminosity (SN 2016jae at epoch 1) then yields a number density
of 1.7×109 particles cm−3, whereas at the lower end (SN 2018cqj
at epoch 2) it decreases to 1.6 ×107 particles cm−3. The average
velocity could be higher than the FWHM (SN 2012ca had an average

velocity of at least 3200 km s−1). An average velocity v𝑠ℎ km s−1

would result in a density that varies as (v𝑠ℎ/FWHM)−3/2 cm−3.
• Radiative shocks: If the cooling time of the shocked material is

smaller than the age of the shock, whose maximum value is the SN
age, then the shock wave becomes radiative. The maximum lumi-
nosity from a shock propagating in a region of radius 𝑎 and density
𝜌 is 2𝜋𝑎2𝜌𝑣3

𝑠ℎ
. This luminosity must be at least as large as the ob-

served H𝛼 luminosity. The density of this region must therefore be
𝜌 > 𝐿𝐻𝛼/(2𝜋𝑎2𝑣3

𝑠ℎ
). If we assume that the shock is expanding into

a dense, clumpy medium, as for many IIn SNe (Chugai 1993; Chugai
& Danziger 1994) then the radius 𝑎 refers to the radius of the clumps,
and must be smaller than the shock radius. If we take it to be 10% of
the radius, then we get a minimum density of at least 2 ×109 particles
cm−3 (SN 2016jae) or 2 ×108 particles cm−3 (SN 2018cqj). If the
shock is expanding into a dense surrounding medium, then the radius
𝑎 would be the shock radius. In this case the above estimates would
decrease by a factor of 100. Therefore at minimum the density must
exceed 106 particles cm−3. Clearly a high density is needed for the
shock to be radiative.

• Balmer Dominated Shocks: These happen when a fast shock
travels into a partially neutral medium. Given the high H𝛼 luminosity
and the tentative low velocity of about 1000 km s−1 assumed for the
shock, Balmer dominated shocks will not be able to account for this
high luminosity even assuming a neutral fraction of 1 (i.e. totally
neutral), which in itself is highly improbable (Chevalier & Raymond
1978).

• Collisional excitation was put forward to explain the very high
Balmer decrements in the case of SN 2012ca. This requires densities
> 108 particles cm−3 Drake & Ulrich (1980), implying a high-
density medium. citetcummingetal96 find that the H𝛼 emission in
Type Ia SNe is dominated by collisional excitation in regions where
the temperature is a few times 104 K.

• Recombination following ionization by X-ray emission from the
shock wave: The X-ray emission from the shock is probably the
main source of ionization of the surrounding medium, which on
recombination gives rise to the H𝛼. Chevalier & Fransson (1994)
showed that in this scenario the H𝛼 luminosity must be less than about
5% of the X-ray luminosity. Thus, the minimum X-ray luminosity
must be at least 20 times the H𝛼 luminosity, or > 6×1039 erg s−1(SN
2016jae) to > 2×1037 erg s−1( for SN 2018cqj at the second epoch).

X-ray luminosity: It is clear from the above discussions that a
high circumstellar density is needed at the first epoch, but must
have decreased by the second epoch, especially in the case of SN
2018cqj. The high circumstellar densities are consistent with detailed
calculations of the H𝛼 luminosity as a function of the mass-loss
rate carried out by Lundqvist et al. (2013), if one extrapolates to
higher luminosities the results presented in Fig 4 of that work. The
subsequent decrease in density is consistent with the fact that the H𝛼

line in unresolved at the second epoch for SN 2018cqj.
The X-ray luminosity can be written as L𝑥 = 𝑛2

𝑒 Λ V where V is
the volume of the emitting region, and Λ the cooling function. The
primary coolant at these temperatures is thermal bremsstrahlung
combined with line emission. We assume Λ = 3.5 × 10−23. For a
density of 109 particles cm−3, the luminosity is L𝑥 = 1018 × 3.5 ×
10−23 V, which gives L𝑥 ≈ 8.1 × 1040 erg s−1 for SN 2016jae at
142 days. The calculated density for SN 2018cqj at 193 d gives
L𝑥 ≈ 1.7 × 1039 erg s−1. Notably, the FWHM was increasing with
time for SN 2016jae. The luminosity for SN 2016jae is higher than the
calculated upper limits, suggesting that the luminosity had definitely
decreased by the time of X-ray observations. The luminosity for
SN 2018cqj is approximately equal to the calculated upper limits,
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ruling out an increase in the luminosity. By the second epoch for SN
2018cqj, the X-ray luminosity would likely be lower due to the lower
density suggested by the decreased H𝛼 luminosity.

It is possible that this high density medium does not exist close in
to the star, but starts at a finite radius. In that case the shock velocity
would not be constant, but could be much higher at a smaller radius,
and then have decreased to the level indicated by the H𝛼 linewidth
when the shock collided with the high density region. This would
lead to a higher X-ray luminosity. Unfortunately, it is difficult to put
constraints on such a scenario without additional information.

If the density were to remain constant up until the time of the X-
ray observation, then the X-ray emission will increase in proportion
to the volume, which will increase substantially over a period of 4
years. Thus even for a density of 1. ×107 cm−3, the X-ray luminosity
of SN 2016jae would be greater than 1040 erg s−1. For a density
109 cm−3 the luminosity would be of order 1044 erg s−1. We can
therefore safely say that the density did not remain constant in SN
2016jae. Similar arguments apply to SN 2018cqj.

The radius, and hence volume, will be considerably higher after
several years. From Dwarkadas & Gruszko (2012), equation 2, we
can write

𝐿𝑥 ∝ 𝑛2
𝑒

𝑟

𝑡
𝑟3 ∝ 𝑛2

𝑒

𝑟4

𝑡
∝ 𝑛2

𝑒 𝑡4𝑚−1 (1)

where we have assumed that the SN radius 𝑟 ∝ 𝑡𝑚,𝑚 is the expansion
parameter of the SN. The value of m for a young SN is generally 0.8-
0.9. Thus 4𝑚 − 1 ≈ 2.2 − 2.6. Therefore, in order for the luminosity
to decrease, 𝑛2

𝑒 must decrease faster than 𝑡2.2−2.6 or approximately
faster than 𝑟3 by the above assumption. Therefore, the density 𝑛𝑒 must
decrease faster than 𝑟−1.5 for the luminosity to decrease, assuming a
continuous decrease. If the density decreased slower than r−1.5 the
X-ray luminosity could increase. Some increase in the luminosity
would be allowed by the upper limits for SN 2018cqj, but not for
SN 2016jae. In general however we would expect the luminosity
to decrease with time (as it does for almost all other X-ray SNe
(Dwarkadas & Gruszko 2012)) and thus that the density would be
decreasing faster than r−1.5. Thus evolution in a wind with constant
parameters, and density decreasing as r−2, would be accommodated,
although there is no reason to expect a Type Ia SN to be evolving in
a constant parameter wind for > 4 years.

6 CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we used the ACIS-S instrument on the Chandra X-ray
Observatory to study SN 2018cqj and SN 2016jae. The presence
of an H𝛼 line in the optical spectrum required a density > 107, and
perhaps much larger, for the time that the H𝛼 emission was prevalent,
thus suggesting the potential for detectable X-ray emission. X-ray
observations were conducted more than 4 years after explosion for
both the SNe studied herein. No X-ray emission was detected at
the position of either SN. It is likely that the density had dropped
significantly by then. Using the method of Kraft et al. (1991) we
calculate 3𝜎 upper limits to the X-ray emission from the SN to not
exceed 2 ×1040 erg s−1. These are consistent with those obtained for
SN 2018fhw, and lower than those for Type Ia-CSM SNe by at least
an order of magnitude, if not more. Without additional information,
it is difficult to place too many constraints on the properties of the
medium around these SNe. We can say that the density decreased for
SN 2016jae, although it is not so clear for SN 2018cqj.

X-ray observations of three low-luminosity Type Ia SNe with a

H line in the optical spectrum have now resulted in no detection.
Additionally, at least two Type Ia-CSM SNe, and numerous other
Type Ia SNe, have been observed in X-rays without successfully
being detected. Another Type Ia SN, 2020uem, was found to show
a H line in its optical spectrum, and estimated to be expanding in a
high density medium (Uno et al. 2023a,b; Sharma et al. 2023). To
date, only one Type Ia SN, SN 2012ca, has been detected in X-rays.
2020eyj, a Type Ia SN that showed He lines, but no H, was detected
recently in the radio. If all of these, including the Type Ia-CSMs,
are proven to be bona-fide Type Ia SNe, they indicate that at least
a fraction of Type Ia’s may interact with a high density medium at
some point early in their lifetime, contrary to the expectation that all
Type Ia’s are expanding in a low density medium.

It is imperative that we explore and detect this population of Type
Ia SNe with a H line in their spectrum, to get an estimate on the
size of such a population compared to the total number of Type Ia
SNe. It is not clear whether all Type Ia’s with a single degenerate
progenitor would show an H𝛼 line. The detection of SN 2020eyj,
with He but no H lines, suggests that there is considerable variety
among the companion stars in single degenerate models, and thus
in Type Ia SN progenitors. It is also possible that there may exist
a number of Type Ia SNe where the ambient density is higher than
average, but not high enough to generate a detectable H (or He) line
when viewed with current telescopes. The only way to answer these
questions is to find and study as many Ia’s of this type as possible.
This will help to constrain the fraction of Type Ia SNe that have single
degenerate progenitors. When only Type Ia-CSM SNe were known
to have a H line in the spectrum, it was sometimes argued that these
were not bona-fide Type Ia’s, or that they were extreme cases. These
arguments cannot be applied to SN 2018fhw, SN 2018cqj and SN
2016jae, which are clearly low-luminosity Type Ia SNe.

Dwarkadas (2023b) discussed (in the Conclusions section) the
timing of the X-ray observations of various SNe. This can be com-
pared to when the H𝛼 line was observed, as is clearly seen in Figure 3
and Figure 4. In SN 2005gj and SN 2002ic, X-ray observations were
made less than a year after explosion, and were almost co-incident
with H𝛼 observations. However no X-ray emission was seen. The X-
ray limits are higher for these 1a-CSM SNe, although still comparable
to or lower than the H𝛼 luminosity. The expectation of high density
would suggest the onset of detectable X-ray emission. Another factor
in the detectability of the emission would be the ionization of the
medium - a fully ionized medium would allow all the X-ray emission
to escape, whereas a low ionization factor or neutral medium would
result in absorption of the X-rays. One possibility is that when the
X-ray observations were made, the column density was very high
(> 1 × 1023 cm−2 ), the medium was mostly neutral further away
from the SN, and any intrinsic X-ray emission was absorbed. In the
case of the low luminosity SNe, it appears that the X-ray observations
were made too late after the epoch of H𝛼 observations, and the am-
bient density had decreased to the point that there was no detectable
X-ray emission. SN 2012ca was, perhaps serendipitously, observed
at just the right time, when the density was still high, but not high
enough that the emission was all absorbed, and the circumstellar
medium was at least partially ionized. Arguably then, a case can be
made that perhaps the optimal time of X-ray observations is when
H𝛼 emission is still detectable but its luminosity has been declining
for some time. In that case the density would still be high, and the
X-ray emission detectable, but the column density will have reduced,
and the medium is mostly ionized. Of course, it is difficult to decide
quantitatively when this should be.

Despite the non-detections, we assert that it is important to keep
studying Type Ia SNe with an H𝛼 or He line at X-ray wavelengths.
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The detection of any Type Ia in X-rays is important. However it
is the ones with a H (or He) line in their optical spectrum that
are likely to have a high X-ray luminosity, allowing them to be
detected using currently available X-ray instruments. Follow up at
other wavelengths, especially radio, is also highly encouraged, as
both of these would be good indicators of circumstellar interaction.
The rewards of finding even a single confirmed Type Ia at these
wavelengths one are significant, outweighing the observational risk
of a non-detection.
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