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ABSTRACT

Aims. We have performed optical polarimetric observations of 3N 2006aj associated to the X-ray flash (XRF) of February 0862
XRF 060218 that provide information on its expansion geoynet

Methods. The data were acquired in tieband with the 0.7m telescope of Crimea, 2.5m Nordic Opfie&scope and the 2.2m of Calar Alto.
Results. We report the detection of linear polarization between 3 3@dlays after the gamma-ray eveht-(ty). This represents the first
polarization detection of a Ic supernova (SN) associateaht&XRF. Our data exhibit a degree of linear polarizatiBh groundP ~ 4% at
t—to ~ 35 days, followed by a constant polarization phase Witk 1.4% at 137 < t — to < 39 days. Our data suggest a decayjrand
more interestingly, show a position angé® (otation of~ 100° comparing data taken before and after Baband lightcurve peak.
Conclusions. The reported polarization measurements can be explaindelgyolution of an asymmetric SN expansion. We discuss\arale
ingredients that could account for the obsergedtation.
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1. Introduction some counterexamples exist (Leonard ef_al. 2006). The very

) . w polarimetric studies of Ic SNe related to GRBs do not al-
The3wift satellite detected a long-soft gamma-ray burst (GR w yet to infer clear global polarimetric flierences with nor-

gtt‘;]: Fleb. 1%1;1_? 20_06 uT, (Cgsut;“f‘”o etlal. 2006), shovg%l Ic SNe. However, as we report in this Letter, some normal
oth a low redshift1 = 0.033, Mirabal & Halpern 2006) an Ic SNe like SN 2002ap (Mazzali et al._2002) share some sim-

axpées I(()Gegzelrgyh(Can'fltpan?:et ﬁl' 20b06), typical of X'ff'iy f:;:,Slﬁ\ﬁatgrities with SN 20064aj; polarization levels abovel% and,
( ereafter). Further observations associblei more interestingly, long-term rotations in the polarieatangle

Ic-type supernova, SN 2006aj (Masetti ef al. 2006; Sodgrbier Kawabata et al_2002).
al.[2006; Pian etal. 2006).T_his finding strengthened_everrem(g Most of the SN intrinsic polarization detections are at-
the already solid long-duration GRBupernova link (Hjorth et yipyted to the break of the symmetry around line of sight du
all2003; Stanek et &l. 2003). to a Thompson photon scattering through an aspherical SN ex-
Since 1999 (Covino et al._1999) several GRB afterglovsansion (Kasen et gl._2003). This polarization is expeated t

have shown optical polarization at a level ofl-3% (see decay as t-2, as the atmosphere expands and the optical depth
Gorosabel et al._2004 and references therein). Opticalrsug@nd hence the polarization) falls (Leonard efal._ 2006)tst
novae (SNe), including typical Ic-types not related to GRBgases the afterglow is so strong that overshines the SN-polar
do not tend to show optical polarization abov&%. However, jzation component (for instance in GRB 030329; Greiner et al
2003). In this Letter we report the first polarization deitt

* Based on observations made with the Nordic Optical Telescopgo date_‘ of a SN associated t.o a.m XRF, not C,Ommg from the
operated on the island of La Palma, in the Spanish Obseivatet GRB ejecta forward shock emission (Fan et_al. ¢1006;_Sodgrber
Roque de los Muchachos of the Instituto de Astrofisica deaglas, €t al.[2006). Secll2 reports the observations carried aut fo
and on observations done at the Centro Astronomico Hispderaan SN 2006aj. Secl]3 presents our results and $kct. 4 discusses
(CAHA) at Calar alto, operated jointly by the Max-Planckting fur ~the implications of our measurements. SEkt. 5 summariges th
Astronomie and the Instituto de Astrofisica de Andaly€&i8IC). final conclusions.
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0.02
2. Observations and data analysis

Table[d displays the log of our observations. All the measure ¢’

ments reported in this paper were carried out irRHEand. The
observations were performed, chronologically orderedhwi = ©-00
the 0.7mtelescope of Crimea (AZT-8), the 2.5m Nordic Optica
Telescope (NOT) and the 2.2m of Calar Alto (CAHA). —0.01

The AZT-8 observations were done with two Savart plates;
swapping them the observer can obtain either the StQKeso —0.02 ‘ ‘ ‘ &
images are split diagonally) or thé parameter (split horizon- ., ;30 2 e ‘ oq° o oo%
tally). The field of view (FoV) covered by the AZT-86T-7 ‘
CCD) is 81’ x 5.4 and the pixel scale is 1/Zix. Since the .02
GRB field is substantially crowded in the AZT-8 images, we o,
performed PSF photometry (Stetson 1987).

The NOT observations were based on ALFOSC equpeH
with the FAPOL unit. In order to obtairQ and U with —o.07
ALFOSC, the GRB field was imaged through a calcite anda .
1/2 wave plate. Four images of the GRB field were acquired,

Q

0.00

—0.03

rotating the 12 wave plate atQ 22.5, 45.0° and 67.5. The ' o 50 700 150

¢ (degrees)

calcite plates of FAPOL produce a vignetted field of about’140
in diameter with a pixel scale of 0.1®ix. The CAHA obser- Fig.1. Upper panel: The Q, U plane of the stars in the field
vations were carried with CAFOS. The CAFOS polarizatioftircles) of XRF 060218 (square) imaged from CAHA on
unit is similar to FAPOL (is based on a Wollaston prism inMarch 8.845 UT { — to = 18.7 days). The size of each cir-
stead of a calcite plate), but uses a strip mask on the foaaépl cle is proportional to the distance of the correspondingtsta

to avoid accidental overlapping on the CCD. The total FoV ihe center of the CCD. This is used to check that the instru-
CAFOS is composed by 14 strips of 9 18’ each, contain- mental polarization, if present, does not vary severelpssr
ing stars enough for a satisfactory interstellar mediunM{IS the FoV.Lower panel: The satisfactory fit of th&(¢) function
polarization correction. For the NOT and CAHA data the déy?/d.o.f = 1.38). As shown the XRF 060218N 2006aj is
termination ofP andd was carried out fitting th&(6) function clearly polarized. An aperture radigsl FWHM was assumed.
with the corresponding ISM normalization factor (di Serego

Alighieri £997; see Fig[l). For both data sets aperture pho-

tometry was performed, ranging the aperture radii from &lpix

to 2.5 times the FWHM (Full Width at Half Maximum). After correction is included. In order to reinforce tRaletection, the
checking that the magnitudes were independent of the apsrtifour AZT-8 observing epochs were co-added and PSF photom-
used, the ones yielding minimum errors were adopted. etry performed. The fifth line of Tablg 1, shows the result whe

The Galactic ISM polarization correction was done usingie four AZT-8 epochs are combined. The estimate ofRhe
9 (13) field stars on the AZT-8 (CAHA) images. Due to thendd errors in the AZT-8 images were obtained modelling with
reduced ALFOSC FoV only one unsaturated bright field starMontecarlo method the flux error distribution of SN 20063j
was available in the NOT data. Thus for the NOT imagesd the 9 field stars used for the ISM correction. Elg. 2 shows
zero (G191B2B) and high (HD25443) polarization standartise Stokes plane when all the AZT-8 data are combined. The
allowed us to infer the SN 2006aj Stokes parameters, and &wud of dots representing the SN 2006@j {) distribution is
completeness, also the ones of the unique unsaturatedttield dearly df the center defined by the field stars. Thgalue in-
(which agreed with the ISM law by Serkowski etlal. 1B75). ferred from the combined image is4® + 1.09%, detected at a
3.1o level (including the/1 — (op/P)? term).

Both the NOT and first CAHA data show conclusiele-
tections with confidence levels of Ba- and 670 respectively.
Tabldl shows the position angl &nd the degree of linear po-The ¢ values of both epochs agree with a stable angle around
larization ) of the afterglow once they were corrected by thB0°, but interestingly it appears rotated byL0C with respect
ISM polarization and also by the fact tHatis a positive quan- to the AZT-8 images. Our data points reject a statiofiwglue
tity (multiplying P by /1 — (0p/P)?; see di Serego Alighieri ata 3r level, so we conclude th&tlikely fades at 5.6< t—tg <
1997). The AZT-8 results displayed in Talile 1 supersede thd.7 days. Such B decay resembles the late evolution of the
ones reported previously (Larionov & Larionova_2D06). Thasymmetric SN 2004dj (Leonard etlal. 2D06), which showed an
four AZT-8 data sets yield® marginal detections, reaching aabruptP peak att — to ~ 90 days due to the sharp appearance
30 confidence level at— ty ~ 3.6 days. The apparently largeof the inner ejecta, followed by a latet™2 decay.

P variations (fromP=2.43 to 4.53) in the first four nights are  We point out that the result of ouR-band polarimetry is
within P errors, so we they are likely statistical fluctuationa weighted mean of the continuum and the spectral features
However, we note that for the four epochs SN 20064aj is sy@n principle each one with a fierent polarization) falling in-
tematically placed at the same Stokes plane area, oncelthe iSde the wavelength range of the filter transmittance (eentr

3. Results
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Table 1. Log of the observations. For the NOT and CAHA the observagiancycles of 4 images, ¢4 Teyp) with the plate
rotator at 0, 22.5, 45, 67.5 degrees. Hiband magnitudes are calibrated using the standard stems lgy Hicken et al [(2006).

Days from GRB Telescope Exposure Time Seeing  Magnitude P 0
t—to (+Instrument) seconds “ R-band % degrees
2.569954 - 2.597558 0.7m AZT-86T-7) 2x (10x 90) 3.0 1799+ 0.03 261+180 15782+ 16.47
3.579178 - 3.600764 0.7m AZT-86T-7) 2x (10x 90) 3.8 1788+ 0.02 453+152 14364+7.18
4.555046 - 4.599144 0.7m AZT-86T-7) 2x (20x 90) 3.3 1768+ 0.02 406+1.63 14386+ 7.98
5.565510 - 5.612326 0.7m AZT-86T-7) 2x (20x 90) 4.2 1752+ 0.02 243+089 15009+ 10.02
2.569954 - 5.612326 0.7m AZT-86T-7) 2x (60x% 90) 35 1771+ 002 340+109 14756+ 7.06*

13.721516 - 13.755185  2.5m NOGHALFOSC) 4x 700 1.0 1719+ 0.04 144+0.14  4958+273
18.673955 - 18.719135  2.2m CAHACAFOS) 4% 900 1.6 1738+ 0.03 140+0.21 5162+411
38.679248 - 38.707514  2.2m CAHACAFOS) 4% 400 2.0 1844+ 0.03 < 3.9 —
* Determined combining the images of the above four obserspughs. T 30 upper limit.
B F A0 B | G & B | =b A
Field stars

gree of expansion asphericity. If the projection of the Sbhgl
the line of sight is elliptical, a non canceled linear pdation
should be present parallel to the minor axis (Kasen £tagR00
An ellipsoidal expansion is fairly consistent with the merzsl

P (seet™? curve of Fig[B). However, a single ellipsoidal model
can not account for the measuretbtation.

0.05

The decay inP seems to be accompanied with a decay of
the photospheric expansion velocity (notice the simialvie-
tween our Fig[BB lower panel and Fig. 2 of Pian et al._2006).

This possible correlation between the photospheric expans
Ao T T speed and the polarization, might imply the existence oka fa
Q (v > 20000 km s?, Pian et all’2006) highly asymmetric ejecta
Fig.2. The Stokes plane of 9 field stars and SN 2006aj ¢asponsible of the high polarization measuresl-25.6 days
the combined AZT-8 image when the Galactic ISM corre@fter the GRB. This rapid asymmetric ejecta might be aligned
tion is applied. The clouds of dots were created alteringpwilong the GRB jet. Several days later a slower< 15000
a Montecarlo method the fluxes of the objects according k&1 s, Pian et al’2006) SN bulk ejecta would circularice the
their photometric errors. The cloud representing SN 20@6ajgeometry, which would explain the lowerof our CAHA and
shifted with respect to the origin defined by the field stass, aNOT measurements. We could speculate that this slowereject
sumed to be intrinsically unpolarized in average. might be in a toroidal-shape equatorial expansion, so tbe ge
metric transition from the rapid to slow ejecta might naliyra
explain the detected rotation 6f 100°. These results partially
at 6500A). With no spectro-polarimetric data it is not pessi€Semble the jet-like geometry proposed for SN 2002ap, fwhic
ble a priory to quantify if the measured polarization evioint €Xhibited lowerP values than SN 2006aj, but witherotation
is dominated by spectrally localized large polarizatiortis Similar to it (~ 70°; Kawabata et al. 2002). However, other in-
ations. We note however that the SN 2006aj spectra arolH{dients can also induce a rotatiomin) the host galaxy ISM,
6500A are smooth. Thus the rotation measured at% < 1) @ non radial distribution of®Ni andiii) a dusty circumstel-
t - to < 137 days, is not easily explainable by colour evold@’ medium (CSM). Thesefiects can be combined producing
tion, which occurs at wavelengths bluer than 5000A in th&COmplex picture.
epoch range (Mazzali et al. 2006).

-0.05 )

SN 20064j

u
||||‘||||(|j||\|‘||\|

e
o
Fy

As discussed by Klose et al. {2004) the polarization mea-
sured in afterglows are sensitive to the host galaxy ISM, so
it might well affect our observations. Thus, tidestability at
The most natural framework to explain our polarization mea— ty > 137 days could be the result of the induced by
surements is a non spherical SN expansion, consistenthgth the host ISM, so the SN 2006aj intrinsic polarizatid®sy)
scenario proposed for XRF 060218 by recent studies (Pidn etvgould dominate just before our NOT data point. According to
2006). Itis interesting to note that other Ic SNe exhibitiog- the Serkowski's lavE(B — V) > 0.15 would be required in the
spherical expansions have been linked to long-duration &SRiBost line of sight to account for tHe ~ 1.4% NOT and CAHA
(Hoflich et al.[199B). Furthermore there is growing evideneneasurements. Thig(B — V) value agrees fairly well with the
that an important fraction of Ic SNe are triggered by bipoldrost extinction estimated by Modjaz et al._ (ZDE&&{B — V) ~
ejections (Granot & Ramirez-Ruiz2004). It is widely acespt 0.05-0.11), Sollerman et al {2Z00&(B - V) ~ 0.1-0.3), and
that non-zero SN polarization measurements demand someGampana et al (2Z0D&(B — V) = 0.2). We note however the

4. Discussion



4 J. Gorosabel et al.: Detection of optical linear polaifaratn the SN 2006aKRF 060218 non-spherical expansion

T T_T 7T ‘ T T T ‘ LB ‘ T T T ‘ L ‘ T o AZT_8
@® AZT-8 average
= NOT

CAHA
CAHA 30 upper limit

i
©
o

lower estimate by Guenther et dl. (ZDEB — V) = 0.042"), 150
so the extinction although present, might not accountliofa
the late polarization. In this Framework thehange ot 100°
would just obey to the chance alignment between the asyr
ric expansion and the linear polarization induced by thet
ISM. Assuming that our lag? detection { — to ~ 18.7 days) i
purely due the host ISM, the SN 20064j intrinsic polariza
att — to ~ 4.5 days would be highePgy = 4.78+ 1.17%, se
Fig.[3 lower panel).

An asymmetric distribution of®Ni could alter the SN r:
diation field, specially after the lightcurve peak when i
radioactive decay powers the optical lightcurve. The qite
model predicts a subrelativistic disk wind of neutron ano-
tons, which after cooling would fori?fNi (Woosley & Bloorr
2006). A picture to explain thé rotation of~ 100°, would
require an equatorial deposition of synthesizéMi, which
would alter theg measured after the lightcurve peak.
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Fig. 3. Our polarization results, once the the Galactic ISM cor-

Anoth bl hani lain the ob drec:tion was consideredllpper panel: As shownd exhibited a
nother possible mechanism to explain the obserge rotation of~ 100° at 56 < t — tg < 13.7 days.Middle panel:

change could be. delayed CSM scattered Iight..Thi.s ProC&S3hows a likely decay reaching a constant level at 84%
was proposed to interpret the SN,1987A po_Iarlza'uon "9*,“6“, level. Lower panel: The intrinsicPsy evolution assuming that
(Wang & Wheeler 1936). In this scenario the polar|zat|o51ur lastP detection is entirely originated by the host ISM. The

would consist of two components, the one due to photogsqpay curves show thelor uncertainty region of the2 de-
propagating directly from the (possibly aspherical) SNd AN ay, as seen in SN 2004d]
the second one from scattered light by a dusty CSM region.”’ '

The epochs of our observations would push the CSM scatter-

ing region further than- 2.3 light-days from the progenitor. Acknowledgments
However, this process should have originated a clear diistor
of the spectra al > 6000 A after the lightcurve peak, which
is not observed (Modjaz et &l. 2006; Pian efal. 2006).
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