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The Supernova | mpostor Impostor SN 1961V:
Spitzer Shows That Zwicky Was Right (Again)

C. S. Kochanek?, D. M. Szczygiet?, K. Z. Stanek?

ABSTRACT

SN 1961V, one of Zwicky’s defining Type V supernovae (SN), w&gseculiar transient in
NGC 1058 that has variously been categorized as either adreecollapse SN leaving a black
hole (BH) or neutron star (NS) remnant, or an eruption of aihous blue variable (LBV) star.
The former case is suggested by its association with a degagin-thermal radio source, while
the latter is suggested by its peculiar transient light ewmd its low initial expansion velocities.
The crucial difference is that the star survives a transagoption but not an SN. All stars
identified as possible survivors are significantly faintgp; ~ 10°L,, than thel ot ~ 3% 10°L,
progenitor star at optical wavelengths. While this can h@a®ed by dust absorption in a shell
of material ejected during the transient, the survivor niush be present aslar ~ 3 x 10°L,
mid-infrared source.Using archival Spitzer observations of the region, we show that such a
luminous mid-IR source is not present. The brightest source of dust emission is ohfy ~
10°L, and does not correspond to the previously identified catelidir the surviving star.
The dust cannot be made sufficiently distant and cold to asleiéction unless the ejection
energy, mass and velocity scales are those of a SN or gréaiconclude that SN 1961V
was a peculiar, but real, supernova. Its peculiarities aobgbly due to enhanced mass loss
just prior to the SN, followed by the interactions of the Siddilwave with this ejecta. This
adds to the evidence that there is a population of SN pragsnihat have major mass loss
episodes shortly before core collapse. The progenitor awanhetallicity, ~ 1/3 solar, high
massMzams = 80M, star, which means either that BH formation can be accorepany an
SN or that surprisingly high mass stars can form a NS. We alsort on the mid-IR properties
of the two other SN in NGC 1058, SN 1969L and SN 2007gr.

Subject headings. supernovae:general, supernovae: individual: SN 1961\ &9L, SN 2007gr

1. Introduction

We know that stars both explode, as core-collapse SN, apd irluminous transients that eject mass
but do not destroy the star. In some cases, both types ofdraagproduce similar, Type lIin spectra, where
the “n” indicates that the emission lines are narrg®2000 km/s) compared to a normal supernova (Schlegel
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1990, Filippenka 1997). Type lin SNe seem to be cases wherbl#st wave is interacting with a dense
circumstellar medium created either by a massive wind orsnegected in a pre-SN eruption (see, e.g.,
Smith et al. [(2008), Gal-Yam etlal. (2007) and referencegethe The mechanism of the eruptions from
LBV stars is not well-understood (see, e.g., Humphreys &i@son 1994, Smith & Owocki 2006), but they
eject material at velocities lower than normal SN. Unfodtaty, the luminosities of the faintest SN are not
well separated from those of the brightest eruptions, ngakidifficult to safely classify transients at the
boundary. These brightest of stellar eruptions are fretfyiesferred to as SN “impostors| (Van Dyk etlal.
2002). Correct classifications are important for undeditamthe rates and mechanisms of both processes.
In particular, we note the recent debates about the natUs8Nd&008S and the 2008 transient in NGC 300
(see Prieto et al. (2010) and references therein).

The most obvious difference between the two cases is thatténesurvives only in the eruption sce-
nario. Thus, there have been attempts to identify the simyistar for a number of the impostors, with can-
didates identified for SN 1954J (Smith et/al. 2001, Van DyK.e2@05), SN 1961V (see below), SN 1997bs
(Van Dyk et all 1999, Li et al. 2002), and SN 2000ch (Wagnet&&GD4 | Pastorello et &l. 2010). It is prob-
ably safe to say that none of these identifications beside20BRch is certain. There is, however, a second
test. Most of the candidate survivors are fainter than tloggmitors, and this is expected because the
surviving star lies inside a shell of ejected material thafably forms dust as it cools. For the spectac-
ular Galactic example of Carina,~ 90% of the emission is absorbed and reradiated in the micée (
Humphreys & Davidson (1994)). Thus, a good test for thesastifieations is to find the mid-IR emission
from the survivor and check that it matches the absorptidicated by the difference between the luminosi-
ties of the progenitor and the survi@)rwhile some SN may be late time IR sources, they should evolve
more rapidly and are unlikely to show the balance betweegeuritor luminosity, optical absorption and
mid-IR emission expected for a surviving star. While fregtlie noted, this test never seems to have been
carried out. We do so here for SN 1961V.

The progenitor of SN 1961V was (likely) the brightest staNiGC 1058, withm,g ~ 18 in the decades
before the transient (Bertala 1964, Zwicky 1964). UtroliiBg7) estimated magnitudes in December 1954
of B=182+0.1,V =17.7+0.3, andB-V = 0.6+ 0.3. Given a distance of.9 Mpc, the Cepheid distance
to fellow group member NGC 925 (Silbermann et al. 1996), aath@Gic extinction oE(B-V) =0.06 mag
(Schlegel et al. 1998), this corresponddvtg ~ —12, making the progenitor one of the brightest stars in any
galaxy. Detailed discussions of the light curve are preskin|Doggett & Branch (1985), Goodrich et al.
(1989), Humphreys & Davidson (1994), end Humphreys et 809}, based on the data obtained by Zwicky
(1964), Bertolal (1963), Bertola (1964), Bericla (1967)tBla & Arp (1970), and Fesen (1985). Sometime
between 1955 and 1960 the star started to brighten, reaahptefeau ofmpg ~ 14 by the summer of 1961
before briefly peaking atpg ~ 125 in December 1961. At this peak, it was brighter than the mar
of the Type IIP SN 1969L (e.g. Ciatti et/al. 1971) and complerab the peak of the Type Ic SN 2007gr
(Valenti et al/ 2008), the two other SN in NGC 1058. It thenpred in brightness, going through a series
of extended plateaus, including a 4 year period from 19636Y Wwhere it was only moderately fainter than

There can be problems in this accounting from binary congren{see Kochanek (2009)) and chance coincidences.
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the progenitor, withm,g ~ 19. After 1968 it had faded below the point of visibilityg = 22. Spectra of the
event were also peculiar (Branch & Greenstein 1971), widtixely narrow lines (FWHM= 2000 km/s),
strong helium emission lines and a constant color, res@glaln F star, near maximum light (Beriola 1965).
Based on these peculiarities, Zwicky (1964) classified SH11® along withn Carina, as a “Type V”
supernova, although the clear presence of hydrogen in tetrapwould lead to a “modern” classification
of Type lin or peculiar(Branch & Cowen 1985, Filippenko 1997

Goodrich et al.[(1989) proposed that the peculiar, extetighticurve and low velocity spectra would
be more easily explained if SN 1961V was actually an LBV anptather than an SN. They proposed that
the progenitor was a hoT( > 45000 K), luminousl(, ~ 1P“L,) star that was undergoing an S Doradus
outburst in the decades prior to the eruption. During sucbudhburst, the star has the same bolometric lu-
minosity but a far lower photospheric temperature+ 8000 K, see Humphreys & Davidsan (1994)). This
scenario requires a surviving star, and several candidaes been identified from a sequence of steadily
improving Hubble Space Telescope images by Filippenko,¢1895), Van Dyk et al! (2002) and Chu et al.
(2004) based on the accurate optical (Klemola 1986) or r¢ilianch & Cowan 1985, Cowan et al. 1988,
Stockdale et al. 2001) positions. All proposed candidatessignificantly fainter than the progenitor, with
V ~ 24 mag.

The primary counterargument to the LBV eruption hypothissieat SN 1961V also seems to be asso-
ciated with a fading, non-thermal radio source (Branch & @m4985, Cowan et al. 1988, Stockdale &t al.
2001, Chu et al. 2004) that closely resembles the propestiether radio SNe and not the fainter, thermal
emission ofy Carina. There is nho non-thermal radio emission (or even ectlen) from the SN impos-
tor/LBV eruption SN 1954J even though it is almost four tinsksser and of similar age (Eck et al. 2002).
VLBI observations in 1999 by Chu etlal. (2004) also resolvatthe radio emission, setting a minimum
radius for the radio emission of order 4 mas or abo@i¥ @c. This would require an expansion velocity of
v 2 4000 km/s that would be hard to explain with an eruption.

While the Spitzer Space Telescope (SST) was not intendestididies of individual stars at 10 Mpc,
it should have no difficulty identifying a source with the linosity of the SN 1961V progenitor star in the
outskirts of NGC 1058. Indeed, Goodrich et al. (1989) not th the infrared the source should be “the
brightest point thermal IR source in NGC 1058." Here we ushigal SST IRAC |(Fazio et al. 2004) and
MIPS (Rieke et al. 2004) data to measure the infrared enmisssociated with SN 1961V. 12182 we discuss
the available data, the astrometry relative to the HST dsed to identify candidate surviving stars, and the
resulting estimates and limits on the mid-IR luminosity. Wvedel the photometry in 83 to find that there
is insufficient infrared emission for the progenitor stahwe survived and that SN 1961V must, therefore
have been an SN. We note that Smith et al. (2010) have sineoltssty reached this conclusion based on
the gross differences between SN 1961V and other supermp@stor candidates and its greater similarity
to other core-collapse SN. 10184 we present the photometrgfb1969L and SN 2007gr, the other two SN
in NGC 1058. In Bb we discuss the consequences of SN 1961 Vidnagien an SN.



Fig. 1.— Astrometric matches between the F606W HST imagethedB6um reference image. The
top panels show a 45field of view showing three stars (labeled A, B and C and matied/’0 radius
circles) that can be well-matched between the bands. Therlpanels show a narrower A0 region
around SN 1961V corresponding to the box in the top panelsyedve have labeled the sources following

[(ZQ_dZ). The region labeled X marks the locatibaetars #6, 7, 9 and 11 from al.
@) and contains all the candidate surviving stars. &o#8 is brighter in the F814W image, and sources
#3 and 11 are only detected in the F814W image. The smalksiiial the lower panels aré’B in radius
while the large circle corresponds to thé42radius photometry apertures shown in Eig. 2.
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Fig. 2.— Mid-IR images and wavelength differenced imagethefSN 1961V region. The top panels show
the 36, 45 and 58um images of the region, the middle panels show tlt 84 and 7@m images of the
region, and the lower panels show the5K-[3.6], [5.8] —[3.6] and [80] —[3.6] wavelength differenced
images. This removes the flux from normal stars to leave onlyces of dust and PAH emission. The
panels are 19, 30’0 and 600 in size for the IRAC, 24m and 7Q:m bands, respectively. The large black
circles in the IRAC, 24 and 70m panels have radii of’2, 3’4 and 160, respectively, and correspond to
the aperture sizes used for photometry. The small@rradius circles mark the positions of star #8 and
the region X encompassing the candidate surviving starsal¥éeanalyzed the IRAC images of the region
using a 36 radius aperture and DAOPHOT.
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Fig. 3.— Mid-IR SEDs of the SN 1961V region. The total emissie described by the large aperture
MIPS fluxes and either the’8 (open squares) or’2a (filled squares) IRAC apertures. With DAOPHOT
we attempt to separate the fluxes of star #8 (filled triangles)the region X (open triangles) that contains
all the proposed surviving stars. For comparison, we shailv @pen pentagons the SEDpfCarina from
Humphreys & Davidson (1994), which roughly has the propsnive expect for SN 1961V. The¢2 IRAC
apertures combined with the 2¢h luminosity and the 7@m upper limit will be our standard comparison
SED. Note that region X has an SED dropping to longer wavétengndicating it is dominated by stellar
emission, while star #8 has an IR excess.
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2. Dataand Infrared Luminosity Estimates

NGC 1058 has been observed twice with IRAC and MIPS, as suineaain Tabld L. The total ex-
posure times are 1530 s =450 s for the IRAC bands, 16-80 s =40 s for the MIPS 24m band and
3 x 3 s=9s for the MIPS 70m band. The SST sensitivity estimates for these exposurestame (B6,
0.62, 41, 4.7, 25 and 3400 Jy, at 36, 4.5, 5.8, 80, 24 and 7@m, respectively. If we convert these into
3o limits onvL, in each band at the distance to NGC 1058, they corresponddt®, 3800, 17000, 14000,
25000 and 2 x 106L@ for the 36, 4.5, 5.8, 80, 24 and 7@m bands, respectively. In practice, we would be
confusion limited in the IRAC bands were we trying to reacbsth detection limits, but, as Goodrich et al.
(1989) noted, we should have little difficulty finding the egped> 10PL, mid-infrared source!

We downloaded the Post-Basic Calibrated Data (PBCD) faelprograms from the Spitzer archive.
These IRAC images are two-times oversampled and have aguatd of 060, while the MIPS 24m and
70um images have pixel scales of45 and 40 respectively compared to native pixel scales @2 and
52 (narrow field of view). We aligned and combined the data émheband using the ISIS (Alard & Lupton
1998, Alard 2000) image subtraction package. We also us&ittSdifference image between the avail-
able epochs, to search for any signs of variability, and fferdince image between wavelengths. The latter
technique takes advantage of the fact that all “normal’ssteave the “same” mid-IR colors, so normal
stars effectively “vanish” to leave only the red stars daadal by dust emission and emission by the in-
terstellar medium (see Khan et al. 2010). This wavelengffierdncing procedure isolates the relatively
rare, dusty stars without the crowding from the normal st&ke also obtained the HST images used by
Van Dvk et al. (2002) so that we could astrometrically mat&h3pitzer data with the progenitors discussed
by [Filippenko et al.[(1995), Van Dyk etial. (2002) and Chu e{2004). We also examined the more re-
cent images of the area from October 2007 (Van Dyk/11119)amlist 2008 (Li/10877), but these do not
significantly improve on the prior data.

Fig.[d shows a wide field and close-up view of the SN 1961V megiothe HST WFPC2 F606W
(Ilingworth/5446) and IBum reference images. Clearly, with Spitzer's resolution wk e unable to
obtain photometry for all the individual stars identifiedtie HST image, particularly at the longer wave-
lengths. We see counterparts in thé:8n image to star #8, the group of stars #5/6/7/9/11 (which wk wi
refer to as region X) and star #3. Stars #3 and #11 are noleisilihe F606W image, but are detected in
the F814W image. The large black circle i$42in radius and represents one of the apertures we used for
photometry.

Fig.[2 shows regions around SN 1961V for all 6 Spitzer bandsugéd black circles to mark thé £
photometric aperture we used to estimate the fluxes on IRA@&s, as well as the¢’3 and 160 apertures
used to measure fluxes in the.@4and 700zm MIPS bands respectively. For clarity, the alternatiVé 3
aperture used for the IRAC bands is not shown. We also showalelength differenced images between
3.6um and the other three IRAC bands. We see that most of the sourdbhe 36pum image are normal
stars, since they fade away at longer wavelengths and dgopegain the wavelength differenced images.
There is some dust related emission, much of which seems éasdmeiated with source #8, for which we
lack an optical color because it lay just off the field edgeha F814W and F450W images analyzed by
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Van Dvk et al. |(2002), and possibly with source #10. Chu g28104) identify star #7 as the only point-like
source of Hv emission. The complex of sources corresponding to starg #,and 11 in_Van Dyk et al.
(2002), which we have labeled region X in Hif). 1, appears @ Im@ significant excess emission due to dust
even though they correspond to all the claimed counterpa®N 1961V (see below).

We estimated the fluxes using two procedures. First, we ginged aperture photometry (the IRAF
apphot package). We used signal aperture radii (backgraondli) of 2’4 (274-7"2) and 36 (36-8"3)
for the IRAC bands, 85 (670-870) at 24:m and 160 (18'0-39’0) at 7Qum. The background was esti-
mated using the mode of the background pixels aftep@tlier rejection, an approach which should work
reasonably well in crowded regions. We also compensatetthégoresence of the edge of theur®image.
No source was identified at Zén, so we estimated as3upper limit on the flux. We used the standard
Spitzer corrections for these apertlﬁeléor the 24 (3”6) IRAC aperture these are 1.213, 1.234, 1.379 and
1.584 (1.124, 1.127, 1.143 and 1.234) for th&usn, 45um, 58um and 80um bands, respectively, with
uncertainties of order 1-2%. For the 24 and.i#0apertures, they are8) and 207 and are accurate to
about 5%. The resulting flux estimates are presented in J@xed B.

While the large aperture photometry provides a consemvaipper limit on the luminosity of any
individual source, it is clear that the flux near SN 1961V cardivided over several sources in the IRAC
images. To better account for the effects of overlappingsP8&n is possible with aperture photometry,
we also analyzed the region with DAOPHQT (Stetson 1987)antiqular dividing the IRAC flux between
source #8 and the complex of sources in region X associatddtiaé candidate surviving stars. For the
still lower resolution MIPS images, no attempt was made taddi the flux over sub-components. The
DAOPHOT results are also presented in Tdble 2. [Hig. 3 comphese estimates to each other as well as
to the SED ofy Carina from_ Humphreys & Davidson (1994). The total flux, eirethe large apertures, is
far less than that aj Carina, which roughly has the luminosity and SED we expacbfe 1961V. The sub-
components are then significantly less luminous, althobghIAOPHOT division into two sources does
not capture all the flux in the aperture, and we again see thiég star #8 has an IR excess, the region X
containing all the proposed surviving stars seems not to.aMé checked for variability in the IRAC and
24um bands, finding none to limits of roughly 10%.

We also report photometry for Stars A, B and C in Fip. 1, Van Byhl. (2002) star #3, SN 1969L
(Ciatti et al: 1971) and SN 2007gr (Crockett et al. 2008, Malet al. 2008). The location of SN 1969L was
only covered by some of the images and SN 2007gr is only présehe later data, so we only analyzed
the relevant images but followed the same procedures. Weadrthined upper limits on any flux from
SN 1969L, while SN 2007gr was a very bright source. We disthissesults for these SN ini84.

2http://ssc.spitzer.caltech.edu/irac/iracinstrumanttbook/ and http://ssc.spitzer.caltech.edu/mipsimspsimenthandbook/
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3. Modds

We model the spectral energy distributions (SED) using DY $Vezic & Elitzur 11997, Ivezt et al.
1999, Elitzur & Ivezi [2001). We assumed a dusty shell with a density distributiotyr? and an outer
radius at twice the distance of the innBy = 2R;,. This assumption has little affect on the results. The
models are specified by the temperature of the illuminatlagkibody, the stellar temperatufg, the optical
depth of the shelty at V band, and the dust temperatdgeat the inner edge of the shell. We tabulated the
models for Draine & Le€ (1984) graphitic and silicate dusithwhe standard size distributions assumed by
DUSTY for stellar temperatures @t = 5000, 7500, 10000, 15000, 20000, 30000 and 40000 K, inrge ed
dust temperatures from 50 to 900 K in steps of 50 K, and V-bantidal depths ofy, =0 to 6 in steps of A
and7y = 6 to 30 in steps of @. Our approach will be to normalize the models based on thgrpnsient
luminosity and then constrain the optical depth to matchltheof the candidate survivors, leaving as the
remaining variable the dust temperature.

Given the stellar luminosity, the dust temperature is aeiteed by the shell radius, and the shell radius
is closely related to the physics of the transient. Sinceptbgenitor must have been essentially unobscured
pre-transieﬁ, we know that any obscuring material must have been ejeatd®61. If the velocity is
restricted by the FWHM of the optical lines, roughly 2000 kr(é.g. Branch & Greenstein 1971), then the
current radius of the material is

- 7 Vej
R~ 1.4x 10! (71000 km/5> cm 1)

where we set the elapsed time to 43 years (1961 to 2004) anetlihty ve; to half of the FWHM. In our
standard models we consider those with inner shell radii thésvalue, which is mildly conservative given
that the inner edge dominates the dust emission. The ougger isdhen at twice this distance and so has
twice the expansion velocity.

The only way to escape our eventual limits is to make the dusbfl that it cannot be detected given
Spitzer's diminishing sensitivity at longer wavelengthor the dust temperature to be low, the dust must
be distant, and for the simple case of radiative equilibriiemdust radiating as a black body, the dust

temperature is
T= L, v =142 Ly Y (107 om) P2 K 2
~ \ 1670R2 - 3x 10°L R

(e.g. L\Wright (1980)) corresponding to an SED peaking near20um that will be strongly constrained

by the 24:m data. DUSTY, with better dust emissivity models, usualigdicts higher inner edge dust
temperatures than this simple model but a similar peak éonisgavelength. Lowering the dust temperature
to raise the peak wavelength requires a larger dust raditgnbving the shell to a larger radius requires

30therwise, its already high luminosity would quickly exdelY L, after extinction corrections! Adding additional unretate
foreground extinction only strengthens our conclusioreahbse it will adjust the progenitor luminosity upwards with contribut-
ing to the mid-IR flux.
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rapid increases in both the ejected mass and energy. Thad/dgdical depth of the shell is

4rRnRot ~ \ Mg / \500 cn¥/g/ \ Rin Rin
wherexop = 1500 = 500 cnt/g is the optical opacity for a dust to gas ratio of roughly E4y( Semenov et al.

2003), Mg; is the ejected mass in which the dust forms, and the shell liEnsity profilec 1/r? from
Rin < R< Ryy. Equivalently, the required mass is

o 500\ [ Rin Rn \°
o013 () () (sovem) Mo “

Assuming a thin shell witliR,, ~ Ry = R for simplicity, the energy of the ejecta,

1 K R \*
Eej = éMeJVgJ =7x 10477'V <,‘§;i(;:)> <m> ergs (5)

increases very rapidly with increasing shell radius beea@ath the velocity and mass must be larger for
larger distances. The energy required reaches an SN-ligaitmde of 18! ergs forR~ 6 x 10177\;1/4 cm,

as does the velocity and mass. Making the dust distant ertouaghcold forces the mass, velocity and energy
budgets out of the LBV transient range. Phrasing the scatingrms of the peak wavelengthlg; o A?;eak
andEgj o< /\?)eak’ further emphasizes the problem with this solution. Usinbiek shell exacerbates these

problems since it leads to a larger mass-weighted radius.

In order to understand the mid-infrared limits we must fited@se which HST star to call the survivor
(see Figl1l). Filippenko et al. (1995) propose star #6, witnB V magnitudes of 282+ 0.25 and 2450+
0.16 mag!/ Van Dyk et all (2002) propose star #11, which theynedé to have an | magnitude of.34-0.22,
B-I > 1andV -I| > 1.1 mag. Chu et al| (2004) propose star #7 ftom Van Dyk et al.4200ith B, V and
| magnitudes of 24044 0.14, 2385+ 0.14 and 2383+ 0.14, respectively. Chu et al. (2004) prefer this
identification because (1) it appears to be spatially cdemi with the radio source, (2) it appears to be
the only Hx source, and (3) its H line has broad wings (at least550 km/s, limited by the noise in the
spectrum). It does not, however, have the forbidden lin@4] (\6300A, [OIll] A4959/5007A) expected
from a remnant, suggesting thexdmission is stellar. It is also too blue to be well-modeledragxtincted
(hot) star, as noted hy Chu et al. (2004). Of the Van Dyk ei26l0P) candidates closest to the preferred
positions, #5 and #9 also have the wrong spectral slopese whiand #11 are easily fit. Star #8, which has
not been proposed as a candidate because it is too distainé @nly nearby source with significant dust
emission (see Figkl 2 ahfl 3).

In practice, it matters little which star we use for the swovi They are all faint compared to the
progenitor star and so must be heavily extincted in the apti©nce most of the optical/UV flux must
be absorbed, it matters little for the expected mid-IR lupsities whether it is 90% or 99%. Similarly,
the spectral shape of the candidate matters little, sineeghical depth is principally determined by the
magnitude difference between the survivor and the progerather than the color. Thus, for simplicity we
will simply give the survivor the typical magnitude of thenchdatesy = 24 mag, and ignore the colors.
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Fig. 4.— Models normalized by the pre-outburst magnitudeldtmobin (1987). The predicted SEDs for
graphitic (silicate) dust shown by the heavy solid (dashrayes lie far above thtotal mid-IR emission
(filled squares) from the SN 1961V region let alone that of amly-component (see Fig. 3). In this case,
the progenitor model (light solid curve) isTa = 7500 K black body normalized to match the pre-outburst
magnitudes (open squares) from Utrohin (1987). The prégehiminosity isL, = 1P°L, and it would
increase, leading to larger discrepancies, if we used a&hmHower stellar temperature. The V band optical
depths are chosen to match the luminosity correspondingrtigemericv = 24 mag extincted, surviving star
(filled pentagon), and the inner shell radius is set to beedos.d’ cm.
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Fig. 5.— Models following the Goodrich etlal. (1989) scenaifhe predicted SEDs for graphitic (silicate)
dust shown by the heavy solid (dashed) curves still lie wedh@ thetotal mid-IR emission (filled squares)
from the SN 1961V region let alone that of any sub-componseé Fig[B). In this case, the progenitor
model (light solid curve) is &, = 30000 K black body normalized to match the Goodrich et £33)
normalizing magnitude oB = 22 mag, leading to a stellar luminosity bf = 10°°L, that is somewhat
low. The V band optical depths are again chosen to match thébsity corresponding to our generic
V =24 mag extincted, surviving star (filled pentagon), andrther shell radius is set to be close td-16m.
For T, = 40000 K,L, would double and be closer to matching the luminosity in Bigwhich would also
double the mid-IR discrepancy.
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on the mid-IR emissiony?® < 24 in Eqn[®) for cold T, = 7500 K, top) and hotT, = 30000 K, bottom) stars
and either graphitic (left) or silicate (right) dust. Thetieal lines indicate the minimuni = 0) luminosity
consistent with & =24 mag survivor. The open pentagon marks the solution \wétptoperties typically
associated with LBV transient hypothesid.at= 10°2L, andvej = 1000 km/s.
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Fig. 7.— Limits on the mid-IR SED of SN 1969L (filled triang)eand the observed SED of SN 2007gr
(filled squares). The filled R-band point fram Valenti et 2008) corresponds to the epockL{ days) of
the IRAC observations while the open point correspondseaa@fioch 31 days) of the MIPS observations.
The heavy solid curve is a 5000 K black body with luminosit$-410. .
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We have two possible choices for the intrinsic propertiethefstar. First, we can simply normalize
it using the pre-transient luminosities. Alternativelyg wan follow_Goodrich et al. (1989) and assume that
the star was in an S Doradus phase just before the transidriteennow returned to its hotter, but similar
luminosity quiescent state. If we set the stellar tempeeatni T, = 7500 K and normalize it by the Utrobin
(1987) magnitudes, we get a luminosity lof ~ 10°°L. This is higher than the Goodrich et al. (1989)
proposal of 184L ., but matches their proposed S Doradus outburst temperataragrees tolerably well
with the B-V color from|Utrobin (1987). Both raising and lowering thewas&d temperature increases the
luminosity because fof, = 7500 K the peak of the SED lies near the normalizing photdmbands. In
fact, with any significant change in the temperature, theédosity becomes impossibly large,(> 107L.).

Fig.[4 shows the resulting models. Dust optical depths,of 7 and 115 for graphitic and silicate
dusts lead to enough extinction to make the optical flux adest with av = 24 mag flux for the surviving
star. Choosing inner edge dust temperaturegyef 500 and 300 K corresponds to putting the inner edge
for the dusty shell aR~ 1.3 x 10!’ cm. The outer edge dust temperatures are roughly 140 K. UWsing
thin shell, withRy: = 1.2Ri, instead of R, leads to no significant changes. It is immediately apparenit t
the predicted mid-IR emission is grossly discrepant withdbnstraints even when we compare the model
to the integrated emission from the region (defined here by2td IRAC fluxes and the MIPS aperture
fluxes) without any division of the emission over the muttisburces within it (see Fid.3). The cool stellar
temperature exacerbates the problem because much of thERnemission is little affected by extinction.

The alternate hypothesis, that the star has reverted toesapnt hot state (Goodrich et al. 1989),
changes things little. Here we assume that the survivinghstanow left its S Doradus phase, and again has
a high photospheric temperature with a quiescent magnthatds 4 mag fainter than before the eruption,
B ~ 22 mag. For black bodies wiffi, = 30000 K and 40000 K, this implies luminosities lof = 10°?L
andL, = 10°°L, that are significantly below that implied by the pre-eruptlominosities, as also noted
by [Humphreys et al. (1999). Figl 5 presents The= 30000 K models. The visual optical depths are now
much smaller4, = 2.5 and 45 for graphitic and silicate dusts) because most of the flix ke UV where
the dust opacities are higher. Choosing inner edge dusteeiyses ofly = 400 and 300 K corresponds to
putting the inner edge for the dusty shell at rougRly 1.5 x 10t cm. The outer edge dust temperatures are
roughly 100 K. Again, using a thin shell leads to no signifiazittanges. The discrepancies are smaller here,
partly because the stellar luminosity is a factor of 5 lovimartin the models of Figl 4, and partly because the
star has little near-IR luminosity compared to the cooledalo Nonetheless, the predicted mid-IR fluxes
are still much higher than allowed by the observations. iRgithe stellar temperature T = 40000 K in
order to better match the pre-transient luminosity or thedsich et al. (1989) models makes the problem
worse by a factor of two.

In the end, the two most important variables are the intitigininosity and the radius of the dust
shell, or equivalently the ejection velocity of the matkriéle can explore these models by normalizing our
DUSTY models to fit the generig = 24 mag of the obscured progenitor star and then keepingtbely
models consistent with the total luminosity of the regibghs()\), again defined by the’2 aperture IRAC
luminosities and the MIPS aperture luminosities and limiise shell radius, or equivalently the expansion
velocity, is the primary secondary variable. We can qugrtié consistency using the mid-IR luminosities
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for the region as luminosity limits based on the metric

2= (Lmoa )/ Lobs()) (6)
|

where \j corresponds to the 6 Spitzer bantlgys(\i) is the Spitzer luminosity limit andlog(Ai) is the
luminosity predicted by the model. An SED passing exactipulh these 6 values or limits would have
x2 = 6, while those that are too bright will have higher valued #mse that are fainter will have lower
values. At least for the IRAC bands, we know that these lapgtare luminosities are subdivided over
multiple sources and so are upper limits even if any of theidentifications are correct. In F[g. 6 we
show all cases withy? < 24, which corresponds to the typical model luminosity beinige the observed
upper limit, for stellar temperatures @f = 7500 and 30000 K and for graphitic and silicate dusts. As the
secondary parameter we use the radius of the inner edge sidhie or equivalently the expansion velocity
of the shell. We only show cases with > 0.1.

If the star is hot,T. = 30000 K, then the stellar luminosity has to be at ldast- 10°2L, in order to
fit the optical luminosity of the surviving star. This is aiy high enough to make it very difficult to fall
below the upper limits on the mid-IR luminosities in the mnese of any dust. A few silicate models work by
putting the shell so far out that the dust is cold enough tadsatbbut the weak 70m limit or by making the
optical depth significantly less than unity. More solutiems possible when the starlis= 7500 K, because
the star is intrinsically less luminous for the same V banamadization. We see the expected trend allowing
more luminous stars for more distant and colder shells. & asx no solutions in the regime required by the
LBV eruption hypothesis.

We see no signs of variability in the mid-IR at the level of ab®0% of the IRAC fluxes, although we
would not expect to given the limited time baseline. While éxisting data is not of high enough quality to
make the test, we note that the optical variability shouldigeificant given the parameters of our models.
As the optical depth drops, the source should become speaijhter, as is observed far Carina (e.g.
Humphreys & Davidson 1994, Humphreys et al. 1999). If we radize the optical depth te; and timety,
the optical depth scales as= 71(t1/t)?> (Eqn.[3), although the expected magnitude does not simplie sc
with 7 because it includes both scattering and absorption. If we#da= 4.5 from the silicate models for a
hot star, then & = 24.0 mag progenitor in 2004, then it should have beer7 25ag in 1995, and should be
234 mag in 2010, 23 mag in 2015, and 22 mag in 2020. In the cool star models the evolution is even
more dramatic because of the higher optical depths. As Call 004) noted, there is no sign of optical
variability in the published data.

4. SN 1969L and SN 2007gr

Since we were analyzing the Spitzer data already, we mahsheefluxes associated with the other
two SN in NGC 1058, SN 1969L and SN 2007gr, reporting theirdtuin Table§12 and 3 and presenting
their SEDs in Fidgl7. SN 1969L lay outside theuffd image, and the image was taken before SN 2007gr,
so we have no information on their i/ fluxes. We detected no flux above background at the location
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of SN 1969L (Ciatti et al. 1971), at limits omlL, of 10* to 1PL.. Here we used thes3upper bounds
from the 3’6 radius IRAC aperture and the normal24 aperture. The observations of Type Ic SN 2007gr
(Crockett et al. 2008, Valenti etlal. 2008) were taken 17 @And 31 (MIPS) days after the R-band peak.
The mid-IR luminosities are comparable to what was expeftiec&N 1961V, with luminosities/L,, of
1070, 1¢P8, 10P5, 10°4 and 16 for the 36, 45, 58, 80 and 24m bands respectively. The SED, as
shown in Fig[7, is falling rapidly in the mid-IR, indicatinpat the emission is not dominated by a cool
dust echo. We estimated R-band magnitudes at the two epdd&6oand 143 mag based on the light
curve in Valenti et al. (2008). The combined optical and MRASED is well fit as a 5000 K black body
with a luminosity of 164L.. If we look at the wavelength differenceds4m image from before the SN,
there does appear to be excess emission, consistent wifltedeence of the stars having K band excesses
in ICrockett et al.[(2008), but with the resolution of Spitaed the presence of bright stars just North and
South of the site, we cannot say more.

5. Discussion

The basic conundrum is simple. All possible surviving staes far fainter than the progenitor in the
optical. This requires significant visual optical depthglsat most of the surviving star's luminosity is re-
radiated in the mid-IR. However, this opacity must be sugaply the material ejected during the transient,
and dusty shells ejected at the low velocities of the LBV lilgpsis and irradiated by a surviving star lead to
mid-IR luminosities in gross conflict with the observatiblaits. The discrepancy is not a subtle problem,
but a disagreement of an order of magnitude or more. Thedlioatild be evaded by pushing the shell so
far outward in radius that the dust temperature is too lowaeetsignificant emission in the@to 24um
range, but this solution requires shell masses, veloditiesenergies that are extreme even for a true SN.
The simplest solution to these problems is that SN 1961V wé#act a supernova and there is no surviving
star.

To escape the conclusion that SN 1961V was a supernova esghiat an assumption about the prop-
erties of the star or its surrounding dust is greatly in eNde can enumerate three possibilities for changes
in the stellar properties: (1) the system was (bolometgirauper-luminous for 3 decades prior to the
transient; (2) the surviving star has been (bolometrigallyb-luminous for the- 5 decades after the tran-
sient; and (3) there is no dust and the star now has a very ligtogpheric temperaturd, ~ 70000 to
100000 K, so that the faintness of the survivor is entirelg tubolometric corrections. In (1) and (2), the
change in bolometric luminosity must be an order of magmitodmore. In case (3), such a radical increase
in photospheric temperature would have be accompaniedgoyfisant mass loss which would be hard to
reconcile with the requirement for no dust. Deeper ultrigtiobservations than the available GALEX data
would constrain this possibility, The remaining possthilis that the dust covering fraction is very small,
less than 10%, with our line of sight coincidentally pasdimgugh one of the optically thick patches. The
mid-IR emission is then reduced by the covering fractionthis scenario we should still see the steady
optical brightening created by an expanding shell. Nonéhe$é¢ possibilities seems terribly attractive or
plausible.
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If SN 1961V was a supernova, then it becomes one of the rarestN®bservations of its progenitor
star, and the only one with a relatively detailed pre-explodight curve (see Smartt 2009). We know it
was very luminousl, ~ 10%3L, and likely hot in quiescence following the arguments of Groh et al.
(1989). Based on the emission line ratios reported by Gobdht al. (1989) for the Western HIl region
(the Eastern HII region overlaps the region with SN 1961V ahdws evidence for contamination by a
SN remnant), we estimate an oxygen abundance of approxin@gfollowing Kewley & Ellison (2008)
or approximately~ 1/3 Solar and similar to the metallicity of the LMC. This locakasurement is a little
lower than estimates of 1/2 Solar from the metallicity gradient measurements by Fsoguet al.(1998). If
we select stars at the end points of the Padua (Marigalet@®)28ochrones with TtL,, < L, < 1055 and
20000 K< T, < 40000 K, they correspond to very massive stars, Wilaus > 80M, for all metallicities
from LMC to Solar.

These properties are very similar to those of the only otiigdr mass progenitor to be identified, that
of SN 2005gl |(Gal-Yam et al. 2007, Gal-Yam & Leonard 2009)r fheir measurements and parameters (a
progenitor withV = 20.044+ 0.15 mag at 66 Mpc witie(B-V) ~ 0.07), this progenitor had a luminosity
similar to that of SN 1961V, with.,, ~ 106-7L@ for T, =20000 K. Like SN 1961V it was a Type lIn, and it had
a comparable peak luminosity, nddy ~ —17 mag. Gal-Yam et al. (2007) and Gal-Yam & Leonard (2009)
propose that the spectral properties of SN 2005g! are be&iiard by heavy mass loss or mass ejections
closely correlated with the SN. In fact, there is growingdevice that pre-supernova bursts of mass loss,
while not common, are also not rare. The most remarkableisdle eruption observed two years prior to
the peculiar Type Ib SN 2006jc (Pastorello et al. 2007), heilight curves of other SN show strong evidence
for mass ejection episodes shortly before the SN (e.g., S8@0 SN 2005ap, SN 2006tf, SN 2007va, see,
e.g.,. Smith et all (2008), Kozlowski et gl. (2010)). The cak8N 2006jc may be particularly apt since the
spectral evidence for excess helium (Branch & Greenstéid 1€uggests that SN 1961V was close to being
a Type Ib rather than a Type lIin/pec.

Suppose we interpret SN 1961V in this context. In this vidw, pre-SN light curve of SN 1961V is
mapped into the pre-SN history of mass loss, and these pbasssss loss are then mapped into the post-
SN light curve. We modify the_Goodrich et/al. (1989) scenasofollows. In quiescence, the progenitor
is a hot star with a low density fast wind. Sometime before0l@i&ely closer to 1800), the star transi-
tions from the compact, hoff{ ~ 40000 K) state with a low density, high velocity wind to (oreeage)

a cooler T, ~ 7500 K) star with a high density, lower velocity wind. Thempand 1955 (not 1960) the
star undergoes an LBV (or other) eruption to produce theppak luminosity plateau, accompanied by a
further rise in the wind density and a higher wind velocitheTight curves in Branch & Greensteln (1971)
and Doggett & Branch (1935) appear to allow the outburst @basommence earlier than 1960 due to the
poor quality of the magnitude limits from 1955 to 1960. TherDiecember 1961, the star undergoes core
collapse and produces an SN, leading to the luminosity pEla&.outgoing shock wave now interacts with
the previous mass loss history, where the first, more lunsrmst-SN plateau is due to interactions with
the LBV eruption ejecta, and the second, longer plateauéstduhe wind emitted in the cool phase. The
luminosity then drops dramatically when the shock waveheadhe low density wind of the pre-explosion
hot star phase.
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The observed velocities now represent the velocity of thpaeaing shock wave rather than the wind.
Suppose we try to power the light curve using the luminosisilable from shock heating the circumstellar
medium (CSM),

S . M Vs 3 /100km/s\ / ¢
-= TWEM ~10 <1CTZM@/year> <4000km/s) ( Vv ) (ﬁ) Lo 0

whereM is the mass loss rate, is the wind velocityys is the shock velocity andis the radiative efficiency
(e.g.[Chugai & Danziger 1994). Here we have scaletb the 4000 km/s suggested by the VLBI obser-
vations of_Chu et al. (2004). Using 2000 km/s simply drives tequired mass loss rates upwards while
making it easier to have extended, post-SN luminosity plate

The difficult part about producing the first post-transiemhinosity plateau is its duration. The length
of the plateau, should be roughly, ~ tevy,/Vs, wherete is the duration of the eruption prior to 1961. If
te ~ 1 year and, ~ 0.5 years, as in the description of the light curve by Goodrichllg1989), the required
velocity ratiow,/vs ~ 1/2 seems unphysical. However, if however, the eruption conwexe closer to
1955, so thate ~ 5 years, but was missed due to the shallowness of the ohisaiwv@Branch & Greenstein
1971,/ Doggett & Branch 1935), then we need only heyes ~ 1/10. Suppose we adopt/viy = 5, then
reproducing the plateau luminosity of order~ 2 x 10'L, (mpg >~ 17) requires a mass loss rate of

2
M o 0.03<74000km/ S> <5ﬂ> <E> M., /year ®)
€

Vs Vs

which is grossly consistent with an LBV eruption (Humphr&Bavidson 1994). This rises to 78 /year
if we usevs = 2000 km/s. In either case, enough mass is involved that wetralso be underestimating
the radiative efficiency (see Smith & McCray 2007).

The shock then moves out through the lower density matawah the earlier “S Doradus” phase —
here we simply envision an extended period where the star &verage producing a relatively dense wind.
The necessary shock luminosity is now 10 times lower, andrevéree to make the ratie; /v, much larger
since we have no definitive time scale for the start of thisspHaeyond that it began before1930. Thus,
the mass loss rate need only be

Vs €

N N4X10_4<4000km/s>3( Viw (0.1

100K/ —) Mg /year, ©)

which is relatively easy for an LBV produce even outside afpgions. Heress/vy, = 40, so the enhanced
mass loss phase would have started circa 1800 in order totnaké years. The biggest problem with this
schematic is that the material ejected prior to the SN caitself form significant amounts of dust or the
progenitor would have been self-obscured, similar to SNBE0@&ee, e.d., Prieto et al. 2008).

Not only was the progenitor of SN 1961V massiWzavs = 80M, but it must also have been rel-
atively massive at death. While appearing to be rich in hel{@ranch & Greenstein 1971), it was still
a Type Il SN, rather than a Type Ib or Ic. We found no detailegl sarpernova models for this mass and
metallicity range, but it is in the regime that Heger et|lald2) estimate would be weak Type Ib/c fall-back
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SN leading to black hole formation. The solar metallicitydals inl\Woosley et all (2002) have already lost
much of their helium to mass loss. For their low metallicitpaels (10 solar!), the star would need to be
more massive at death thah~ 30M, in order to retain any hydrogen. If it was a fall-back SN fongni

a BH, SN 1961V was not notably sub-luminous. Alternativalgme massive stars may still form NSs,
as suggested by the existence of a magnetar in Westerlundelprdgenitor of this NS seems to require a
> 40M, progenitor given the other massive stars in the cluster (veirall 2006), unless it can be explained
by binary evolution and mass transfer (Belczynski & Taam&08ince it takes virtually no mass to power
accretion onto a- 10Mg, black hole at the Eddington limit compared to the ejectedsnas might expect
the newly formed BH to accrete at the Eddington limit for ateexied period of time. However, Perna et al.
(2008) found no X-ray emission from the site to a limitlgf < 6 x 10°” ergs/s (2-10 ke\@in March 2000,
corresponding to a limit of order 5% of Eddington.

Finally, the existence of other Type lIn supernova reqginmajor mass loss events shortly before
collapse changes our prior on the likelihood of such cotiara for SN 1961V. Rather than being bizarre,
it is simply the closest example, one which is so close thatodd see the pre-SN activity. SN 1961V,
SN 2005g! and their relatives are all cases where the ctetklaass loss is large and dramatic. We usually
assume that stars are evolving quasi-statically in thetrdhases, with no indicators of imminent death, yet
this clearly does not hold for this class of objects. It is areliesting question whether this phenomenon
is limited to a special class of SN, as proposed by Gal-Yanh/¢2@07), or that we presently only notice
the most dramatic examples of a more ubiquitous phenoménaither case, it appears that studies of SN
progenitors should evolve from simple attempts to obtaimgle snapshot of the star to monitoring their
behavior over their final years.
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*With a similar limit of < 2 x 10*” ergs/s for the softer 0.3-8 keV band (Soria & Perna 2010afgicommunication).
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Table 3. MIPS Photometry

Source [24] [70]
(mJy) (mJy)
SN1961V area @26+0.0039 <80
Star #3 0089+ 0.0044
Star A 0043+ 0.0082 e
Star B 0094+ 0.0080 < 190
Star C 0027+0.0049 < 178
SN 2007gr 3155+ 0.0398
SN 1969L < 0.063

Note. — Flux limits are 3 limits.
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