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ABSTRACT

Context. The possible existence of a continuum encompassing thesdivef explosive stellar deaths, ranging from ordinarpeu
novae (SNe; lacking any sign of a relativistic outflow) tcatélistic hypernovae associated with energetic long dumagamma-ray
bursts (GRBSs), is under intense debate. In this contexsitpernova SN 2008D associated with the X-ray transient 080109 could
represent a paradigmatic case, since it might exemplifyt@npial borderline transition event. Optical polarimestudies could con-
tribute to shed light on the fierent interpretations given in the literature for this supga (hereafter, SN 2008RT 080109).

Aims. The main aim is to infer geometric information of SN 2008D 080109 through the study of the evolution of its linearicgit
polarization. We also report the polarization evolutiorsdf 2007uy, and discuss the properties of the host galaxsstetiar medium
(ISM) towards the XT. The final goal is to compare the polaitraproperties, and therefore the geometries, of both SNe.

Methods. We present & -band linear polarization monitoring campaign carriedfouSN 2008DXT 080109 and SN 2007uy, which
shone for weeks contemporaneously in NGC 2770. This fotéuoaincidence brought us the opportunity to observe bojbctd
simultaneously, and most importantly, with identical ingtental setups. The observations span 74.9 days, st&#ndays after
the XT and are distributed in 11 visits. In addition we pemied observations in the millimetre (mm) range in order taniig the
dominant origin of the observed polarization.

Results. We report positive linear polarization detections at seMepochs for SN 2008XT 080109 at a level 0£1%. For SN 2007uy
the measured polarization is around.5%. In both cases the observed linear polarization seeméndted by the host galaxy in-
terstellar polarization (HGIP), especially for the caseSdf 2007uy. SN 2007uy shows Stokes parametres consistdnnwitime
evolution, which could be described by the HGIP plus a caonistacentricity expansion on the sky plane. Over the coufsrio
observations of SN 2007uy, we find that its total polarizatsignal does not change by more than 0.29% with a 90% confidenc
interval. Despite the dominant HGIP, a statistical analg$ithe distribution of the SN 2008RT 080109 Stokes parametres suggests
that it could show a possible intrinsic variable polariaatcomponent. Moreover, assuming the polarization sigoah SN 2007uy

is constant, we find that the temporal evolution of the irsidrSN 2008DXT 080109 polarization could be explained by an aspherical
axisymmetric expansion with variable eccentricity, althb other more complex geometric scenarios are also coohpatith the
data. We come to the same result even if we make no assumptitrecSN 2007uy Stokes parametres, although at a lower signifi
cance level.

Conclusions. We conclude that the data seem to suggest a potential sygnenésrfor SN 2008[DXT 080109, which is reinforced
when SN 2007uy is assumed to have constant Stokes parampttesed as reference star. We suggest that at least thetpdgjié

not the intrinsic, geometry of SN 20080T 080109 and SN 2007uy could befidirent.

Key words. Stars: supernovae: general — Stars: supernovae: indivisbd2008DXT 080109 — Stars: supernovae: individual:
SN 2007uy — Gamma rays: bursts — Techniques: polarimetry

1. Introduction ray outburst during a scheduled observation of SN 2007uy

(Berger & Soderberg 2008; Kong & Maccarone 2008). Optical
The X-ray transient (XT) 080109 was serendipitously disco¥ollow-up observations revealed the presence of a suparnov
ered on 2008 January 9.56446 UT Bwift as a bright X-
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(SN) associated with the XT (Deng & Zhu 2008, hereafténterstellar polarization (GIP) has been corrected, thigight

named SN 2008[XT080109). SN 2008XT080109 under- line is expected to be displaced from the origin of the Stokes

went a transition 1-2 weeks after the XT from Type Ic t@lane due to the host galaxy interstellar polarization (PIGI

Ib (Malesani et al. 2009; Blondin et al. 2008; Valenti et alUsing several dierent methods Maund et al. (2009) estimated

2008; Modjaz et al. 2009), resembling the spectral evola-HGIP of P ~ 1.2% andd ~ 134 for SN 2008XT 080109.

tion seen in SN 2005bf (Anupama et al. 2005; Modjaz et arhe contribution of additional polarization component{@ble

2005; Tominaga et al. 2005; Wang & Baade 2005). Eventualline polarization, irruption of the stellar core, variabfGIP,

SN 2008XT 080109 was spectroscopically classified as a Hetc.) can distort this rough ellipsoidal stellar picturesulting

rich Ib supernova (Modjaz et al. 2009). in a more complex geometrical configuration (see Maund et al.
The origin of this XT is still unclear. Two main scenario2009, and references therein). Asphericities in explosietar

have been proposed to explain its nature; the stellar sheakb deaths tend to be low, usually yielding optical polarizatial-

out (Soderberg et al. 2008; Chevalier & Fransson 2008) amd thes below~ 1% (Wang & Wheeler 2008). However, counterex-

X-ray flash framework (Li 2008; Xu et al. 2008; Mazzali et alamples exist, such as the Type Ic SN 1997X (Wang et al. 2001)

2008). In the first case the early emission would be entirely eor XRF 0602138SN 2006aj (Gorosabel et al. 2006; Maund et al.

plained by the supernova, whereas in the second case aielat?2007).

tic outflow from a central engine would be required. Radi@dat | this paper we report optical polarimetric observatiohs o
seem to indicate no superluminal motions, arguing agalmest i\ 2008XT 080109 and SN 2007uy aimed at obtaining geo-
presence of a long-lived relativistic outflow (Bietenhldzat. metrical information on the expansion of these events. ti-ad
2009), therefore supporting the first framework. Howevé¥, d tion we show the results of millimetre (mm) observationsahhi
ferent spectral analyses of the X-ray data did not yield konc yere used to infer information about the host galaxy exitimct

sive results on the possible presence of a thermal compongRg consequently about the HGIP impact on the observed-polar
expected from the shock breakout wave (Chevalier & Franssggtion.

2008; Li 2008; Soderberg et al. 2008; Modjaz et al. 2009).
Within the second scenario SN 200800 080109 was proposed
as a transition between the most energetic hypernovae(litk
canonical long duration gamma-ray bursts) and standaret cop
collapse SNe (Mazzali et al. 2008). In fact it was suggestat t =
SN 2008DXT 080109 is a side-viewed, bipolar explosion with, ; Optical observations
a viewing angle of> 50° from the polar direction (Tanaka et

al. 2009a). It should be noted that spectroscopic obsen&bf Taple 1 displays the log of our optical observations. All taga
SN 20080XT 080109 suggested an aspherical expansion geofiiere taken in the/-band. The observations were carried out
etry (Modjaz et al. 2009; Tanaka et al. 2009a). with the 2.2m Calar Alto telescope (CAHA), the 2.5m Nordic

SN 2007uy was discovered on 2007 Dec. 31.669 Udptical Telescope (NOT) and the 8.2m Unit Telescope 2 of the
(Nakano et al. 2008). It was classified as an ordinary Ib S{éry Large Telescope (VLT).

(with no hint of any superluminal outflow) before the lightee Th . .
. ; . . L e NOT observations were performed with ALFOSC,
maximum (Blondin & Calkins 2008), showing spectral S|rmlarﬁhrough a calcite and 34 wave retaFr)der plate. Four images of

ities with SN 2004gq (Pugh et al. 2004; Modjaz & Falco 2005 he field were acquired, rotating the retarder plate°a2@.5,

In the optical both SN 2008XT 080109 and SN 2007uy shone . .
contemporaneously for weeks in the nearby=(0.007) spiral 45.0° and 67.5. The calcite plates reduce the ALFOSC field

galaxy NGC 2770. This fortunate coincidence brought us fhe \ ;
portunity to observe both objects simultaneously, and rimost SN 2007uy was left out of the NOT images due to this reduced

portantly, with the same instrumental setup. FoV. . )
Recently Maund et al. (2009) have reported a spectropolari- The CAHA observations were based on the CAFOS instru-
metric study of SN 2008[XT 080109 based on data acquirednent. The CAF_OS polarization unit uses a Wollaston prism in-
on 2008 January 31.22 and February 15.18 UT. One of the m&igad of a calcite plate and has a strip mask on the focal plane
advantages of spectropolarimetry of SNe with respect tadro t0 avoid accidental overlapping on the CCD. The total FoV of
band polarimetry is its ability to infer geometric and dyrieah CAFOS is composed by 14 strips of 9 18” each, providing
information for the diferent chemical constituents of the explo@ large enough FoV to image both SN 200&D080109 and
sion. Broad-band polarimetric observations constructgher SN 2007uy simultaneously.
picture of the stellar death, but require lower signal-tase ra- The VLT observations were done with FORS1, with a setup
tios than spectropolarimetry. Hence broad-band polarimeb-  similar to CAFOS. As in CAFOS, the large FoV of FORSL1 al-
servations can be extended to objects at higher redshjifiadr lowed us to simultaneously image SN 20080080109 and
they allow to enhance the polarimetric coverage and samgpfin SN 2007uy. In some of the FORSL1 visits we used tké bin
the light curve, especially at epochs far from the maximuremvh read-out mode in order to avoid saturation of SN 2007uy while
the SN is dimmer. keeping a high signal to noise ratio for SN 209D 080109.
The dominantintrinsic polarization in SNe is thoughttaeri We note that, in addition to the CCD binning, the seeing and
inate by Thompson photon scattering through an asphettical ptransparency conditions varied significantly from nighibight.
tospheric expansion (Hoflich 1991). If the SN photospheece p This made it impossible to have a bright unsaturated field sta
jection on the sky plane is an ellipse, in general a non-dette common to all our images. Apart from SN 20080 080109,
linear polarization is expected perpendicular or paratiethe SN 2007uy was the object most frequently imaged, being ptese
major axis (Kasen et al. 2003). Therefore, if the expanslen én the FoV of all the FORS1 and CAFOS images. This fact
lipticity evolves with time, keeping the direction of botlkes provided us with the opportunity of using SN 2007uy as a po-
unchanged, then the Stokes parametres should also move darinetric reference star on the Stokes plane (see disouséi
straight line of the Stokes plane. Once the Milky Way GatactiSect. 3.2).

Observations and data analysis

of view (FoV) to 140 in diameter (pixel scale of’Q9Ypix).
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Table 1. Polarimetric observations of SN 20080" 080109 and SN 2007uy.
Date Telescope Exposure Seeing SN 2008XT 080109 SN 2007uy
2008, UT (Instrument) time (s) ) P+ op (%) Otoy(deg) Vzxoy P+op (%) 0+0,(deg) V+oy
Jan 13.1644 NOHWKALFOSC) 1X600 0.7 0.95+0.20 1149+59 1844+0.05
Jan 13.2642 VLT{FORS1) 2336 1.0 0.68+0.22 1192+95 1839+0.05| 1.45+0.25 1786 +4.6 1578+ 0.05
(0.65+0.33F (1245+133) (1.59+0.04) (1774+0.7)
Jan 15.0780 NOHWKALFOSC) 1600 0.9 0.85+0.28 1061+9.4 1828+0.05
Jan 17.2518 VLT{FORS1) &285 1.0 0.84+0.45 1383+81 1790+005| 1.43+0.14 1825+51 1569+ 0.05
(1.14+051) (1410+7.2) (1.59+0.04) (1774+0.7)
Jan 30.1858 VLT{FORS1) 4285 0.8 1.05+ 0.06 1353+ 17 1731+0.05| 1.64+0.06 1785+ 11 1639+0.05
(1.11+0.08) (1340=+2.0) (1.59+0.04) (1774+0.7)
Jan 30.2022 VLT{FORS1) 4285 0.8 1.28+0.06 1325+14 1727+0.05| 1.56+0.06 1761+ 11 1636+0.05
(1.21+0.08) (1333+1.9) (1.59+0.04) (1774+0.7)
Feb 11.9326 CAHA{CAFOS) 1X%400 2.0 158+ 0.97 1266 + 164 1782+0.09 | 0.92+0.88 1798+260 1709+0.11
(1.19+1.51) (1316+205) (1.59+0.04) (1774+0.7)
Feb 26.1107 CAHA{CAFOS) 16600 1.9 <276 1852+ 0.09 | 181+063 1735+144 1756+0.08
(< 2.94" (1.59+0.04) (1774+0.7)
Feb 26.9444 NOWALFOSC) 16400 1.3 0.98+ 0.80 1246 + 232 1879+ 0.08
Mar 2.1102 VLT@¢FORS1) 4525 11 142+ 0.46 1390+9.1 1880+005| 1.83+0.19 174632 1755+0.05
(1.17+051) (1347+114) (1.59+0.04) (1774+0.7)
Mar 28.0207 VLTGFORS1) 4525 1.1 0.75+ 057 1112+219 1942+0.05| 158+042 1796+7.6 1798+0.05
(0.73+0.78) (1127 +210) (1.59+0.04) (1774+0.7)

a Mean observing epoch.
b For the NOT epochs SN 2007uy was out of the FoV, so the degriéeeaf polarization ), the position angled)), and the magnitude/) could not be determined.
¢ Calibration based on Malesani et al. (2009). The photometrors include the zero point uncertainty.
d The polarimetric cycle was interrupted and restarted sg¢wenes. The SN 2007uy observing epoch and the exposureatienglightly diferent from the SN 2008XT 080109 ones,

corresponding to Jan 13.2708 UT and 990 seconds, resggctive
e The SN 2008IXT 080109P andé values given for VLT and CAHA in between parentheses assucogstant SN 2007uy polarization given {8) = 1.59+ 0.04% and&¢) = 177.4+ 0.7°.

f 1o upper limit.

The images were reduced using standard procedures runningin the case of FORSL1 the Stokes parametres were calculated
under IRAE. The master flat field image was created combimnia Fourier expansion (see expressions 4.5 and 4.6 of FORS1
ing sky flat field frames taken without polarization units et manuaf). Then the Stokes parametres of all the objects in the
light path. This process was applied separately for the tBuns images were corrected for the FORS1 spurious polarization ¢
ments. In principle, the host galaxy background might poserection, which considers the instrumental polarizatiopede
potential problem for the photometric accuracy of SN 2007ulence across the Fo¥/ Next, theV-band angle fiset of the
and SN 2008IXT 080109. Inspection of the NGC 2770 regiorl/2 wave retarder plate was included (given in the Table 4.7
around each SN shows that SN 2007uy is surrounded by a mofé~ORS1 manual). All the objects (including both SNe) of all
inhomogeneous background than SN 2008D080109. Thus FORS1 visits used the same angfEset, minimizing a potential
we double-checked the impact of the host galaxy backgrousaurce of internal scattering in the Stokes plane. Findily/GIP
level determination by performing aperture photometryhwitcorrection was introduced by shifting the origin of the &k
radii ranging from 0.5 to 2.5 times the FWHM (Full Width atplane to the barycentre of the field stars
Half Maximum), and varying the inner radii of the background Due to the reduced ALFOSC FoV only two unsaturated
annuli from 3 to 5 times the FWHM. The annuli widths wereright field stars were available for the GIP correction o th
also varied from 2.5 to 4 times the FWHM. We verified that thRIOT data. Fortunately for the three NOT epochs the stars used
resulting Stokes parametres were consistent within eraos,b for the NOT GIP correction remained the same. This assutes in
independent of the apertures and annuli used. Then theiegertternal consistency of the position of the NOT Stokes paregset
and annuli yielding minimum errors were adopted (typicélly on the Stokes plane. Thus, a potential relative shift (owdndjf-
apertures and the inner radii used were the FWHM and 3-4 tinfesent GIP corrections) of the NOT Stokes parametres with re
the FWHM, respectively). In any case, in order to account fgpect to each other was minimized. This fact will be of reteea
potentially dismissed photometric error sources, thessiedl in the further discussion since, as will be argued in Seét23.
analysis of Sect. 3.2.1 was duplicated considering alsdophothe polarimetric data might suggest the existence of a symyme
metric errors augmented by 20%. axis which is consistently determined byffdrent instrumental

For the ALFOSC and CAFOS data the determination of thgtups.

Stokes parametres was done by fitting 8e) functionwiththe  The wider FoVv of FORS1 and CAFOS provided a larger
corresponding Milky Way GIP normalization factor (di Sevegnymber of stars for the GIP correction than with ALFOSC. Due

Alighieri 1997). The GIP normalization factor was calceldt tg different observing conditions (seeing, transparency and CCD
using Galactic field stars.

1 |RAF is distributed by the National Optical Astronomy > Doc.N.VLT-MAN-ESO-13100-1543. Issue 82.1, datg(2/2008.
Observatory, which is operated by the Association of Umsitiss ~ ° http://www.eso.org/paranal/instruments/forsl/inst/pola.html
for Research in Astronomy (AURA) under cooperative agregmsth 4 The FORS1 reduction steps explained above follow the recamam
the National Science Foundation. dations given by Dr. T. Szeifert, priv. comm.
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binning) at VLT and CAHA the stars varied from one night to anfable2. Log of the millimetre observations.
other. This was not critical for the FORS1 and CAFOS images,
since the GIP correction for both SN 200800 080109 and

SN 2007uy were always calculated using the same set of stars _ Dat€ Telescope  Field Integrationt  Flux density
for each epoch. And mostimportantly, given that SN 2007uy wa___2098, UT time (min) mm_[mJfpeam]
very well detected in all the VLT and CAHA images, we could  Jan 25.931 IRAM 30m SN2008D 320 1.2 2.46+0.54
use this object (justified by a statistical analysis, see.Se2.1) Jan 28.200 IRAM 30m SN2008D 20 1.2 2.29+1.20
as a secondary calibrator and keep it fixed on the Stokes plane Jan 30.171 ~ IRAM 30m SN2008D 2220 1.2 1.44:0.60
(see Sect. 3.2.2). Jan 25.931-30.171 IRAM 30m SN2008D x®0 1.2 2.03:0.39

Jan 31.925 IRAM 30m  Adf1 2x16 12 2390.70
Jan 31.936 IRAM 30m  Adj®2 2x16 12 281+0.71
Jan 23.854 PdB SN2008D x160 3.3 0.650.15
Nov 9.336 PdB SN2008D %111 2.9 0.03:0.10

Itis importantto stress that the GIP corrections appligti¢o
different data-sets were very similar since the Galactic eimc
towards NGC 2770 is onhy = 0.1 mag (Schlegel et al. 1998;
Cardelli et al. 1989). So in all cases the GIP correctiondiegp
were low ( 0.2 — 0.3%), in agreement with the Galactic polar-
ization predictionsPmax = 2.9% x Ay = 0.29%; (Serkowski et
al. 1975; Cardelli et al. 1989). In fact, the GIP correctiorese
always well below the typical level of our polarization detens
(~ 1-1.5%).

Verification of the photometry, calibration and the redoisti
was done by observation of polarimetric standards. Thelarah 3
stars observed were NGC 2024-1 and Velal-95 at VLT (Fosslffll
et al. 2007; Whittet et al. 1992), HD19820 at CAHA (\Wodt W
al. 1996), and HD94851, BD25727,HD251204 and 6191828%9

NOT (Turnshek et al. 1990; Schmidt et al. 1992). Table 1 Sho‘@ﬁred, on January 31, the flux of two adjacent regions (Adjl
the inferredd and P values, once they were corrected for th%nd Adj2). Such regions bracket the SN 20p8D080109 po-
GIP and the statistical bias (multiplyif@ by vy1-(ap/P)?) sition in the radial direction towards the NGC 2770 nucleus,
due to the fact thal is a positive quantity (Wardle & Kronberg poth at a distance of 10” from SN 2008XT 080109 (beam
1974). The SN 2008D(T080;09P andé values displayed in p\wHM at 1.2 mm ~ 11”). They were selected ficiently
Table 1 for VLT and CAHA in between parentheses assumesgyse to SN 2008[XT 080109 to have a good estimate of its
constant SN 2007uy polarization given tf) = 1.59+ 0.04% packground emission, but Siciently far to avoid most of
and(¢) = 1774 £ 0.7°. the SN 2008[XT 080109 flux within the beam. The adjacent
For some observing epochs we explored maximising the2 mm pointings yielded fluxes consistent with those oleizin
time resolution of our polarimetric monitoring at the expen at the SN 2008[XT 080109 position (see Table 2), implying
of enlarging the polarimetric errors. This was done, whes-pathat the 1.2 mm data are very likely dominated by the NGC 2770
sible, by splitting the polarimetric data of one night in B& background flux and not by SN 20080T 080109.
of four images, i.e., the minimum block of images necessary |n addition, a 430 detection was achieved on January 23 at
to get a polarimetric point. Unfortunately most of the pelar3 3 mm with the Plateau de Bure (PdB) interferometer cedtere
ization detections showed modest §|gn|f|cance levels @&tw on SN 2008[PXT 080109 (see Table 2) with an observing beam
110 and 4.70), so we could not split the data. Only the VLTsjze of 275x 1711. The last millimetre observation was carried
data-set of January 30 could be divided in two cycles of fog{;t on November 9.336 UT with PdB at 2.9 mm, yieldinga 3
images, while still keeping high-significance polarizatietec- ypper limit of 0.30 mJgbeam. This non-detection suggests that
tions (above 17.%r for each of the two cycles). We verifiedthe flux detected at 3.3 mm on January 23 mostly originated fro

that the joint_data acqu_ired on January 30 (composed_ of two &N 2008DXT 080109 and not from the host galaxy dust.
cles of four images) yields Stokes parametres consistetht wi

the ones obtained when the data of that night are split in two

halves. This separation provided an extra high-qualitggtint 3 Resylts

for the statistical analyses carried out in Sect. 3.2.11.$e2.2

and Sect. 3.2.3. 3.1. Properties of the polarizing ISM towards

TheV-band polarimetry values synthesized by Maund et al. SN 2008D/XT 080109
(2009) for SN 2008[XT 080109 on January 31.22 and Februar¥
15.18 UT bring us the opportunity to cross-check our resul
Our two closest observations, carried out on January 3@.20 | ;

o ) y Ay = 0.1 mag (Cardelli et al. 1989). Therefore the con-
and February 11.9326 UT, yield and 6 values fully consis- .. < .. - -
tent with Maund et al. (2009). We are aware that this Compartrlbut|on of the Galactic dust to the measured 1.2 mm flux is

i : ithough satisfact , v limited t@t h r‘?‘égligible. Thus, assuming that most of the 1.2 mm emission
IVe exercise, altnough satstactory, IS only Imied W®POCNS -, yag from optically thin dust emission in the host galaxgrin

close to the light curve_maximum and exclusively focused Weliar medium (ISM) towards SN 200@0T 080109, it is pos-
SN 2008DXT 080109, since Maund et al. (2009) did not Ob'sible to roughly estimate the host optical extinction Ag: =
serve SN 2007uy. (1.086S12)/(Br2(Taus) Qmt) X (kv /51.2)- B1 o Taus) is the Planck

function of the dust at a temperatufgus, Qmp is the main-
2 2. Millimetre observations beam solid angle$; > is the flux density per beam at 1.2mm,

and kv /k12 is the ratio of the visual extinction cfigeient to
SN 2008XT 080109 was observed at 1.2mm on January 2the 1.2 mm dust opacity, which was estimated tad&g«2) =
28, and 30, 2008 with the MAMBO Il bolometer on the IRAM(4 + 2) x 10* (Kramer et al. 1998).

a Mean observing epoch.

b Weighted average of the three previous table lines.
¢ R.A.=09"09" 3(085, Dec=+33 08 29’98 (J2000).
d R.A=09"09" 315211, Dec=+33 08 10’25 (J2000).

m Telescope (see Table 2). The data were reduced follow-
the standard procedure with thpsicdata reduction soft-

re. In order to estimate the NGC 2770 contribution at 1.2 mm
our previous SN 2008XT 080109 observations we mea-

he Galactic reddening towards NGC 2770 is very low (Schlege
al. 1998E(B - V) = 0.032), implying avV-band extinction of



Gorosabel et al.: Simultaneous polarization of SN 20080080109 and SN 2007uy

In order to estimaté\y a value ofTg4,st has to be assumec
Domingue et al. (1999) inferredg,st = 21 + 2K for the
colder dust component of a set of three spiral galaxies si
lar to NGC 2770. On the other hand, the spectral energy
tribution of NGC 2770 integrated over the entire galaxy gsel
Tqust = 30+ 5K (Thodne et al. 2009). So we adopted bao
Taust= 21+ 2K andTgyst= 30+ 5K.

Using S;2 = (2.03+ 0.38) mJybeam (line four of Table 2;
weighted average of the first three table lines) and gtk =
21+ 2K and Tqust = 30 + 5K, we obtainAy = 043+ 0.31
and Ay = 0.27 + 0.15, respectively. However, &;, corre-
sponds to the flux integrated in the beam along the projec
thickness of the host galaxy (which includes contributioonf
any ISM located beyond the XT), we can only provide an upj
limit to Ay. To be conservative, we will assume an extinction
Ay < 0.43+0.31= 0.74, obtained witll yyst = 21+ 2 K. ThisAy
value is~ 0.5-1.8 mag lower than the line-of-siglAt, values in-
ferred by other authors based on a broad diversity of tecisic
(Mazzali et al. 2008; Soderberg et al. 2008; Malesani et(#92
Modjaz et al. 2009). An unrealistic temperaturelgfs; ~ 10 K
would be necessary to have Ag value in agreement with the
above authors.

This apparent disagreement can be explained by the im|
sibility to resolve a clumpy host galaxy ISM with our 1.2mi
beam (FWHM:=11"). The clumpy ISM would show three mail
propertiesi) an ISM composed of cells superimposed on a lov
extinction backgroundji) cells displaying typical angular size
smaller than the beam sizi,) typical angular separation be
tween cells small enough to allow the beam to contain sev
cells. Given that the extinction determined by the 1.2 mnad
is an average of the integrated flux received in the beam,
scenario would explain the higher extinction derived altimgy
XT line-of-sight (i.e., spectroscopy). On the other harahadti-

tion iii ) would explain the fact that the pointings adjacent to t
SN 2008DXT 080109 position yielded similar 1.2 mm fluxes

and hence extinction values.
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1. Upper panel:Stokes parametres of SN 20080 080109 and

2007uy, once the GIP correction has been included. Thelad
‘measurements representing SN 2007uy seems to be more ddhgrac
the SN 2008[XT 080109 one. The dierent lines represent the lin-

We can estimate a rough upper limit of the typical cell sizegy; fits to the SN 20083XT 080109 Stokes parametres obtained when
as follows. First, we assume that the fludferences (or internal the CAHA (dot-dashed), VLT (continuous), NOT (dotted) arhitlee

dispersion) between our three 1.2 mm pointings (see Tabledata (VLT+CAHA+NOT, long-dashed) are considered. The directions
weighted flux average of SN 20080T 080109, Adj1 and Adj2) of all the straight lines are statistically consistent (3able 4), which
were entirely due to the statistical fluctuations in the ager might indicate the presence of a preferential axis. Thisibts evi-
number of cells i) contained in each beam. In our case théence is strengthened when SN 2007uy is used as referercodse
three 1.2 mm pointings yield.@3 + 0.38, 239 + 0.70 and low). Bottom panel:Stokes parametres of SN 200&0 080109 and
2.81+ 0.71 mJybeam, so the dispersion is 0.41 rtiyam. If SN 2007uy, if SN2007uy is kept fixed at its barycentre. Thedir
the cells were identicél and randomly distributed, thenrétii® tions of all the straight lines are statistically more ceteit than in

: . .. the upper panel (compare the internal consistency of tfierdnt ori-
between the average flux and the dispersion of the 3 POINtiNGRations in Table 3 and Table 4), reinforcing the possilesgnce

would be approximatelyVN. In our case the average flux ofof an instrumental-independent dominant symmetry axiseurein the
the 3 pointings (calculated by weighting with the corresting SN 2008DXT 080109 data.
flux errors) is 2.24 mJpeam, so this yieldsl ~ 30 cellgheam.
However, the dispersion is very likely not only due to statis
cal fluctuations ofN, i.e, the dispersion probably also has an
instrumentakalibrationphoton-noise component. So the statigSoderberg et al. 2008), andxy, filling factor of 30%, we can
tical fluctuations due tdN would be likely lower than 0.41 impose a maximum cell diameter & < 0.16 kpc. Adopting
mJybeam and therefore we can only set a lower limiNof 30. a beam filling factor of 10%, we would obtain smaller cells, so
Additionally, in order to match thé,, derived from the 1.2 we consider 0.16 kpc as a robust upper limit. As a comparitson i
mm flux with the spectroscopidy values reported in the lit- is interesting to mention that most ©8%) of the giant molec-
erature, the emitting region (the total area covered by #lis ¢ ular clouds resolved by millimetric observations in the nbga
within the beam solid angle) should fill oiflyL0-30% ofQ,.  Spiral M33 show sizes between 0.05 and 0.16 kpc (Rosolowsky
This would explain the lowAy < 0.74 mag derived using the et al. 2007), compatible with our observations. Similanhgst
1.2 mm flux (Kramer et al. 2008) for cells having a line-ofof the Hll regions in nearby spiral galaxies show physicales
sight spectroscopic extinction 8f, = 1.2 — 2.5 mags. Thus, as- consistent with< 0.16 kpc (Gonzalez-Delgado & Pérez 1997).
suming identical circular cells, a NGC 2770 distance of 27cMp/Ne note that the dominaift is the result of all the material in-
tegrated along the line-of-sight, so we can not concludethea
dominantP is exclusively due to the XT circumstellar dust.

5 For dust temperatures ranging fram= 21 toT = 30K.
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Fig. 2. Polarimetric and photometric evolution of SN 20080 080109 (panels a,c,e) and SN 2007uy (panels b,d,f). Fwistency we used the
same symbols as in Fig. 1. The long-dashed lines indicatpdsiéion of the barycentr& @), (U)) of each SN. The two bottom panels (e and f)
show theV-band light curves of SN 2008RT 080109 and SN 2007uy uncorrected for Galactic reddenitae of the two SNe seem to obey
any obvious smooth long-term polarimetric evolution ctated with their optical light curves.

3.2. Properties of SN 2008D/XT 080109 and SN 2007uy on butions are consistent with no time evolution. First, weladleu
the Stokes plane checked using Monte Carlo methods that, for the average num-

ber of counts of our images, boghandU follow Gaussian dis-

The P and¢ values displayed in Table 1 were corrected for thgip tions. This fact assures that thtest is an appropriate sta-
GIP and the polarimetric statistical bias (Wardle & Krorperigiical tool. Second, we determined the barycentre of te t

19_74). The further polarime_tric analysis will deal with §ep- objects on the Stokes plan@), (U); see the long-dashed lines
erties ofQ andU of both objects on the Stokes plane, so e o Fig 2) Then we calculated for th@ andU of the two events

bias correction factor (included in Table 1) will not be ciolas the y2/dof value with respect t6Q) and(U), respectivels.

ered. For SN2007uy the distribution ofQ (U) shows
y?/dof=4.18/7 (y?/dof=4.32/7) with respect to(Q) ((U)).
3.2.1. Is SN 2008D/XT 080109 polarimetrically variable? For SN 2008[PXT 080109 the distribution ofQ (U) yields

x?/dof=19.06/10 (y?/dof=2296/10), clearly larger than the

The Stokes parametres of SN2008D080109 and y?/dof value of SN 2007uy. These valuesdf/dof were used
SN 2007uy, corrected for the GIP, are plotted in Fig. 1. Botlo obtain the corresponding probabilities. For SN 2007wy th
events show polarization levels of-11.5%, significantly lower probability thatQ and U are constant are 0.758 and 0.742,
than the one measured in XRF 060238 2006aj (Gorosabel respectively. SN 2008[XT 080109 shows lower probabilities,
et al. 2006; Maund et al. 2007). Assuming both a GIP law am@d040 and 0.011, respectively. Thus the probabilities @hand
a Galactic extinction law (Serkowski et al. 1975; Carddllae U are simultaneously constant are 0.563 for SN 2007uy and
1989) for NGC 2770, thedy values reported in the literature4.3 x 10~* for SN 2008XT 080109.
(~ 1.2-2.5 mag) would yield a conservative HGIP polarization \We are aware that fierent error sourcestacting the mea-
upper limit of Pmax = 2.9% x Ay ~ 3.5 — 7.3%, consistent surements (background determination uncertainties, #éd fi
with the polarization measured for SN 20080 080109 and correction inaccuracies, no instrumental polarizatiomation
SN 2007uy. available along the FoV for the CAHA and NOT images, etc.)

As seen in the upper panel of Fig. 1, the cloud of pointsight still not be included in the error bars, so the values of
corresponding to SN 2007uy seems to be more clustered than
the one of SN 2008[XT 080109. For the two stellar explosions © y3/dof = Z!‘zo(QiA’—éi@)2 / (k- 1) andy? /dof = zikzo(”j;—ljf’))2 / (k-
we quantified the probability that the Stokes parametreidistl), k being the number of visits and de — 1 the degrees of freedom.
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x?/dof could be overestimated for both sources (and hence
above probabilities underestimated). Thus, we repeate@sth

3 | L A L L IO L |

ercise augmenting the photometric error bars of both obpud 2l AT do T w1
all the field stars by 20%. If we do that, the probability thattb 1 VLT, dof =4 N
Q andU are constant are 0.791 for SN2007uy and 0.021° 5 ?[ |0 e NoT.dor— g
SN 2008XT 080109, respectively. oS S 5
We have checked, if due to some uncontrolled reason, ~< 1- e T .
(Q,U) distribution on the Stokes plane is just the result of nxir 05 e . N
data acquired with dierent telescopdsstruments. In order to | R .}»‘--"T" — i
inspect the existence of this potential instrumental actifwe r e - 1
redid the statistical analysis separating the images thatian > o8 ]
both objects according to the telescope used (hence the BIC T os- . kY -
excluded from this comparative study between SN2007uy ¢ 8 [~ -l
SN 20080XT 080109 since SN 2007uy was notimaged by tt & |/ Y ]
NOT). Thus we determined separately for the VLT and CAH e ANGEEEIEL T
the probabilities of having constant Stokes parametres. N S T O R SR M- AN B Bt
. . . -80 -60 -40 -20 0 20 40 60 80
Using only the VLT data points, we determined that the prc Orientation (degrees)

ability that bothQ andU are constant are 0.295 for SN 2007u _ _ _

and 0.007 for SN 2008[XT 080109, respectively. If we en- Fig.3. Upper panel:The evolution of the linear fit*/dof as a func-

large the photometric errors by 20% the probabilities wdadd tion of the fitted line orientation when constant polariaatis assumed

then 0.532 and 0.056, for SN 2007uy and SN 20080080109 for SN 2007uy. The minima correspond to the optimal oriéntedf the
L i : emt uStraight lines displayed in the Fig. 1 bottom panel, alsegin Table 3.

respectively. Considering exclusively the CAHA data-set V\FA een the global shape of the evolution for the three inutdge data-

can not reach strong conclusions given the reduced numbe% (VLT, NOT and CAHA) are quite equivalent, their minimeirig

visits (2) and large error bars. However, even with the limygiematically located at similar negative angles. The-dashed line
ited CAHA data, SN 2007uy shows a higher probability thaghows they?/dof evolution when all the data are jointly considered.
SN 2008DXT 080109 of being polarimetrically constant, 0.45%x/e note that in the case of CAHA, given that €6f y2/dof actually
versus 0.403. If the CAHA photometric errors are augmenged kepresentg?. Bottom panelThe evolution of the normalized probabil-
20%, then the probabilities are 0.530 and 0.423 for SN 2007iyassociated with the above panel. As displayed the timéegendent
and SN 2008[XT 080109, respectively. data-sets show their probability maxima at a comparab@ntation an-

: < gle. The maximum is reinforced when all the data are com -
h Indepepdent of the dqta slabsetdcogg%%regu?ggothggaddiItl ;%‘shed line). Given that deb for CAHA, the corresponding g(rrgl;[gbil-
_p otqmetrlc_ uncertainty intro Ucfe_ ! N 200 1 re- ity distribution was obtained through a Monte Carlo methag. refer
iteratively displays lower probabilities than SN 2007uyb®- 14 reader to the main text for further information.
ing polarimetrically constant. In fact, it is not obvious ¢a-
plain how non-accounted photometadalibratiojinstrumental
uncertainties could systematicallffect only the values derived
for SN 2008XT 080109 and not those of SN 2007uy, which  Thus, using SN2007uy as calibrator, a linear fit to the
consistently shows a higher degree of clustering on theeStolSN 2008DXT 080109 data yields a satisfactopf/dof=1.9/9
plane. It is interesting to note that this is against the arpri (long-dashed straight line of Fig. 1 bottom panel). Henbe, t
expectations, given that the more inhomogeneous host bagSki 2008XT 080109 Stokes parametres might suggest the ex-
ground of SN 2007uy (in comparison to SN 2008D 080109) istence of a dominant symmetry axigfset from the origin due
might represent a potential uncontrolled source of noisisin to the HGIP. Furthermore, as seen in the first three lines of
Stokes parametres. All the above arguments seem to subgestTable 3 the inferred symmetry axes show a preference to neg-
SN 2008XT 080109 could show an intrinsic variable polarizaative orientations independent of the telesceipstrument em-
tion component added to the dominant HGIP. This suggessiorployed in the observatiohsThis efect can be seen in the bot-
reinforced when SN 2007uy is used as a secondary polargnetdm panel of Fig. 1, which shows the linear fits carried outbot
standard (see Sect. 3.2.2). However, it is important to thatea when the data are considered separately (CAHA, VLT, NOT)
constant polarization signal from SN 2007uy is atypicaleip and jointly (CAHA+VLT +NOT). The linear fits were obtained
ously observed core-collapse SNe (Wang & Wheeler 2008). \Wenimizing y2, which is defined as the weighted distance per-
point out that none of the two SNe seem to obey any obviopendicular to the fitted lifeWe considered thig? definition
smooth long-term polarimetric evolution correlated taitight because the variables to be fitte@,J) and their correspond-
curves (see Fig. 2). ing errors are treated symmetrically (Boogs et al. 19901B%b
Feigelson 1996).
. In order to quantify the degree of consistency that the
3.2.2. A symmetry axis for SN 2008D/XT 0801097 symmetry axes of the 3 data-sets could show (when constant

, SN 2007uy Stokes parametres are assumed) we mapped the evo-
Given that both SN2007uy and SN 2008 080109 were lution of the linear fity?/dof when the orientation of the sym-

imaged simultaneously with VLT and CAHA, we can us . :
SN 2007uy as a reference star with constant Stokes paramet(?;rneetry axis is varied from-90 to+90 degrees. The upper panel

In other words, we can assume, justified by the above probabil We define the orientation as the angle of the fitted straigbtwiith

ities, a constant projected geometry for SN 2007uy plus a cQ@gpect to the horizontal axis represent@@n the Stokes plane. The
stant HGIP. As an additional argument, it is also inter€st  grientation ranges between -90 an@0 degrees.

note that the agreement between the synthetic broad-bams po & Also known asveighted total least squar¢®VTLS), weighted rig-
reported by Maund et al. (2009) and our data is even bettenwhgous least squaresor weighted orthogonal regression meth¢see
SN 2007uy is fixed on the Stokes plane. Lemmerling & van Hifel 2002, and references therein).




8 Gorosabel et al.: Simultaneous polarization of SN 208@D080109 and SN 2007uy

Table3. Linear fits on the Stokes plane of SN 2008D 080109. The linear fits are shown in the bottom panel of Eigvhere we used SN 2007uy
as a reference star with constant Stokes parametres. Cdldisplays the telescope used and column 2 the number of vigitoints on the Stokes
plane. Column 3 provides the/dof of the optimal linear fit. Column 4 shows the orientatiomgles at the minima (maxima) of the Fig. 3 upper
(bottom) panel. Columns 5 and 6 provide the lower and upper bars around the orientation angle of the linear fit. Asighe three independent
data-sets (CAHA, NOT and VLT) show orientations well cotesi$ within errors. Last table line reports the results wéiéthe data are combined.

Telescope Number of Minimum  Orientation angle Lower Errar B Upper Error Bar
visits x?/dof (degrees) (degrees) (degrees)

CAHA 2 03 -76.1 49.2 48.8

NOT 3 0.0011 -64.8 46.1 46.7

VLT 6 1.1984 -54.8 52.2 51.8

CAHA+VLT +NOT 11 1.929 -42.6 23.3 22.9

a In this particular casg;? = 0 and do£0 for the minimum, sq/?/dof could also be formally represented b{00
b Errors obtained through Monte Carlo methods.

of Fig. 3 shows this evolution. We warn the reader that in tf82.3. The robustness of the possible SN 2008D/XT 080109
particular case of CAHA def0, so what is plotted for CAHA symmetry axis: must we assume a constant geometry
in the Fig. 3 upper panel actually represeptsAs seen all the for SN 2007uy?

three independent data-sets show théjfdof minima approx-

imately at the same orientation. The position of all yfgdof ©On€ might wonder 'if the possible symmetry axis of
minima were positively confirmed using tiiétexy routine im- SN 2008DXT 080109 is just an artifact due to the assumption
plemented by Press et al. (1992). The lower panel of Fig. &sho®f & constant geometry for SN 2007uy. Thus we repeated the ex-
the normalized probabilities corresponding to gR¢dof values €CiS€ explained in Sect. 3.2.2 using the original unrbcalled
of the above panel. SN 2008DXT 080109 Stokes parametres. The results are dis-

For the case of CAHA, given that ded, the plotted proba- played in the upper panel of Fig. 1 and in Table 4. Note that

bility evolution was obtained by simulating mock CAHA Steke € NOT Stokes parametres, could not be recalibrated, siit the
ﬁqldenncal to the one displayed in Table 3.

parametres created by a weighted Monte Carlo method asguM X
Gaussian errors fa® andU. Then given two simulatedd, U) The SN2008[XT080109  entire ) data  set
CAHA pairs the orientation of the line passing through thod&AHA+VLT +NOT) is still satisfactorily fitted ¢ /d?lf7=21-066)
Stokes parametres is determined. The repetition of thisges PY @ straight line. The derived orientatior49.8" ;73 deg),
allowed us to construct the histogram of the line orientegifor 1S fully consistent with the orientation Eizeztgermmed based o
the CAHA data. Thus, the lower panel of Fig. 3 displays fdfi€ recalibrated Stokes parametrestZ6'53; deg). On the

CAHA the histogram of orientations for iMonte Carlo simu- Other hand, the three separated data sets yield oriergation
lation<. with internal consistency withindt, so as in Sect. 3.2.2 the

For each data-set the upper and lower error bars in the dﬂterred orientations seem to be instrumentally indepahde

entation angle (displayed in Table 3, columns 5 and 6) wdre c® _also rjotlceable that the recalibrated Stoke_s Pafamﬁ““"s
culated by integrating the34.145% percentile of the probabil-0'iéntations (-76.1, -64.8, and -54.8 deg) with lower ingr
ity distribution around the corresponding maximum. As sigen diSPersion than the unrecalibrated ones (88.9,-64.9, &0).
Table 3 the axes inferred from the three independentdasese 1 Ne fit quality to the VLT Stokes parametres is clearly re-
consistent within errors. Hence, the inferred symmetrysaare duced with réspect to the recalibrated case, but it is stitlyf
statistically consistent in all cases, regardless of tezumental Satisfactory ¢/dof = 1.375). It is worthwhile to note that the
setup used to determine it. It is also interesting to remhaak t Major source of thig“/dof increment comes from the lack of
the NOT Stokes parametres, which did not use SN 2007uy @¢erlap within 1r of the SN 2008[XT 080109 Stokes parame-
a secondary calibrator (so they might apply a slightijedent ~ reés corresponding to VLT3a and VLT3b (red and green circles
GIP correction), are also satisfactorily fitted by a straighe. ©f the Fig. 1 upper panel), which appear slightly separalgd (
Furthermore, the orientation of the NOT linear fit agreeshwitAQl=0.0012 andAU|=0.0022, corresponding to a relative shift
the ones inferred based on the VLT and CAHA data. All thed¥ 140" and 2., respectively). _
arguments strengthen the reality of this possible symnees One could be tempted to speculate on a possible rapld)(
The existence of a symmetry axis on the Stokes plane coygfiability in visits VLT3a and VLT3b of SN 2008[XT 080109.
be explained by an axisymmetric explosion where the disactj However, firstly the polarimetric variation between VLT 3ada
of the symmetry axis is constant, but the eccentricity esslvVLT3b is not statistically significant, and secondly (andsino
with time. We stress that our polarimetric data can provige jimportantly), this internal shift between VLT3a and VLT3b i
formation about the projected geometry on the plane of tiye skSSentially mimicked in the same visits by the behaviour of
exclusively. Thus, we can not discard that the constantetokoN 2007uy. This suggests that this systematic shift preisent
parametres of SN 2007uy could be caused by a variable ecc@th SNe does not reflect a real polarimetric variation, but i
tricity expansion when it is viewed pole-on. p_robably just a spurious polarization fluctuation dut_a tgely
different GIP corrections for VLT3a and VLT3b whiclffects

. s o both SNe in a systematic way. In fact, in both visits the seven
% This Monte Carlo method, used for determining the probigtulis- . . - ' .
tribution for CAHA, is not optimal for the VLT and NOT data. Fthe stars (identical for both visits) used for the GIP are faitit@n
VLT and the NOT a set of simulated Stokes parametres doesetet-d SN 2007uy and SN 2008RT 080109, so they show larger pho-

mine a line passing through them (they contain more thanisyand tometric statistical fluctuations. Thus, when using SN 200&s
a formal fit is necessary. So, the histogram of orientationslsymix @ calibrator the Stokes shift between VLT3a and VLT3b almost

linear fits with diferent qualities. disappears, overlapping withino1for SN 2008DXT 080109
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(and obviously for SN 2007uy). This example illustrates thlew Gaussian distributions (as opposed®o Then, the Q,U)
importance of using the brightest common object in the fieldeighted variances were propagated yielding3d.145% con-
(SN 2007uy, even brighter than SN 20080 080109) as a ref- fidence interval 0fAP.3414500 =*5.95% around the SN 2007uy
erence star in order to remove internal spurious shiftsvbeldarycentre. Finally, using the analytic expression (Alpegiin
~ 0.2% from the Stokes plane. the Appendix of Wardle & Kronberg (1974) we estimated a
We conclude that, at a lower significance level, the unre-45% confidence interval 0AP_. 450, =j8j‘5‘%. Thus, we esti-
calibrated data still allow the existence of a symmetry déais mate that over the course of our observations of SN 2007uy its
SN 2008XT 080109 to be plausible. Therefore, in order tdotal polarization signal does not change by more than 0.29%
suggest a symmetry axis it is not strictly necessary to assu(®0% confidence interval). We double-checked that MontdoCar
that the SN 2007uy geometry is constant. However, this agsummethods impose similar limits on the SN 2007uy polarization
tion strengthens its possible existence. variability (AP.450, ~ 0.3%).

3.3. Final remarks .
: 4. Conclusions

Maund et al. (2009) report a variation in the position angkhe ) ) L
He I 15876 line based on the comparison of their two obserfor both stellar explosions our optical polarization datars
ing epochs. Thus, we have to be cautious in explaining the di¢ Pe dominated by the HGIP. This conclusion is supported
gin of the possible SN 2009®T 080109 polarization variabil- Y our 1.2mm observations, performed at and around the
ity. The SN 2008PXT 080109 polarization variation suggestedN 2008DXT 080109 position on NGC2770. The 1.2mm
by the analysis of the broad-band data could not be explained Measurements are consistent with no intrinsic emissiom fro
tally or partially, just by an axisymmetric expansion. Wacmt SN 2008DXT 080109 at this wavelength, and can be explained
discard that the polarization variability could be, to sategree, PY the host galaxy dust emission. THe inferred from our
caused by the changing relative strengths in the/dioetinuum 1.2mm observations is 1.2 mag lower than _the line-of-sight
emission, only one of which may be polarized, as discussed Wmctmn values repor.ted in the literature. Thls appecentra-
Maund et al. (2009). Thus-band polarimetric data alone Cand_lct|on can be solved if the NGC 2770 projected dust distribu
not resolve these potential components, and in principlg orjion around SN 2008[XT 080109 is composed of dense clumps
spectropolarimetry could study the impact of this, and oplos-  (Av ~ 1.2 — 2.5 mag) with a typical size: 0.16 kpc and a low
sible afects, on the evolution of the Stokes parametres. Howevi#fing factor (10-30%) in our 1.2 mm beam.
the limited time-coverage of the spectropolarimeric dataly( As a bonus, we also report the detection of 0.65/tmdgm at
two epochs available, covering 2 weeks around the lightecurg-3 mm coincident with SN 200§l T 080109 14 days after the
maximum) does not make it possible to derive strong conci§=ray outburst. This emission agrees fairly well with thghit
sions about potentiafcts which could impact our eleven visitscurve modeled at 95 GHz (Soderberg et al. 2008). Furthermore
spanning- 75 days. We can only conclude that our data sugget observation at 2.9 mm (_:arr|ed out on Novemb.er.9.3 UT 2008
a preference to an approximately axisymmetric configunatio304.8 days after the XT), imposed & 8ux upper limit of 0.30
although we can not exclude deviations from axisymmetry t§1Jybeam, so we conclude that the 3.3 mm detection is mostly
wards a more complex geometry, as discussed by Maund eti@ffinsic emission from SN 2008XT 080109.
(2009). SN 2008DXT 080109 seemed to be surrounded by an exter-
Since SN 2007uy occurred earlier tharnal thick He mantle (Mazzali et al. 2008; Modjaz et al. 2009;
SN 2008XT 080109, we have checked to what degree 9oderberg et al. 2008; Tanaka et al. 2009b), in contrasteo th
possible early fast-evolving epoch of SN 2007uy may have bede-poor XRF 060218N 2006aj (Pian et al. 2006; Soderberg et
missed by our observations. An inspection of the light carvé@l. 2006; Sollerman et al. 2006). Given that the aspheriity
of the two events shows that our data cover the rising phasere-collapse supernovae is more pronounced in the inyerda
the maximum and the decay of both objects. The polarizatié¥vang & Wheeler 2008), this could explain to some degree the
inferred for SN 2007uy in these 3 phases is consistent wihodest SN 2008[XT 080109 intrinsic polarization in compari-
being constant. Obviously, we can not discard that SN 20078§n to XRF 06021£N 2006aj (Gorosabel et al. 2006; Maund et
showed polarization variability earlier than our first epplater al. 2007).
than the last epoch or in the unavoidable temporal gaps lketwe Notwithstanding the important HGIP, a statistical anaysi
observations. So, we stress that our conclusions on SN 200l the distribution of the SN 200§ T 080109 Stokes parame-
and SN 2008[XT 080109 only refer to the time covered by outres suggests that SN 200807 080109 could exhibit an intrin-
observations. sic variable polarization component embedded in the domtina
Under the mentioned limitations, the distribution oHGIP. In contrast, the SN 2007uy polarization data can be de-
SN 2007uy on the Stokes plane imposes an upper limit on theribed by a constant projected geometry. This conclusson i
variability of its polarization. First, we calculated thd sigma achieved independent of the data being considered joinfigp-
confidence variability interval o® (U) around(Q) ((U)) us- arately according to the telescope used.
ing the weighted variané@of the Q (U) sample as an statistical ~ Assuming that the SN 2007uy projected geometry is constant
estimator. This estimator is suitable because l@#ndU fol- in time, then the evolution of the SN 20080 080109 Stokes
m - ] ) parametres could show a symmetry axis. The same concligsion i
As defined Dby the N.IS.T. (National Institute ofachjeved if no constant polarization is assumed for SN 2907u
Standards  and Technology; Gaithersburg, Maryland, USgy¢ a1 5 [ower significance level. This possible symmetrg ii

http/mww.nist.goyindex.html), Sq = /35 S, wo (Q - (Q)2  also independent of the instrumentation used to perforrolthe
) 103 . servations, supporting its reality. This potential axialdde ap-
beingwg, = —xv—, 0q the standard deviation d®;, and N the

N d proximately explained by an axisymmetric aspherical esfan
number of SN2007uy visits. The expression 8f is analogous, With variable eccentricity. However, our broad-band piotet-
replacingQ; with U;, (Q) with (U), andoq, with oy, ric data can not exclude more complex geometric configunatio
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Table 4. Linear fits on the Stokes plane of SN 2008D 080109 when no constant Stokes parametres are assumséi 2007uy. The corre-
sponding straight lines are shown in the upper panel of Fi§olumn 1 displays the telescope used and column 2 the nupfbésits or points
on the Stokes plane. Column 3 provides tRgdof of the optimal linear fit. Column 4 shows the orientatiomgles at the minima (maxima) of
the Fig. 3 upper (bottom) panel. Columns 5 and 6 provide tived@nd upper error bars around the orientation angle ofrtkar fit. As seen the
three independent data-sets (CAHA, NOT and VLT) show moattexed orientations (and also largéydof values) than the ones displayed in
Table 3, but they are still consistent within errors. Labtadine reports the results when all the data are combined.

Telescope Number of Minimum  Orientation angle Lower Errar B Upper Error Bar
visits x?/dof (degrees) (degrees) (degrees)

CAHA 2 0? 88.9 53.9 48.8

NOT 3 0.0011 -64.8 46.1 46.7

VLT 6 5.5014 -86.7 27.9 26.8

CAHA+VLT +NOT 11 9.59%9 -49.8 17.4 17.2

a In this particular casg;? = 0 and do£0 for the minimum, sq/?/dof could also be formally represented bj00

b Errors obtained through Monte Carlo methods.

like possible deviations from axisymmetry. Our results@s-

Kasen, D., Nugent, P., Wang, L., et al. 2003, ApJ, 593, 788

sistent with the SN 2008XT 080109 asphericity inferred from Kong, A. K. H., & Maccarone, T. J., 2008, Cent. Bur. Electrdalegr. 1355

spectroscopic data (Modjaz et al. 2009; Tanaka et al. 200@=)
suggest that at least the projected, if not the intrinsiongetry
of the two explosive events could befdirent.

Kramer, C., Alves, J., Lada, C., et al. 1998, A&A, 329, L33

Lemmerling, P., & van Hfiel, S., 2002, Total least squares and errors-in-
variables modeling: analysis, algorithms and applicagbn Dordretch,
Boston, Kluwer Academic.

Li, L.-X., 2008, MNRAS, 388, 603
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