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ABSTRACT

We have performed a complete re-calibration and re-arsabfsall the available Very-Long-Baseline-InterferomefWtBl) obser-
vations of supernova SN1993J, following an homogeneouswariddefined methodology. VLBI observations of SN1993J at 6
epochs, spanning 13 years, were performed by two teamshwhi&d diferent strategies and analysis tools. The results obtaiped b
each group are similar, but their conclusions on the supearegpansion and the shape and evolution of the emittingmedjffer
significantly. From our analysis of the combined set of obs@ons, we have obtained an expansion curve with unpretedeéime
resolution and coverage. We find that the data from both teaensompatible when analyzed with the same methodologyefuen-
sion index (n; = 0.87+0.02) is enough to model the expansion observed at 1.7 GHzg whil expansion indicesry = 0.933+0.010
andm, = 0.796 + 0.005), separated by a break timig, = 390+ 30 days, are needed to model the data, at frequencies hiurer t
1.7 GHz, up to day 4000 after explosion. We thus confirm the wavelength deparalef the size of the emitting region reported
by one of the groups. We also find that all sizes measured ahspater than day 4000 after explosion are systematically smaller
than our model predictions (i.e., an additional expansiaex might be needed to properly model these data). We atsonats
the fractional shell width (31 + 0.02, average of all epochs and frequencies) and the levelasfitypto the radio emission by the
ejecta. We find evidence of a spectral-index radial gradietite supernova shell, which is indicative of a frequenepehdent ejecta
opacity. Finally, we study the distribution and evolutidrtlte azimuthal anisotropies (hot spots) found around thesrshell during
the expansion. These anisotropies have intensities2if% of the mean flux density of the shell, and appear to systeatig evolve
during the expansion.
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1. Introduction their low-frequency data data (1.7 GHz) and two expansien in

) dices (0.86 and 0.79, separated by a break time on~d&p0
Supernova SN 1993J, in the galaxy M 81, has been one of fiygs explosion) for the data at all higher frequencies.sBheu-
brightest supernovae ever in the radio band. The peak of emjigyrs interpret the frequency-dependent expansion cue\ea
sion at 5GHz was- 100 mJy (e.g. Weiler et al. 2007), muchpg caused by (the possible combination of) twieeets: 1) a
larger than typical peak flux densities of radio supernovae. hanging (and frequency-dependent) opacity to the radis-em
large flux density of this supernova, together with its higolé  sion py the supernova eje@tand 2) a radial drop in the ampli-
nation, allowed for long observing campaigns with VLBI. TWieq magnetic fields inside the radiating region combined wit
Gel\sﬂeahI;ICh gr_(()juSJsh(one led _t:y Nd l?r?rtel and the oth_;ehr ?hne\I/eLdBtFlé finite sensitivity of the VLBI observations.

V1. Marcaide) have monitored this supernova wi € In this paper (Paper I), we report on a homogeneous analysis
technique, from 1993 (Marcaide et al. 1994, Bartel et al4)99 1o compplgte éet (F))f av)ailable i)/LBI observatigns of SN 199)\’/-3
to 20_05' i (69 epochs), using fierent approaches to minimizing théeets

Different results on the structure and expansion of the radit-any possible bias in the data analysis. We studied thélsleta
emitting region of SN 1993J have been reported by both groups the expansion curve at several frequencies and the @olut
based on the subset of VLBI data taken by each group. Marcaigane structure of the radio shell throughout the historghef
et al. [1997) reported the first evidence of deceleratiorhé tgN 1993J radio emission, with unprecedented time reselutio
shell expansion (i.eR o t7, see Chevalier 1982a), with an esynq coverage. We confirm earlier findings reported in Maesaid
timated expansion index ah =0.86+0.02. Bartel et al..(2002) et ). [2009) and report a model of the expansion curve compat
confirmed a deceleration, but claimed up to four changesan tipe with the shell sizes obtained usingferent approaches. We
value of m corresponding to four dierent expansion periodsg|so present a study of the distribution and evolution obmb-
and interpreted the changes in the expansion index as changheities inside the shell. In another publication (Mftial et
in the mass-loss wind of the progenitor star through the pre-
supernova stage. However, from their set of VLBI observesjo 1 tpe gjecta are located behind the inner boundary of the siuit
which range from day 182 to day 3867 after explosion, Maai@nd may block (partly or fully) the emission coming the bag&wf the
etal. [2009) found a wavelength-dependent expansion ¢hiate shell; see Eq. B.1 of Marcaide et 4l, (2009) for a mathemiadiefinition
can be modeled using only one expansion index=(0.86) for of the ejecta opacity in our shell model.
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al.[2010, hereafter Paper Il), we present a new simulatiagie coone scan of a fringe finder, or flux calibrator, and then apply-
able to simultaneously model the expansion curve and the rathg the estimated antenna delays and phases to all visbilit
light curves of SN 1993J reported by Weiler et al. (2007). WEhen, a second fringe-fitting, now using the multiband delay
then present the extensions to the Chevalier model (Cleevajirovided the new phase, delay, and rate corrections to all th
19824a| 1982b) to satisfactorily fit all the radio data. observations. We performed the visibility amplitude cadiion
In Sect[2 we describe the complete set of VLBI observationsing system temperatures and gain curves from each antenna
of SN 1993J, most of which we have re-analyatdinitio. In  We then transferred the calibrated visibilities of M 81*drthe
Sect[3]l we report on the location and proper motion of thi®ra programpirvard (Shepherd, Pearson & Taylor 1995) and made
shell. In Sect[-3]2 we report on the complete expansion ¢urgeveral iterations of phase and gain self-calibrationl weiob-
obtained with diferent approaches, and in Séct] 3.4 we discutsned a high-quality image of M 81*. The M 81* CLEAN model
the departure in the evolution of the supernova structum fr obtained inoirmap was used again iaies for another fringe-
self-similarity. fitting iteration of the M 81* data. Therefore, the new estieth
antenna phases, delays, and rates were free of the (smad}) st

) ture contributions of M 81*. Such antenna corrections wheant

2. Observations interpolated in time and applied to the SN 1993J visib#ities-

In Table 1 we show the complete set of available VLBI observild the AMBG option of theurs task CLCALA. The amplitudes
tions of SN 1993J, made from year 1993 through the end of y&¥rthe antenna gains were refined using the CLEAN model of
2005. There is a total of 69 observing epochs, many of thé,VhSl* with the arps ta;k CALIB. These corrections were also
made at several frequencies. All these observations usédigl interpolated and applied to the scans of SN 1993J. For the cas
VLBI arrays. In nearly all of them (except for some epochs ifif Bartel's group observations, we did not apply any calibra
1993 and 1994), the whole VLBA (10 identical antennas of 25 #P" {0 the cross-polarization data, and all our images asd fi
diameter spread over the USA) and the Phased-VLA (equiyere performed using the Stokes | data (i.e., total intgreit
alent to a~130m antenna in New Mexico, USA) were usedhe source, RCR LCP flux densities). At this stage, we edited
Other antennas observed less often (each antenna paad:inad visibilities baseql on gtandard selection criteria.
in around 50% of the epochs): Green Bank (£100m, West | he process of imaging the supernova was performed fol-
Virginia) and Goldstone (70m, California) in the USA, andtpa'OW'”g the special procedure described in Marcaide et @D,
of the European VLBI Network (Eelsberg, 100m, Germany: but re-centering the supernova shell (at .each frequency_and
Medicina, 32m, Italy; Noto, 32m, Italy; Jodrell Bank, 76 mepoch) according to the shifts reported in the next section.
UK: Onsala, 25 m, Sweden; Westerbork, 93 m, The Netherlandle most important details related to the imaging procedure
and Robledo, 70m, Spain). The arrays typically consisted g¢Scribed in Marcaide et al. (2009) are 1) use of a dynamic
about 15 antennas at each observing epoch, with the exoegtio®aussian taper in Fourier space prior to the deconvolution (
the first 4 epochs of Marcaide’s group (between 1993 and 19¥0id possible resolution artifacts) and 2) phase selbiion
see Table 1) with less than 6 antennas. restricted to the shortest baselines, taking advantagéhef t

At each epoch, the observations typically lasted between §@urce azimuthal symmetry. To check for any possilifeog
and 16 hr ( again, with the exception of some shorter runs g#Ming from this calibration procedure, we repeated all the
Marcaide’s group in 1993 and 1994). The observations weiBalyses described in the following sections using the ghas
taken in a phase-reference manner, with the exception dif the referenced visibilities directly, without any further tahtion.
ten epochs of Marcaide’s group (thésupernovawas welltstec  We notice that the visibilities of epochs observed at 2.3 GHz
in all baselines at these epochs). Scans of the radio cooeiodes @€ noisier than those of the other epochs. ieoverages of
M 81 (hereafter, M 81*) were inserted between the scans of tASt of these epochs are also poor. Therefore, the qualttyeof
supernova, with duty cycles a few minutes long (frem to results obtained at 2.3 GHz is worse (see the dynamic rarfiges o
~10 min, depending on epoch and observing frequency). Frin@'é epochs in Table 1). In any case, the results at 2.3 GHz are
finders and flux calibrators, both primary and secondaryewe?ons'Stem with those obtained at the other frequencies.
usually observed a few times during each epoch (depending on
epoch, the sources 3C 286, 3C 48, B09674, B0954-658,and 3 pata analysis
OQ 208 were observed). ] . ]

Additional technical details on these observations can Bel. Location and proper motion of the expansion center
foundin Marcaide et all (1997, 2009), Bartel etal. (2002t

Vidal (2008), and references therein. The first step in the analysis process was to precisely determ

the location of the supernova geometric center (i.e., théec®f
the shell-like structure) and its possible evolution indinThis
2.1. Data calibration and imaging step is essential for a correct determination of the shed! Gnd

) ) . width), since a systematidiget of the fitted models from the real
We completely re-calibrated (in amplitude, delay, andgled#e)  she|| center would translate into biases in the analysigesjies
all the available epochs of Bartel’s group that were obskafe reported in this paper. To locate the supernova center, tgd fit
ter 1995, and all our own phase-referenced epochs, fol@wigimpjified shell model to the visibilities. Such a model dete
a uniform strategy. For the epochs earlier than 1995 thae wejs 5 homogeneous, optically-thin, spherical shell of oelius
observed by Bartel's group, we adapted the results pulilishg = and inner radiu®R,, with a variable degree of central ab-

in Bartel et al. [(2002) to our analysis strategy, as we e"plaé'orption by the ejecta (i.e., with partial blockage of thession
in Sect[3.P. For the visibility calibration, we used the NRA fom the rear side of the shell for radiiRy).

Astronomical Image Processing System{fd. We first aligned
the visibility phases through all the frequency bands (fibr a ® [ftp://ftp.astro.caltech.edu/pub/difmap

sources and times) by fringe-fitting the single-band delafys * Using this optionares tries to find out the possiblerbhase cycles
introduced in the residuals between the scans of the chlibsaurce,
2 http://www.aips.nrao.edu correcting the phase interpolations of the target souraessc



http://www.aips.nrao.edu
ftp://ftp.astro.caltech.edu/pub/difmap

I. Marti-Vidal et al.: Radio emission of SN1993J: the coatplpicture. 3

Previous analyses of SN 1993J data (Marcaide et al. 2005b,
Bietenholz et al[_2003), each based on ffedent approach,
have concluded that there must be some opacity to the radio
emission by the ejecta material. Marcaide et [al._(2005b) con ©0-8
clude, from their Green-function deconvolution approablat
the ejecta opacity should be 100% at all wavelengths, at leas 0.6
for the epochs they analyzed. Marcaide et[al. (2009) confirm&
these results by studying the shapes of the azimuthal axer&y 0.4
of the supernova at fierent epochs and comparing them with
several theoretical models. In contrast, Bietenholz efZ8103
conclude that the ejecta absorption must be as small as 25%2- 2 |
These authors used a simplified disk-like absorption paftar i
the radio emission, a model we consider unrealistic. To -accu
rately determine the location of the shell center, and tckfier
any possible biases coming from the use dffiedtent absorption
models to fit the visibilities, we used a shell model with aivar
able degree of absorption from the ejecta and studiedftkete
of using diferent ejecta absorptions on the estimates of the shell 100 |
center. 3
The Fourier transform of a shell model with absorption frong-
the inner side does not have an analytical expression. Tiris,
generated an interpolation function of such a Fourier fans
using the fractional shell width;, = (Rout — Rin)/Rout, the shell o/
radius,Ry, the percentage of absorption, and the position of the
shell center as interpolating variables for computatiregthof
our fits. This model is essentially the same as the one destrib 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 4000 4500
in Appendix 2 of Marcaide et al._(2009), but with the addition Age (days)
of a plane-wave phase factor to account for the shift of tkel sh
in the sky plane. Fitting the visibilities to a shell modelthvi Fig. 1. Shifts in separationg, and position angleg, of the
maximum ejecta absorption and a relative shell width of @, SN 1993J shell center (using M 81* as phase calibrator) veith r
estimated the shell size and the position of the supernasih sispect to the SN 1993J position on day 1889 after explosion.
center for all epochs observed since year 1995. We notite tha
changing the shell width by a 20% or removing the absorption
by the ejecta from the model did not change the estimatesof thhere is a hint of a drift at 5 GHz beyond da000, but the
coordinates of the shell center above the [evel. The shifts scatter of data at these epochs is also larger. The propémot
obtained, taking the supernova position at 5 GHz on day 188Peach frequency, fitted from the position shifts shown i Fi
after explosion as reference, are shown in Hig. 1. [, is compatible with zero at a 1-sigma level. The most sigini
From this figure, we reach several conclusions. The firstdant value of proper motion is obtained if we fit the 5 GHz shift
that the location of the phase-calibrator source, M 81*ingk from day 3000 onwards. In this case we obtain a proper motion
the shell center of SN 1993J as a position reference, depengih module 54+ 31uas yrt, which is compatible with zero at
on the observing frequency. In fact, we find an average shif2-sigma level. Bietenholz et al. (2001) also studied tloper
of 0.62+ 0.04 mas inv cosé and 0.1G: 0.02mas ins between motion of the SN 1993J radio shell and arrived at the conatusi
the M81* positions at 5GHz and 1.7 GHz, the average shifiat it is compatible with zero at the level of precision ashaible
between 5GHz and 2.3GHz is 0.4@.04 mas inw coss and  with VLBI. To take the shift in the peak of M 81* into account at
0.2+ 0.1 mas ins, and the shifts between 5GHz and 8.4 GHaifferent frequencies, we corrected the visibilities of SN 1083
are smaller£0.13+ 0.3 mas inr coss and-0.01+0.03mas in each epoch by applying the average shifts found in the SN1.993
6)- images between frequencies, prior to any further data aisaly
According to the standard jet model (Blandford & KonigiThe center of the shell is thus a fixed parameter in all theyanal
1979), there should indeed be spectral shifts in the bregsn ses reported in the following sectifihs
peaks of the VLBI core-jet structures due to the frequency- We notice that the scattering in the estimated positions of
dependent transition of the ejected material from optjahlick SN 1993J, shown in Fi@l 1, may translate into an additional un
to optically thin, for the synchrotron radiation, as firsufwl by certainty in the estimate of the size of the supernova skielte
Marcaide & Shapiro[ {1983, 1984) and later confirmed in manye consider the position of M 81* stationary with respecthe t
cases (e.g. Kovalev et al. 2007). Similar results of the tspec supernova shell center at each frequency. In the worse (iases
shift of M 81* were reported by Bietenholz et al. (2004), wh@mallest shell sizes), the standard deviation in the SN1863
have estimated the position of the real core (i.e., the abliick  ordinates is around 10 20% of the supernova radius. Such a
hole) of M 81* by finding a sharp bound in the radio emission @rge shift in the supernova shell center could be easilyeqip
all frequencies, taking these shifts and théedent sizes of the ated by visual inspection in the images. We did not see sugh la
radio structures into account. Our in-depth analysis oMI81*  deviations in the position of the supernova shell centengicd
structure evolution and core location at several frequenand the epochs reported here. Additionally, even if such latdgss
epochs will be reported elsewhere. had taken place in the estimate of the supernova shell cester
Another conclusion extracted from Fig. 1 is that the logatio
of the supernova shell center does not evolve in time with res For the observations that were not phase-referenced to M8d*
spect to the phase calibrator, at least at our level of doetis used the shell center estimated from model fitting.
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determined from phase-referencing to M 81*, we concludmfro~ 100- 200 after explosion). However, these few data do not
simulations that thefect of such (random-like) shifts on theaffect our results above the Qr5evel, given the long time cov-
shell size would be on the order of 5%, which translates ineyage and dense sampling of the expansion curve.
an dfect of only 1%, or lower, on the fitted parameters of the Figure[3(a) (plot on a linear scale) and (b) (plot on a log-
expansion curve reported in the next section. arithmic scale) shows several weighted-least-square ffitseo
supernova radiu, to power laws of time. The last four epochs
were excluded from the fits, since they clearly depart froe th
general behavior. The fit shown as a continuous line usestl d
In this section, we report on the combined analysis of thd-avaat 22, 15, 8.4, and 5GHz, and fits a model with 4 parameters:
able VLBI data with diferent approaches. On the one hand, w0 expansion indicesif andn), a break timet,, that sepa-
applied a novel analysis method to the data in the sky pldiee (fates the expansion regimes given by each expansion iratek),
common-point method, CPM, described in Marti-Vidal 2008he supernova size at the break timg)( The expression for the
and Appendix A of Marcaide et al, 2009). This method relies ditted model is
some mathematical properties of the convolution of a Gauassi
with an image of a source with azimuthal symmetry. It can For (t/tor)™, t <ty
shown that there are points in the azimuthal average of the ¢ (1) = { For (t/to)™, >ty @)
volved image that do not change under first-order modifioatio
of the width of the convolving Gaussian. These points can be Thjs model is the same as the one used by Marcaide et al.
related to the size of the source. n ... (2009) to fit their data at 8.4 and 5GHz. The uncertainties of
On the other hand, we used model fitting to the visibilitieshe measured radii were uniformly scaled to make the reduced
following the same approach as in Marcaide etlal. (2009) (s®equal to unity (the resulting uncertainties are those shiown
their Sect. 4.4 and their Appendix B). This approach for nhodgaple 1 Col. 5). The results of the fit to data at 22, 15, 8.4, and
fitting has some advantages, compared to the approach &mlovs Gz are shown in Tablg 2, row 1. Adding the data at 2.3 GHz
by Bartel et al.[(2002) (see Sect. 8 of Marcaide et al. 2009 fg§ the fit does not change the results above thdevel.

3.2. Expansion curve

more details). Then, we check the similarities and disarejes Since we adapted the published (model fitting) size estisnate

of the expansion curves obtained with both approaches. to CPM size estimates for epochs earlier than day 541, orld cou
suspect that the fitted break time (and, consequentlypalsmnd

3.2.1. Expansion with the common-point method my) could be strongly fiected by the conversion factors applied

to the model-fitting sizes, in order twonvert them into CPM

The CPM analysis of all the images of SN 1993J obtained as @¢res. This is not the case; indeed, since using veffigrént
scribed in Sect]2, yields the shell radii shown in Table 1I, Cemission models (shell widths ranging from 0.2 to 0.3/andif-
5 (we call these size estimatBsc). For epochs earlier than 20ferent levels of ejecta opacity, from 100% to 0%) translaies
September 1994, the supernova sizes cannot be measured asllations in the modelfit-to-CPM conversion factors~08%,
with the CPM. It would imply over-resolution of the imageswe multiplied all the sizes of epochs earlier than day 541 firs
Indeed, the convolving beam after applying the CPM to tha dady 0.97, and later by 1.03, and each time re-fitted the regylti
of epoch 23 February 1995 is 0.74mas, which is similar texpansion curves. The resulting expansion parametersare ¢
but still slightly smaller than, the corresponding intedi@etric patible each time to those shown in Table 2, row 1, at@4o
beam ¢0.94 mas using uniform weighting). Therefore, for datrevel (for ty,), ~ 0.20 level (formy), and at a~ 1.2 level (for
observed before 1995, we used the shell sizes estimated figg). The expansion parameters shown in Table 2 are, therefore,
model fitting to the visibilities. For epochs of Bartel's gmear- very insensitive to the conversion factors applied to treely@
lier than year 1995, we used their results published in Batte model-fitting sizes.
al.[2002. These sizes were then transformed into “CPM sizes” The fit shown in Fig[B (dashed line) uses data only at
by applying the corresponding factors, which were obtathed 1,7 GHz, and the simple model given by equation
oretically from numerical simulations. For a shell with adf
tional width of 0.3 and maximum absorption from the ejectﬁ(t) o tT )
(i.e., the emission structure that we assume for SN 19934), ’
ratio of model-fitting to CPM sifeis 1.031, provided the model - .
used to fit the visibilities does not take ejecta absorptivmac- | '€ Uncertainties of the measured radii were also scaledkem
count and has a fractional width of only 0.2 (i.e., the modsldu the reduced _equal to unity. The result of the fit to only the
in Bartel et al[2002). In any case, all these transforméftion 1.7GHz datf_i IS show_n in Tall 2, row 1.
tors are always close to unity. Indeed, their deviationsificare 10 quantify the evidence of the frequency-dependent expan-
similar to the relative uncertainties of the shell-sizéreates. ~ SIon described in Marcaide et al. (2009) and in this paper, we

Also, for very early epochs, when the synchrotron sel 1sed the model given by E(g. 2 to fit the size estimates at 5 GHz
absorption is large, a shell profile is not able to properiydeio 10 €Pochs later than day 2000 (i.e., roughly the superngea a

the supernova structure, since the emission pattern of erspfit the first 1.7 GHz epoch). The resulting expansion index at
ically symmetric optically thick source is disk-like. Mareer, oGHzism = 0.771x 0.016, which is ar- 2.80 from th_e ex
the transition from optically thick to optically thin for ¢hsyn- Pansion index determined at 1.7 GHz in the same time range
chrotron radiation, is frequency-dependent. Therefore,ex- (m=087=+ 0'02); i )
pect to have some frequency-dependent biases in the expan-Ve also applied the CPM to the supernova images obtained

sion curve determined for very early epochs (earlier than di!St after the phase-reference calibration (i.e., witfanyt phase
self-calibration). The resulting expansion curve and ditpa-

8 This factor is computed for a shell with radius of 0.6 maseobsd rameters are shown in FIg. 4(a) and Tdble 2 (row 2), resyegtiv
at the frequency of 5 GHz. This factor slightly depends orstiell size  We notice that these results are compatible with those giwstn
andor on theuv-coverage. above.




I. Marti-Vidal et al.: Radio emission of SN1993J: the coatplpicture. 5

3.3. Comparison of the different expansion models

17 GHz In Table2 we summarize the results of fitting the models given
2.3 GHz by Egs[1 an@2 to the expansion curves of SN 1993J, obtained
5.0 GHz with different approaches andf@irent time coverages. The re-
8.4 GHz sults shown in the first three rows of Table 2 correspond to fits
o o using the complete set of VLBI data here reported, analyakd f
1 lowing the approaches described in the previous sectidms. T
N first row corresponds to the sizes determined with the CPM,
oe88 1 o . ] applied to the supernova images obtained following theiapec
. 1 self-calibration described in Marcaide et al. (2009). Thalgsis
procedure described in that publication has passed seestal
. . with synthetic data and has been shown to give more predcise si
0.8y 1 estimates than model fitting to the visibilities. Therefdhe ex-
pansion model that we consider definitive for SN 1993J is the
one corresponding to the first row of Table 2.
The fitted parameters in the fourth row correspond to the su-
pernova sizes published in Bartel et Al. (2002). These pates

Fig. 2. Rue/Rsc, i.€., ratios of sizes estimated from visibility@re very close to the results reported here for the compdeiafs

model fitting Rur, see Secl_3.2.2) to sizes obtained with th@bservations (rows 1, 2, and 3). Therefore, even thoughdhe ¢
CPM (Rsc, see SecE3.2.1). clusions of Bartel et all_(2002) are venfidrent from ours, their

fitted shell sizes are compatible with our expansion model, i
one expansion regime for the 1.7 GHz data and two expansion
We should also point at that even though these fits descritggimes (separated by a break time) for the higher freqesnci

the supernova expansion satisfactorily for most of the mfase Indeed, the sizes at 1.7 GHz reported in Bartel et al. (2062) a
tions, for epochs observed after day8500— 4000 the sizes at Up to 5% larger than those reported by the same authors at the
all frequencies are systematically smaller than the modlip- higher frequencies. In our analysis, the maximum siiecénce
tions, as can be seen in Fig$. 3 &nd 4. Even then, the obserfyeliveen 1.7 and 5GHz is 7.3% (observations of November
size at 1.7 GHz on day 4606 after explosion is larger than t8801).
size at 5 GHz observed on day 4591. In Paper I, we will discuss The last two rows of Tablgl 2 correspond to fits of the subset
this “enhanced” deceleration of the supernova shell at kagy of observations reported in Marcaide et al. (2009) and tlpe su
epochs and its relationship with the exponential drop oftioio  set of observations reported by Bartel et al. (2002), buttak
light curves reported by Weiler et al.(2007). only those from day 182 after explosion onwards (for a direct
comparison of the models fitted to the data reported in these t
works). We note that Marcaide et al. (2009) claim that thesat
1.7 GHz can be modeled by an extrapolation of the early expan-

If we fit a partially-absorbed shell model (the model useddntS Sion curve (i.e., that with the expansion index= 0.845). Thus,
[3.1 and described in Marcaide etal. 2009, Appendix B) to the 2 fit to the 1.7 GHz sizes, alone, was not reported in Marcaide
15, 8.4, and 5 GHz visibilities obtained after the calitwatie- €t al. [2009). Fitting those 1.7 GHz sizes using [Hq. 2 resalts
scribed in SecEl2 (we call these size estim&gs), the resulting Ms = 0.87 (Tablé 2, row 6), which is withind from my.
expansion curve is the one shown in Kiy. 4 (data of day 4235 at As can be seen, the fits shown in the first four rows are very
5 GHz could not be properly modeled). The fitted parameters &imilar. The results in the last two rowsfidir from the other
shown in Row 3 of TablE]2. Adding the data at 2.3 GHz to the fithes mainly in the estimates of the break time (which also has
does not change these results above thrdelvel. The result of large statistical uncertainties) and rof (which is ~9% lower).
the fit to only the 1.7 GHz data is also shown in Row 3 of Tabl€learly, the poor early time coverage of the subsets of easer
2. tions corresponding to the fits of rows 5 and 6 of Table 2 result
The parameters fitted to the expansion curve determined witha lowermy, which in turn results in a latey, to adequately
the CPM are compatible with those of the expansion curve oiodel the later supernova expansion.
tained from visibility model fitting, although the scatter the We could try to fit our complete expansion curve to a model
latter expansion curve is higher. In Fig. 2, we show the satio with two break times, to check whether the break of day 1500
sizes estimated from visibility model fitting to those estted reported by Marcaide et al. (2009) (and reproduced herevin ro
with the CPM. These ratios are 0.95, and the scatter in this 6 of Tablg2) can or cannot be recovered from the analysiseof th
plot is mainly due to the scatter in the sizes estimated frigin v whole data set. However, we find from Monte Carlo simulations
bility model fitting. The ratios at 1.7 GHz are less scatteegd that fitting such a model with two breaks to the data would not
the ratios at 5 GHz seem to be slightly lower at later epochis. T give reliable results (as long as such breaks are left agpfiee
is an expected result if the fierent sizes at flierent frequen- rameters in the fit). Therefore, it isficult to conclude whether
cies are due to dierent radial intensity profiles of the supernovloth breaks are present in the data or not. We notice, however
(see Secf._3.41.2). Since th&ext of diferent intensity profiles is that Marcaide et al[ (2009) interpret the break time repbate
lower for the CPM sizes than for the model-fitting sizes (tlee  day 1500, not as a real break in the expansion curve, but as the
CPM size estimates are more insensitive to changes in tied radesult of several fects (related to the ejecta opacity #rdto
intensity profile of the source, see Appendix A of Marcaide &t possible radial drop in the amplified magnetic fields inside
al.[2009), any systematidfect in the data towards a smaller siz&mitting region), which are strong enough téeat the measured
estimate (like a decrease in the ejecta opacity) shouldedser expansion curve at the higher frequencies, but not at 1.7 GHz
the ratio of model-fitting sizes to CPM sizes. This interpretation of the expansion curve, taking alsoethiy
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3.2.2. Expansion from analysis in Fourier space
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CPM - SELF CALIBRATED
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0.1 : .
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Fig.3. (a) Expansion of supernova SN 1993J. The radii were measutbdhe CPM applied to the images obtained from the
process described in Selct. 2 (we call these die$. The dashed line corresponds to the model given by Eq. @dfitt only the
1.7 GHz data. The continuous line is the model given by[Eqttedfito the data at higher frequencies. (b) Same as in (a)nbut
logarithmic scale.

break at day- 400 into consideration, will be analyzed in Papewidth. However, the bias of the CPM depends on the degree of

Il absorption by the ejecta, and also on the fractional shelthyi
which is the quantity to be determined from model fitting. In
short, we have a coupling between fitted shell widths and CPM

3.4. Structure evolution of SN 1993J biases. We can look for self-consistency in that couplimy-fi
. . . . ing a shell width for which the bias of the CPM, applied to the
3.4.1. Estimates of ejecta opacity and shell width (fixed) shell sizes in the model fitting, translates into aditshell

width corresponding to the CPM bias already applied. SetsSec

¥ and 7.2 of Marcaide et al. 2009 for a detailed description

é_:,]f the trial-error procedure to find this self-consisterfaych a
dit-consistent fractional shell width 1€0.35, for a model with

lated to model fitting in Fourier space (i. e., the CPM). Thus,

can use these measured sizes as fixed parameters in a mod

ting, in which we can estimate the fractional shell widthvesi . : : :
' ; o aximum (i.e., 100%) ejecta opacity.

that the CPM has a small bias, dependent on the emission struc ( ) € pactty

ture of the supernova (see Marcaide et al. 2009), we showld co The percentage of ejecta opacity could be somewhat lower

rect the shell sizes with the right bias before estimatirgstiell than 100% antbr could evolve in time. When we require self-
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Fig.4. (a) Same as in Fidl 3(a), but with radii measured with the CPBhlied to the images obtained from the phase-referenced
visibilities (we call these size estimatBsg). (b) Same as in Fidl 3(a), but with radii estimated from niditting to the visibilities
(we call these estimatédr).

consistency between (bias-corrected) CPM results and émod80+ 8)%. These results are compatible with those reported in
fitted) shell widths, lower ejecta opacities translate imdorower Marcaide et al.[(2009), who used a subset of the observations
shell widths. In that sense, a value of 0.35 can be considemésented here.

as an observational upper bound of the fractional shellwadt For an ejecta opacity of 80%, the shell widths obtained
SN 1993J. from model fitting are shown in Fig] 5. Only observations of

An appropriate percentage of absorption to use in our fits§90chs from year 1995 onwards were used in the fitting. Using
the average of the estimates obtained from fitting a shellanodh€se values, we obtain a weighted mean of the shell width of
to the data of our best epochs (i.e., with gomdcoverages 0.310+0.011 for 8.4 GHz data, 0.3@00.005 for 5 GHz data,
and large signal-to-noise ratios). The epochs selecteduion 0-26+0.02 for 2.3GHz data, and 0.324.008 for 1.7 GHz
fits were all at 5GHz between days 1638 and 2369 after data.
plosion. We used data only at 5GHz to avoid any possible All these quantities are close to 0.3. Based on very few and
frequency-dependent bias. For all 10 epochs, we fitted #Hte frnoisy data, the shell widths estimated at 2.3 GHz are thelsmal
tional shell width,& = (Rout — Rin)/Rout: the supernova radius, est, within 2r from the value 0.3. On the other hand, data at 8.4
Rout, the location of the shell center, the percentage of absognd 1.7 GHz give wider shell width estimates than at 5 GHz. The
tion, and the total flux density, obtaining an average nedeghell shell width at 8.4 GHz is compatible with that at 5 GHz ata 1
width of 0.31+ 0.02 and an average percentage of absorptionlefel. The average shell width at 1.7 GHz is abaww@der than
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Table 2. Expansion parameters of SN 1993J.

5t022GHz 1.7 GHz
my m, ty (days) Ms
CPM selfcal | 0.933+0.010 0.796+ 0.005 390+ 30 0.87+0.02
CPM ph-ref 0.933+ 0.010 0.795t 0.005 390+ 40 0.83+ 0.02
Model fitting® 0.94+ 0.06 0.798+ 0.007 270+ 70 0.90+ 0.03

Bartel 1 0.93+0.02 0.798+ 0.006 390+ 50 | 0.84+0.06
Bartel 2 0.82+0.03 0.796+ 0.016 1000+ 700 | 0.84+ 0.06
Marcaidé 0.845+ 0.005 0.788:0.015 1500+ 300 | 0.87+0.03

a Using CPM-measured supernova sizes from images obtaioedskelf-calibrated visibilities, as described in Marcaédal. (2009).

b Using CPM-measured sizes from images obtained from plefseenced visibilities.

¢ Using model fitting to the visibilities.

d Using the shell sizes reported in Bartel et/al. (2002).

€ Using the sizes reported in Bartel et al. (2002), but takinly the epochs later than day 182 after explosion (i.e., theaf the
first epoch reported in Marcaide etlal. 2009).

f Refit using the shell sizes reported in Marcaide ef al. (2009)
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Fig.5. Fitted fractional shell widths of SN 1993J, using the * 5GHz
model described in Appendix 2 of Marcaide etal. (2009) ased tI ° 17GHz| ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
shell sizes determined with the CPM, applying the corredpor 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 4000 4500
ing bias for an ejecta absorption of 80% (see text). The rrc Age (days)

shown are such that the reduggdof each fit is equal to unity. i i o
Fig. 6. Percentage of absorption (or degree of ejecta opacity) fit-

ted to the visibilities by fixing the shell size and the fracil
shell width (see text). The maximum allowed absorption (or

] ejecta opacity) in the model is set to 100%.
at 5 GHz. The dierence between shell widths at these frequen-

cies could be due to either a physically wider shell at 1.7 GHz

to instrumental fects related to the finite sensitivity of the interalthough the data are too noisy to infer any clear evoluticthe
ferometers, or to a lower ejecta opacity at 5 GHz (lower dfExsci opacity.

translate into narrower fitted shell widths). Any of thesplara-

tions (or a combination of them) could help explain th@edient _ . .

shell widths obtained for éferent frequencies (see Marcaide et-4-2- SPectral-index gradients in the shell

al.[2009). In Paper II, we will analyze these possibilitied éheir  Since the expansion curve of SN 1993J is dependent on the ob-
relationship with features in the radio light curves puiid by  serving frequency, there must be a distribution of speirtcites
Weiler etal. [2007). From Figl 5, we also notice thatno time-e through the shell. If the size at 1.7 GHz is really larger taan
lution of the relative shell width is discernible at any fuemcy, 5GHz, the spectral index in the outer part of the shell should
although the data are too noisy to reach any robust conelusiotend to—co, since there would be emission at 1.7 GHz but not
For completeness, we fitted the percentage of absorptiorahb GHz. On the contrary, if the frequendyexts in the expan-
5GHz and 1.7 GHz by fixing the fractional shell width to 0.%ion curve came from changes in the opacity by the ejecta, the
and the shell sizes to the estimates given by[Eq. 2 (accordspmectral indices in the inner part of the shell would be latigen
to our hypothesis of dierent ejecta absorptions atférent fre- those in the outer shell (since the intensity at 5 GHz in tinein
guencies, this equation should give the closest estiméttgeo shell would be higher, because of the lower ejecta opacity).
true shell size at late epochs). The results obtained arersim Unfortunately, the spectral-index images of SN 1993J be-
Fig.[8. We set the maximum possible absorption to 100%, to diveen 1.7 and 5GHz are very noisy. No clear conclusion can
tain fits with physical meaning for some epochs. There is & hipe extracted from the images themselves. However, we can in-
of a larger absorption at 1.7 GHz compared to that at 5.0 GHzegase the SNR of the spectral-index estimates by integrtte
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Fig.7. Difference between the7l- 5 GHz spectral index in the
inner shell (i.e., for radii up to 0.5 times the shell radiasd
in the outer shell (i.e., for radii larger than 0.5 times thelks
radius).

the degree of circularity of the shell is the fractional utaiaty

of the radius determined with the CPM (i. e., the scatter of ra
dial positions of a given contour with respect to the shetiteg

in units of the source radius; see Appendix 1 of Marcaide.et al
intensity at each frequency throughfferent parts of the shell. 2009 for more details). The degree of circularity of the supe
On the other hand, we integrate the flux densities from a radi@va, computed this way, is typically around 2-4%, as can be
distance of O (i.e., the shell center) up to half the shel siz seen in FiglB, with the exception of some epochs with low dy-
1.7 GHz; we call these integrated flux densiﬁ-g% andFi1n7' for Namic ranges. Similar _results were also reported in Bietknh
the images at 5.0 and 1.7 GHz, respectively. On the other,hafiial. [2001). Such a circularity in the images must be due to a
we integrate the flux densities from a radial distance ofitngs$ high degree of isotropy in the angular distribution of theceg

the shell size at 1.7 GHz up to 2 times the shell size at 1.7 GMglocities (and, therefore, in the distribution of the CSM)

(to be sure that we integrate all the emission from the olnelt s~ However, the symmetry of the radio shell not only depends
at both frequencies); we call these integrated flux desdrgd ~ on its circularity, but also on the intensity distributiarside it.
andF2%, for 5 GHz and 1.7 GHz, respectively. In Fig. 7 we show© study the azimuthal intensity distribution in the shelg

the diference between the inner spectral index, computed, for each epoch since 1995, the angular distibuti
of flux density in a ring of radius equal to the radial position
FE"O 5.0 of the brightness peak. For every epoch, we used a convolving
Qin = IOg(Fiﬁ ]/ |09(1—7), beam with FWHM equal to 0.5 times the shell radius. In Elg. 9
17 ’ we show the time evolution of the angular intensity disttido
and the outer spectral index, in the SN 1993J shell, obtained from a linear interpolatien b
out tween epochs. In the cases of epochg observgd less than§Q day
— o @ /1o 5.0 apart, we selected only one for the interpolation, that ghhi
@out = 109 Ff“} 9 1.7/ est dynamic randfe The minimum-to-maximum intensity ratio

Il thi . at each epoch typically ranges between 0.7 and 0.9, indizati
We call this diferenceAa = ain — aou. It can be seen in ¢ the shell emission is homogeneous to a levelgfi%.

the figure thatAe is positive for all the epochs Wh_ere quasl- prom Fig[® we arrive at a clear conclusion: there are some
simultaneous 1.7 and 5 GHz observations were avalIabl«=.=(nslexcregionS where the shell is clearly brighter (i. e., has hotsp

for the last one, at day 4606 after explosion). This is indele@t 54 these regions persist in time for periods of the order of a
observgﬂonal e\/_ldence of the opacityeets by the ejecta sug-q,sang days. Unfortunately, the dynamic range of the @sag
g;asted mhMarc?lde et alr.] (2002) and su]pj)%%rgeqruere. Thewgl% not high enough to ensure a single interpretation of the az
of A atthe earlier epochs gather arountd0.3. The expected i, ;iha| evolution of the radio shell. The first hot spot isdted
value ofAa for a shell model with a fractional width of 0.3 andi, ihe west (i. e., position angle of 270 degrees in Fig. 9)iand

zero absorption at 5GHz (and maximum at 1.7 GHz) is 0.4, esent from the beginning of the interpolation up to d&p00

}[’r‘;""ﬁhh'gher than tﬂ?ste sh?vyn tlr? Fiﬂt 7. E should be noticgo explosion. There is another, less clear, hot spoeptetir-
at the presence of hot spots in the outer shell@rchanges in ing approximately the same time range, but located in the eas

the ejecta opacity through th? inner she_II at each frequéardy, i. e., position angle of 90 degrees). This hot spot seemg+o d
of course, the dierent sampling of Fourier space between boll, 056 in several parts at some epochs, which drift towards
frequencies) mayféect the estimates dfa. north andor south. Beginning on day1600 after explosion,
this second hot spot seems to be finally decomposed into two
3.4.3. Azimuthal evolution of the shell inhomogeneities hot spots, one towards the south (reaching a position asifie

The VLBI images of SN 1993J keep a high degree of circular” The images of all these epochs can be downloaded from
ity during the whole expansion. A quantitative represeotedf |httpy//www.uv.egradioastaanda2018n93j-images.htm


http://www.uv.es/radioast/aanda2010/sn93j-images.html

10 I. Marti-Vidal et al.: Radio emission of SN1993J: the qbate picture.

(2003). According to these authors, an additional hot Spoti sl
be visible at 180 degrees from day 774 to day 1258, which is not
seen in Fig[®. However, as we noticed above, for some epochs

7006 like that of day 1177, the wide hot spot at 90 degrees seems to
| 4458 decompose in several parts, and one of the parts shifts tose
1 azss the south, thus making the figure compatible with the replorte
hot spot in Bietenholz et all_(2003). According to Bieterzhol
4 T 4088 et al. [2003), another hot spot should also develop at 270 de-
grees, beginning on day 2080. A close look to Elg. 9 reveals th
1387 there are indeed small levels of over-emission betwee200
13717 and~ 360 degrees during practically the whole expansion. The
| 3501 additional hot spot reported in Bietenholz et al. (2003)Ilddie
related to some of the hot spots shown in our[Hig. 9. We must no-
1 3344 tice, however, that Fid.]9 shows the intensity distributidong
1 2164 a circular ring of radius equal to that of the distance of thakp
. flux density to the shell center. Therefore, if a hotspot vatra
2 3 T 2996 distance from the shell centeffidirent from that of the peak, the
© T 2880 azimuthal distribution shown in Fif] 9 would underestimtaie
© | 27o4 intensity of this hot spot (and could also slightly misslét),
S 1 2627 since the ring used in the azimuthal sampling would not cover
< 2525 the peak of such a hot spot.
° T 3% The azimuthal intensity distribution in the shell can eithe
2 + 2271 come from inhomogeneities in the distribution of the magnet
field energy density (being higher at the regions with higher
2 12078 flux density) or from inhomogeneities in the CSM density dis-
1 1889 tribution (being higher at the regions of higher flux density
+ 1788 However, we must take into account that the incomplete sam-
1 1638 pling of theuv-plane by the interferometers can also partially af-
1 1532 fect the recovered azimuthal intensity distributions,»xqd@ned
+ 1430 in Heywood et al.[(2009). Nevertheless, the clear systereat-
T 18§ lution of the features and the fact that they persist in thages
] 3258 even if we remove several antennas from the data (the hat spot
T 1096 are clearly encoded in the phase closures, which are indepén
1 T 99 of the antenna gains), give us confidence in the reliabifithe
T 3;2 results shown in Fig]9.
| 686 In the case of magnetic-field inhomogeneities inside the
shell, a variation in the angular distribution of the magméeld
2;83. ang(i e (Nor%oh to ElaSS(% ) (deg2;)70 energy density would be due to anisotropies in the ejec_ta dis
tribution, given that the magnetic fields are presumably lamp
fied by nonlinear ffects produced in the magneto-hydrodynamic
_ interaction between the ejecta and the shocked CSM (see

Chevalier[1982Za). In the case of CSM inhomogeneities, an
anisotropic pre-supernova stellar wind could help exptaérhot
Fig.9. Evolution of the azimuthal intensity distribution in thespots reported here.

SN 1993J shell, computed as the linear time interpolatioa of |t must be noticed that the separation between the two hot
selection of epochs (see text). The supernova age at thetestlespots that persist until dayl1600 is approximately 180 degrees,
epochs is marked with ticks (right). The 20 contours shoven awhich is approximately the same final angular separatiohef t
normalized at each epoch, and equally distributed between two hot spots that develop after that day. Moreover, theemng|
minimum (black) and maximum (white) intensities in the shel between the location of the first hot spot (at 270 degrees) and
the other hot spots that develop after dal600 are around 90
degrees. These peculiar angular separations could gies tiu

degrees) and the other towards the north (reaching a positio an interpretation of the hot spots as caused by an anisotropi
gle~0 degrees). These two new hot spots persist in time beydd§-supernova stellar wind along the rotation axis/anthe
day 3500 after explosion. From that epoch onwards, the dimarfiguatorial plane of the progenitor. However, we do not atersi
range of our images is too low to reach to any robust conatusithe quality of Fig[® good enough to propose any such specific
about the evolution of the angular brightness pattern. teis model.

markable that the first hot spot located at a position angh¥ 6f
degrees disappears more or less at the same time as theamheﬁ
spot evolves into two hot spots which shift to their final piosis

at 160 and 0 degrees. Another possible interpretation ofdHgy We have re-analyzed all the available VLBI data of supernova
that the hot spot located at 270 degrees could shift to 16f@deg SN 1993J in a homogeneous and self-consistent way. We find
on day~1600, and the one located at 90 degrees could shifdto that the location of the supernova shell center, takingdbation
degrees at roughly the same time. These interpretationg @ F of the phase calibrator source (M81*) as a reference positio
differ from the evolution reported in Bietenholz, Bartel & Rupereflects the shift in the peak of emission of the calibratahwi

mn max

.hSummary
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frequency (see also Bietenholz etral. 2004). We find no edielerReferences
of proper motion by the shell center at any frequency. Baron, E., Hauschildt, P. H., Branch, D.. et al. 1995, Apd, 440

We have obtained expansion curves using two approache8drtel, N., Bietenholz, M. F., Rupen, M. P,, et al. 1994, Nat(368, 610
the data analysis: a novel method to estimate the shell sitteeo Ba”e:' N S!Etenﬂo:z' M. F. Rupen, M. b., et a:- gggg' 8ce 2%21112
sky plane (the CPM, see Marti-Vidal 2008 and Marcaide et gaey N Bictenhols. M F.YRlljggr?Y M.P. & Duiakedioe 45007 ApJ, 668
2009) and model fitting to the visibilities. The expansionves 924 B T ' T
obtained with these approaches can be modeled with the saeenholz, M. F., Bartel, N., & Rupen, M. P., 2001, ApJ, 5570
expansion law, and the fitted parameters obtained are compgigtenholz, M. F., Bartel, N., & Rupen, M. P. 2003, ApJ, 59743
ble. As previously found by Marcaide et &I, (2009), the expag:ztned”fg?('fh'v'b% ﬁ%ﬁ%i R"'l%%“efp’y "4'3;' 5204' ApJ, 61831
sion curve dffers for diferent observing frequencies. For data @hevaiier, R. A. 1982a, ApJ, 258, 790
1.7 GHz, we can model the expansion with only one expansiORevalier, R. A. 1982b, ApJ, 259, 302
index,mz = 0.87 + 0.02. For data at the other, higher, frequenFransson, C. & Bjornsson, C.-1. 1998, ApJ, 509, 861
cies, two expansion indices are needeg= 0.933+ 0.010 and E[?ijfnoga CV.\,/ LL“”gﬂ‘SEESP- 'S&MChla‘g'c‘frg FE 'A:‘- t?z?r 1%%14’%3;} 628

M v , B.F., etal. 1994, Ap3,
;Tehrent%(:gi%_e g.22[21!\‘/;?6“(::b(ilezctr)ll‘téilliht?ﬂrifexfa?:ngs(l)oin ?"r(‘) m(;/glfHeyvgggfiégéBlundell, K.M., Klockner, H.-R., & Beasley, &, 2009, MNRAS,
after explosion. These estimates are slightffedent from those Kovalev, Y. Y., Lobanov, A. P., Pushkarev, A. B. & Zensus, J.2808, A&A,
given by Marcaide et al[ (2009) and are heavily influenced by 483,759

having used of early data obtained by Bartel’s group. Mz:gz:gg* 3”\|<IA g‘ gpgg:;g I'"I' 11%8832 AAJp' 38%71613’5%

We estimated the shell width atfférent frequencies and itsMarcaide, J. M., Alberdi, A., Elosegui, P., et al. 1994, M4, 25
possible evolution with time, as well as the opacity to thdiga MZIﬁilgi j m ﬁlﬁiiﬂ:' 2., Egzv E o :: iggg%’;‘j‘ﬂ@%“
emission by the eJeCta',Th? mean fractional She” W'qthm Marcaide: J. M Mart’l—\’/idall, I, i?os’,, E., etal ’200515, intnic Explosions,
ing data at all frequencies is31+ 0.02, compatible with the re-  |au Collog. 192, ed. J. M. Marcaide & K. W. Weiler (Berlin:Spger) 29
sults previously reported in Marcaide et al. (1997) and Male Marcaide, J. M., Marti-Vidal, 1., Alberdi, A., et al. 20088A, 505, 927
et al. [2009), but wider than the results reported by Barte| Warti-Vidal, I. 2008, PhD. Thesis (University of Valenctpain)
al. (2000) and Bietenholz et al. (2003). Our study is not coN—a”(";\rf;gs,"lo'(')*?“fg;fia)"de' J-M., Alberdi, A., et al. 20103&A, accepted
clusive about any spectral dependence of the shell widtpr &ioduszewski, A. J., Dwarkadas, V. V., & Ball, L. 2001, ApEZ 869
time evolution. With regard to the ejecta absorption, we fital  Pérez-Torres, M. A., Alberdi, A., & Marcaide, J. M. 2001, A&374, 997
our best-quality data can be fitted with a partially-absdrifeell Pooley ? Sé& Gfeeg 2&;3'3 1333'0 MNRSA%1264, 17

i 1 1 i i i I . I'Cl . Irc.

with (80 8)% absorption. We find evidence of a radial gradle@q]p;pﬁ'er am g.,(:;éarson, Ti e Ta§|6r, G B. 1995, BAAS 9
in the distribution of the spectral index, indicating thze €jecta |, 'byk 'S b Weiler, K. W.. Sramek, R. A., Rupen, M. P., & Bgia, N. 1994,
opacity may be dierent (higher) at 1.7 GHz, compared to that  apJ, 432, L115
at higher frequencies, as pointed out in Marcaide ef al.gp0®0 Weiler, K. W., Williams, C. L., Panagia, N., et al. 2007, AT, 1959
more detailed study of thefect of a frequency-dependent ejecta
opacity in the expansion curve and in the radio light cursesi

ported in Paper Il.

We studied the morphological evolution of the radio shell
beyond self-similarity. The inhomogeneities (hot spots)rid
around the azimuthal structure of the shell images are &jlgic
on the order of 20% of the mean flux density per unit beam in
the shell. The hot spots found in the shell persist for tinfeh®
order of 1000 days and the angular separations between them
usually take singular values (90 andor ~ 180 degrees). This
could be interpreted as the result of an anisotropic pressiqva
stellar wind along the rotation axis gliodthe equatorial plane of
the precursor star. However, the quality of the data is notdgo
enough to reach any robust conclusion.

Shell sizes at very late epochs (from day 358000 on-
wards) are systematically and progressively smaller than p
dicted with the expansion model. Thifect may be related to
the exponential-like time decay of the supernova flux dgragit
late epochs reported in Weiler et al. (2007).
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Table 1. VLBI observations of SN 1993J.

Date Agé PP | Freq. Rsc® Rer? Rve® Dyn. Rangé
(ddmnyyy)  (days) (GHz) (mas) (mas) (mas)
27/04/937 30 B 22 0.094+ 0.004 0.094-0.004 0.082:-0.008
17/05/937 50 B 22 0.154+0.005 0.154-0.005 0.146:0.010

15 0.162+0.018 0.162:0.018 0.15:0.03

8.4 0.134:0.005 0.134-0.005 0.12%40.009
27/06/93’ 91 B 15 0.254+0.008 0.254-0.008 0.24%0.015

8.4 0.264-0.006 0.264-0.006  0.25@Q-0.010
04/08/93" 129 B 15 0.38+0.03 0.38:0.03 0.36+ 0.06

8.4 0.3470.008 0.34%0.009 0.32%0.015
190993’ 175 B 15 0.461+0.008 0.4610.008 0.43%0.015

8.4 0.448:0.008 0.4480.009 0.4250.015
26/0993 182 M 8.4 0.51740.017 0.51%0.018 0.49:0.03 307.4
06/11/93’ 223 B 15 0.565+0.015 0.56% 0.015 0.54:0.03

8.4 0.561+0.008 0.5610.009 0.53%0.015

5.0 0.565:0.017 0.5650.017 0.54:0.03
22/11/93 239 M 8.4 0.67+0.06 0.674 0.06 0.63:0.11 450.9
17/12/937 264 B 15 0.77+0.03 0.770.03 0.73:0.05

8.4 0.710:0.011 0.71@-0.011 0.6730.019
28/01/947 306 B 15 0.73+0.04 0.73:0.04 0.690.07

8.4 0.793:0.014 0.7930.014 0.75:0.02

5.0 0.78+0.02 0.78:0.02 0.74:0.04
20/02/948 329 M 8.4 0.87+0.07 0.8 0.07 0.82:0.12 199.3
1503/947 352 B 8.4 0.862-0.014 0.862-0.014 0.82:0.02

5.0 0.863:0.014 0.8630.014 0.82:0.02
22/04/947 390 B 8.4 0.991+0.017 0.9910.017 0.94:0.03

5.0 0.955:0.017 0.95% 0.017 0.9G:0.03

2.3 1.00+ 0.05 1.00:0.05 0.95: 0.09
29/05/948 427 M 8.4 1.08+0.10 1.08:0.11 1.02-0.18 123.8
22/06/947 451 B 8.4 1.062:0.017 1.062-0.017 1.0 0.03

5.0 1.098:0.017 1.09& 0.017 1.04:0.03
30/08/947 520 B 8.4 1.248:0.019 1.25:0.02 1.18-0.03

5.0 1.232:0.019 1.23:0.02 1.170.03

2.3 1.29+0.04 1.29:0.04 1.22+0.08
20/09948 541 M 5.0 1.21+0.14 1.21+0.14 1.15:0.24 152.4
31/10/947 582 B 8.4 1.35+0.02 1.35:0.02 1.28:0.04

5.0 1.35+0.02 1.35:0.02 1.27+0.04
23/12/947 635 B 8.4 1.39+0.02 1.39:0.02 1.31+0.04

5.0 1.43+0.02 1.43:0.02 1.36:0.04

2.3 1.48+0.05 1.48:0.05 1.40+0.09
12/02/95 686 B 8.4 1.52+ 0.08 1.53:0.08 1.41+0.04 42.7
23/02/95 697 M 5.0 1.48+0.04 1.48:0.04 1.38:0.11 140.7
11/0595 774 B 8.4 1.60+0.20 1.64:0.21 1.68-0.12 36.9

5.0 1.68+0.10 1.68:0.11 1.56+0.04 14.2
11/0595 774 M 5.0 1.66+0.07 1.71+0.08 1.51+0.80 194.6
18/08/95 873 B 8.4 1.73+0.16 1.73:0.16 1.77+0.11 23.5

5.0 1.85+0.07 1.81+0.07 1.51+0.30 44.5
01/10/95 917 M 5.0 1.92+0.07 1.92:0.08 1.92+0.05 168.7
19/12/95 996 B 8.4 2.11+0.06 2.11+0.06 2.12:0.11 35.2

5.0 2.15+0.11 2.15:0.12 2.13:0.07 71.0

2.3 2.23+0.05 2.23+0.05 2.11+0.08 116.9
28/03/96 1096 M 5.0 2.21+0.05 2.21+0.06 2.14+0.11 63.0
08/04/96 1107 B 8.4 2.41+0.18 2.34-0.19 2.14+0.15 52.3

5.0 2.10+0.20 2.02:0.21 1.98:0.12 56.0
17/06/96 1177 M 5.0 2.31+0.07 2.31+0.07 2.23:0.10 30.6
01/09/96 1253 B 8.4 2.50+0.10 2.53:0.10 2.29:0.06 30.7

5.0 2.51+0.08 2.50:0.08 2.33:0.04 74.5
22/10/96 1304 M 5.0 2.61+0.04 2.61+0.04 2.47+0.06 120.9
13/12/96 1356 B 8.4 2.65+0.06 2.66+0.06 2.52:0.07 20.6

5.0 2.62:£0.11 2.63:0.12 2.59:0.11 62.8

2.3 2.52+0.18 2.520.19 2.44+0.10 165.1
2502/97 1430 M 5.0 2.81+0.09 2.81+0.10 2.51+0.10 79.4
07/06/97 1532 B 8.4 2.90£0.13 2.90:0.14 2.730.11 19.1

5.0 2.86+0.06 2.84+0.07 2.70:0.43 21.6
21/0997 1638 M 5.0 3.09+0.05 3.09+ 0.06 2.94+0.02 101.9
1511/97 1693 B 8.4 3.14+0.07 3.15:0.12 2.91+0.15 31.2

5.0 3.13:0.15 3.13:0.16 3.05:0.13 84.0

2.3 3.17+0.50 3.140.57 3.03:0.16 113.6
18/02/98 1788 M 5.0 3.37+0.05 3.39:0.05 3.21+0.05 86.6
30/0598 1889 M 5.0 3.48+0.06 3.48+0.07 3.33:0.09 112.6
03/06/98 1893 B 8.4 3.46+0.07 3.340.08 3.33:0.14 35.4

5.0 3.43+0.09 3.45:0.09 3.18:0.13 26.9
2(/11/98 2064 B 5.0 3.73:0.16 3.75:0.17 3.63:0.06 26.0
23/11/98 2066 M 5.0 3.74+0.07 3.74-0.08 3.50: 0.05 94.7
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Table 1. continued.

Date Agé PP | Freq. Rsc® Rer? Rve® Dyn. Rangé
(ddmnyyy)  (days) (GHz) (mas) (mas) (mas)
30/11/98 2073 M 1.7 3.78:0.07 3.9+ 0.08 3.58:0.15 150.5
07/12/98 2080 B 8.4 3.74+0.09 3.75:0.09 3.470.14 30.0
2.3 3.77+0.07 3.96+ 0.08 3.540.16 62.0
06/06/99 2261 B 1.7 4.11+0.07 4.170.08 3.82:0.05 60.1
10/06/99 2265 M 5.0 4.07+0.08 4.10:0.08 3.81+0.04 61.9
16/06/99 2271 B 5.0 4.05+0.35 4.02: 0.36 3.71+0.16 23.3
22/09/99 2369 M 5.0 4.12+0.07 4.12:0.08 3.93:0.05 41.1
28/0999 2376 B 1.7 4.28+0.07 4.43:0.08 4.13:0.09 3.8
24/11/99 2432 B 5.0 4.32+0.22 4.34:0.23 4.12:0.12 21.8
25/02/00 2525 B 8.4 4.43+0.09 4.48:0.10 4,12+ 0.32 26.9
06/06/00 2627 M 5.0 4.52+0.10 4.38:0.11 4.36+ 0.06 40.2
13/11/00 2787 B 8.4 4.77+0.13 4.65+0.13 4.90:0.29 14.5
2.3 4.85+0.40 4.70:0.39 4.81+0.25 19.5
20/11/00 2794 M 1.7 5.01+0.13 5.040.13 4.75:0.05 219.7
24/11/00 2798 M 5.0 4.76+0.18 4.79%0.18 4.76+0.06 56.71
14/02/01 2880 M 5.0 4.94+0.12 4.95+0.12 4.65+0.07 116.2
10/06/01 2996 B 5.0 5.00£0.14 4.99:0.14 4.90: 0.09 32.1
181101 3157 M 5.0 5.21+0.18 5.16+0.19 4.28+0.60 38.7
26/1101 3164 B 1.7 5.59+0.17 5.52:0.18 5.1740.12 98.1
24/0502 3344 B 5.0 5.49+0.18 5.48:0.19 5.03: 0.06 13.2
07/11/02 3511 M 5.0 5.77+0.19 5.76:0.19 5.570.40 18.2
17/11/02 3521 M 1.7 6.15+0.18 6.06+0.19 5.85:0.10 78.5
01/06/03 3717 B 5.0 6.04+0.23 5.79:0.23 5.26+0.29 19.6
29/1003 3867 M 5.0 6.34+0.18 6.34+0.20 5.88:0.22 21.9
250504 4076 B 5.0 6.45+0.31 6.13:0.32 5.74:0.30 15.3
06/06/04 4088 B 1.7 6.72:£0.21 6.58+0.24 6.49:0.14 35.4
31/10/04 4235 M 5.0 6.33:0.24 6.56+ 0.24 .2 19.8
11/06/05 4458 B 5.0 6.55+0.26 6.89+0.27 5.90:0.61 18.7
22/10/05 4591 M 5.0 6.64+0.29 6.64+0.29 6.10:0.57 27.3
06/11/05 4606 M 1.7 7.00+0.30 6.87+0.27 6.58:0.11 45.9

Assumed explosion date: 28 March 1993.
Principal Investigator: M= J.M. Marcaide; B= N. Bartel/ M.F. Bietenholz/ M. Rupen.
Shell radii determined with the CPM applied to images otgdifrom self-calibrated visibilities (see text).
Shell radii determined with the CPM applied to images olgdifrom phase-referenced visibilities (see text).
Shell radii determined from model fitting to the visibiligie
Dynamic range of the supernova images (i.e., peak flux deimsitnits of the root-mean-square of the image backgrourmyputed using
natural visibility weighting and applying a Gaussian taipgFourier space (see Sdci.2.1).
" Epochs where the shell radii were taken from Bartel et al0220but applying the corresponding biases (see $eci)3@ make them
comparable to the radii obtained with the CPM and with thé esfimated from our visibility model fitting.
8 Epochs where the “CPM-like” radii were adapted from modginfj results, to avoid image over-resolutions if the CPMenvapplied directly.
% Unsatisfactory fit (unclear minimum of thé).

o a0 b W N P
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