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ABSTRACT

SN 2001em ,identi�ed asa TypeIc supernova,hasrecently been detected in the radio and X-rays,
& 2 yr after the explosion. The high lum inosities at such late tim es m ight arise from a relativistic
jet viewed substantially o�-axis that becom es visible only when it turns m ildly relativistic and its
em ission isno longerstrongly beam ed away from us.Alternatively,theem ission m ightoriginatefrom
the interaction ofthe SN shellwith the circum stellar m edium . W e �nd that the latter scenario is
hard to reconcile with the observed rapid rise in the radio 
ux and optically thin spectrum ,F� /

�� 0:36� 0:16t1:9� 0:4,while these features arise naturally from a m isaligned relativistic jet. The high
X-ray lum inosity provides an independent and m ore robust constraint { it requires � 1051 erg in
m ildly relativistic ejecta. The source should therefore currently have a large angularsize (� 2 m as)
which could be resolved in the radio with VLBA.Itisalso expected to be bipolarand isthuslikely
to exhibita largedegreeoflinearpolarization (� 10% � 20% ).The presenceofa relativistic out
ow
in SN 2001em would haveinteresting im plications.Itwould suggestthatseveralpercentofSNeIb/c
producem ildly relativisticjets,with an initialLorentzfactor�0 & 2,whilethefraction thatproduce
G RB jets (with �0 & 100) is � 100 tim es sm aller. This could considerably increase the expected
num ber oftransients sim ilar to orphan G RB afterglows in the radio,and to a lesser extent in the
opticaland X-rays,ifthere is a continuous distribution in �0. Furtherm ore,this m ay give further
credenceto theidea thatcorecollapseSNe,and in particularSNeTypeIb/c,aretriggered by bipolar
jets.
Subjectheadings:stars:supernovae{ supernovae:individual(SN 2001em )| gam m a-rays:bursts|

ISM :jetsand out
ows

1. IN TRO D U CTIO N

Supernova (SN) 2001em was discovered on Septem -
ber 15, 2001 in the nearby galaxy UG C 11794
(Papenkova etal.2001),at a redshift ofz = 0:019493.
This corresponds to a distance of D � 80 M pc (for

� = 0:7,
M = 0:3 and h = 0:71).Itwasclassi�ed asa
Type Ib/c SN (m ost likely Ic,Filippenko & Chornock
2001). SNe Type Ib/c { som e of which are thought
to arise from the core collapse ofa W olf-Rayet (W R)
star{ havedrawn m oreattention in recentyearsdue to
their association with gam m a-ray bursts (G RBs). The
bestand m ostsecureassociation so farisbetween G RB
030329 and SN 2003dh (Stanek etal.2003;Hjorth etal.
2003). A com pelling case also existsforSN 1998bw (at
z = 0:0085)and G RB 980425 (G alam a etal.1998).
Thisraised interestin thesearch forsignaturesofG RB

jets in nearby Type Ib/c SNe (e.g., Paczy�nski 2001).
Typically,the narrow G RB jetspointaway from usand
willnot be detectable in 
-rays,but the SN m ightstill
be observed. As the o�-axis G RB jets becom e m ildly
relativistic,m onthsto yearsaftertheexplosion,theirra-
diation isno longerstrongly beam ed away from us,and
they could becom e detectablein the radio.
Thus m otivated, Stockdaleetal. (2004) observed a

large sam ple of SNe Ib/c at late tim es, and detected
SN 2001em on O ctober 17.18, 2003 at 8:4 G Hz as a
1:151� 0:051 m Jy radio source. In addition to itshigh
radio lum inosity,LR � 1028 erg s� 1 Hz� 1 (second only
to SN 1998bw;K ulkarnietal. 1998), SN 2001em was
also unusualin its subsequent evolution. Its 8:4 G Hz
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ux rapidly increased to 1:480� 0:052 m Jy on January
30.90,2004. This corresponds to a tem poralindex of
� = 1:9 � 0:4, where F� / ��t�. Interestingly, the
sourceappeared nontherm al,exhibiting a spectralslope
of� = � 0:36� 0:16 between 4.9 and 14:9 G Hz,at the
second epoch.M ore recently,on April4.81 2004,Chan-
dra detected SN 2001em in theX-ray (0:5� 8keV)with
a lum inosity ofLX � 1041 erg s� 1 and � � � 0:1� 0:35
(Pooley etal.2004).
In thisLetterweinvestigatedi�erentexplanationsfor

the unusualem ission from SN 2001em . The two m ost
naturalm echanism s are (i) the interaction between the
SN shelland the circum stellarm edium (CSM ),and (ii)
o�-axisrelativisticjets.W eexam inethesetwo possibili-
tiesin detailin x2 and x3,respectively.O urconclusions
arediscussed in x4.

2. IN TER ACTIO N BETW EEN TH E SU PER N O VA SH ELL

A N D TH E CIRCU M STELLA R M ED IU M

ThecharacteristicSN radio lightcurvesarethoughtto
arise from the com peting e�ects of a slowly declining
nontherm alradio em ission and a m orerapidly declining
absorption. Underthe assum ption thatthe fractionsof
internalenergy in m agnetic�elds(�B )and in relativistic
electrons (�e) rem ain constant with tim e,the observed
radio
ux can,to�rstapproxim ation,bewritten asF � /

��t�e� �,where�= 1� p
2

and p isthepower-law index of
theelectronenergyspectrum (Chevalier1994).Theearly
optically thick phase,� & 1,can bedom inated by either
free-free absorption orsynchrotron self-absorption. The
high expansion velocitiesand low CSM densitiesfound in
type Ib/c SNe suggestthat synchrotron self-absorption
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is the dom inant m echanism in these objects (Chevalier
1998).Synchrotron self-absorption leadsto a powerlaw
in both tim e and frequency,F� / �5=2,instead ofan
exponentialform forfree-freeabsorption.
SN 2001em showed both afastrisein itsradio
ux,and

an optically thin spectralslope,F� / �� 0:36� 0:16t1:9� 0:4.
W hile the form erm ay be sim ilarto thatexpected from
synchrotronself-absorption,thelatterisclearlynot.The
factthattherapid riseoccurswith littleabsorption,im -
pliesthatitisnotbecauseofareduction in opticaldepth.
The usualm odels described above therefore failto re-
producetheobserved increasein 
ux.Thisbehaviorhas
notbeen observed previously in radio SNe,although SN
1987A (TypeII)hasshown a strong risein itsradio 
ux
(Balletal.1995) together with an optically thin spec-
tralslope,�� � 0:95 (M anchesteretal.2002),thathas
been attributed to interaction with the densewind from
a previousevolutionary phase(Chevalier1992).
In orderto addressthequestion ofwhetherornotthe

radio em ission seen in SN 2001em isconsistentwith syn-
chrotron radiation from the interaction ofthe SN shell
with the CSM ,we generalize the analysis of W axm an
(2004a), which applies to expansion in a �ext / r� 2

m edium , to �ext = Ar� k. Let us consider a sub-
relativistic shellejected by the SN explosion,with m ass
M ,totalenergy E ,and initialvelocity v0. Denoting,
tdec, the tim e at which the SN shell decelerates sig-
ni�cantly,we have tdec = [2(3 � k)E =4�Av5� k0 ]1=(3� k)

and v � v0 � m in[1;(t=tdec)(k� 3)=(5� k)]. The sharp rise,
�= 1:9� 0:4,and thespectralslope,�= � 0:36� 16,that
were observed in SN 2001em ,cannot be achieved after
tdec (Frailetal.2000). O n the otherhand,att� tdec,
the observed spectralslope suggests that we are in the
power law segm ent of the spectrum where � = 1� p

2
,

which im plies�= 3� k(5+ p)

4
.In orderto obtain �� 1:9

oneneedsk . 0:55� 0:63 for2 < p < 3.Such a sm ooth
powerlaw densitypro�leisunlikelyin theim m ediatesur-
roundingsofa m assivestar(G arcia-Segura etal.1996).
Explaining the X-ray lum inosity,LX � 1041 erg s� 1

at t � 950 days, is not trivial. W e have LX �

fX �rad�e(E =t)m in[1;(t=tdec)3� k] where fX is the frac-
tion ofthe radiated energy in the 0:5 � 8 keV Chan-
dra range, �rad � m in[1;(
m =
c)p� 2] is the frac-
tion of the energy in electrons that is radiated away,
and m in[1;(t=tdec)3� k] is the fraction of the totalen-
ergy E that is in the shocked CSM . This im plies
(3fX )(10�rad)(3�e)E 51 m in[1;(tdec=103 d)k� 3]� 1,where
E 51 = E =(1051 erg), which suggests that1 E 51 & 1
and tdec . 103 days. The latter condition im plies
v0=c & 0:5(E 51=A �)1=3 for k = 2,where A � = A=(5 �
1011 grcm � 1). As a consequence, the velocity of the
ejecta m ustbeatleastm ildly relativisticwith E 51 � 1.2

The extrapolated radio 
ux in 8:4 G Hz atthe tim e of
the X-ray observation is � 1:7 m Jy,which corresponds
to a radio lum inosity ofLR � 1038 erg s� 1. Thiswould
lead to � � � 0:6 for a single power law in that en-
ergy range,which is consistent with p � 2:25,as long

1 The bare m inim um for the energy content is E � 1049 erg

for fX �rad�e = 1. Such an extrem e e�ciency is,however,highly
unlikely. For m ore reasonable values offX ;�e � 1=3 and �rad �
0:1,we need E � 1051 erg.

2 In this case,only a sm allpart ofthe m ass in SN shell,M �
E =c2 � 5� 10� 4E 51 M � ,would have an initialvelocity v0 � c.

as �c & 1018 Hz. The ratio LR =LX requires p . 2:25,
where p < 2:25 gives �c < 1018 Hz and �c(p = 2) �
1016 Hz.Such high valuesof�c favora low CSM density,
A � . 0:03(3�B )� 1(1+ Y )� 4=3,whereY istheCom ptony-
param eterwhich satis�esY (1+ Y )� (v=c)�rad�e=�B .In-
terestingly,asim ilarlylow valueofA � isrequired in order
to explain thelack ofdetection ofan o�-axisG RB jetin
SN 1998bw (W axm an 2004a,b;Soderberg etal.2004).3

3. EM ISSIO N FRO M A N O FF-A X IS R ELATIV ISTIC JET

W e �rst consider the o�-axis em ission from a uni-
form double sided jet with an initialhalf-opening an-
gle �0 and sharp edges(e.g.,G ranotetal.2002).Later,
we brie
y address ‘structured’ jets, where the energy
per solid angle,�,sm oothly decreases with the angle �
from the jetsym m etry axis,� / �� 2 (Rossietal.2002;
Zhang & M �esz�aros2002).
FollowingG ranot& Loeb (2003)and generalizingtheir

resultsto a stellarwind externaldensity pro�le,�ext =
Ar� 2,weobtain expressionsfortheradiusR j wherethe
Lorentz factor
 ofthe jetdropsto �� 10 ,and the radius
R N R wherethe jetbecom essub-relativistic,

R j � RN R =f = E =2�Ac2 = 3:5� 1017E 51A
� 1
� cm ; (1)

where f � 1 � ln�0,and E = 1051E 51 erg is the en-
ergy ofthe jets. The typicalangular size ofthe jet at
the non-relativistic transition tim e (see G ranot& Loeb
2003),tN R � RN R =c,is

�N R =
R N R

D A

= 0:71

�

f

3

�

E 51

A �

�

D A

100M pc

� � 1

m as; (2)

where D A isthe angulardistance to the source. Atthe
distanceofSN 2001em ,�N R = 0:88(f=3)E 51A

� 1
� m as.

The tem poralindex � � 2 is consistent with the ris-
ing partofthe lightcurvefora G RB jetviewed o�-axis
from an angle of�obs & a few �0 w.r.t. the jet axis
(e.g.,Fig. 2 ofG ranotetal.2002). Therefore,we ex-
pect the peak 
ux to occur at tpeak = 3C yr, where
C & 1. The peak 
ux at� = 8:4 G Hz should be about
F�;peak � 2C2 m Jy. G iven the late peak tim e, it is
likely that �obs & 1 and therefore tpeak � tN R � 3 yr,
for which the source angular size is � �N R . Accord-
ing to Eqs. 1 & 2,�N R � 2 � 3 m as. O ne can also
estim ate �N R by requiring an apparent velocity of c,
�N R � ctN R =D A � 2:4(tN R =3 yr) m as. Such an angu-
larsize could be resolved by VLBA.
In orderto explain the spectralslope of� � � 0:4,we

require that �m < � < �c, for which � = 1� p
2
. The

m easured value of� can be som ewhat larger than this
asym ptotic value if�m � 1 G Hz.FollowingNakaretal.
(2002)and G ranot& Sari(2002),we�nd

F�;peak = 285
g(p)

g(2:2)
a
� p
�
p� 1
e;� 1�

(p+ 1)=4

B ;� 2 A
3(p+ 1)=4
�

� E
(1� p)=2
51 �

(1� p)=2
10 �

� 2p
obs

m Jy ; (3)

tpeak = a

�

�obs

�0

� 2

tj = 34(1+ z)a
E 51

A �
�
2
obs days;(4)

(for�obs & 2�0 and atthe redshiftofSN 2001em )where

g(p) = (p � 0:18)e� 1:66p
�
p� 2
p� 1

�p� 1

,and a relates tj to

3 W axm an (2004b) also derived v0 � 0:8c for SN 1998bw, al-

though with a relatively low energy ofE � 1049 erg.
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tpeak. For�obs � 1 we expecta � 4,while for�obs � 1
we expect a � 1. For SN 2001em ,F�;peak(10 G Hz) �
2C 2 m Jy, which equals the 
ux in Eq. 3 for a � 4
and �obs � C� 1=p(�=2). This suggests a viewing angle
�obs & C � 1=p rad. Since for SN 2001em we know that
tpeak = 3C yr,Eq. 4 yieldsaE 51A

� 1
� �2obs � 30C ,which

im pliesa sm allCSM density,A � � 0:1,sim ilarly to x2.
This relation can also be used to sim plify Eq. 3 and
elim inate the dependence on �obs and a,

F�;peak � 0:2C� p�p� 1e;� 1�
(p+ 1)=4

B ;� 2 A
(3� p)=4
� E

(p+ 1)=2

51 �
(1� p)=2
10 m Jy:

(5)

Thus we obtain that �
p� 1
e;� 1�

(p+ 1)=4

B ;� 2 A
(3� p)=4
� E

(p+ 1)=2

51 �

10C p.Assum ingatypicalenergyin G RB jetsofE 51 � 1,
and A � � 0:1,this gives �p� 1e;� 1�

(p+ 1)=4

B ;� 2 � 6Cp. As dis-
cussed in x2, the ratio LX =LR im plies p . 2:2. For
C � 1 the above condition can be readily satis�ed fora
widerangeofreasonableparam etervalues(e.g.,�e � 0:3,
�B � 0:1). However,since �e,�B . 1=3� 1=2,we m ust
haveC . 2� 3,which im pliestpeak . 5� 8yr.
Finally, we brie
y address a ‘sructured’ G RB jet

viewed from a large angle �obs. Ifthe jet has an outer
edge at�m ax < �obs,then the lightcurve would not be
verydi�erentfrom thatforauniform jetviewed at�obs >
�0 (e.g.,W ei& Jin 2003). In this case,the above anal-
ysis is stillapproxim ately valid. If,on the other hand,
�m ax = �=2 or �obs < �m ax,then the early light curve
isdom inated by em ission from m aterialalong thelineof
sight. In thiscase,a sharp rise like the one observed in
SN 2001em (�� 2),togetherwith theobserved spectral
slope,� � � 0:4,cannotbe achieved afterthe tim e tdec
when them aterialalong thelineofsightdeceleratessig-
ni�cantly (G ranot& Sari2002;K um ar& G ranot 2003;
G ranot& K um ar 2003). Therefore,the only way this
scenario m ightstillwork isifwe are before tdec.In this
case tpeak & 3 yr is given by tdec � tN R �

� 2(4� k)=(3� k)
0 .

This suggests a m ildly relativistic initial Lorentz fac-
tor along the line of sight, �0 . a few, which m ight
also explain why no G RB or X-ray 
ash was observed
(e.g.,Ram irez-Ruiz& Lloyd-Ronning 2002),despite the
very low redshift ofSN 2001em . Sim ilarly to the non-
relativistic case discussed in x2,�� 2 requiresk . 0:6,
which isunlikely.

4. D ISCU SSIO N

Di�erent possible explanations for the radio em ission
from SN 2001em & 2 yr after the SN have been con-
sidered. W e �nd that the large tem poralindex, � =
1:9� 0:4,togetherwith theoptically thin spectralslope,
�= � 0:36� 0:16,cannotbenaturally explained asem is-
sion from the interaction between the SN shelland the
CSM .Thiswould requireeitheran alm ostuniform exter-
naldensity,ora density bum p (e.g.,Ram irez-Ruizetal.
2001). O n the other hand,we �nd that a G RB jet,or
even ajetwith am ildly relativisticinitialLorentzfactor,
�0 & 2,thatpointsawayfrom uscan naturallyreproduce
the observed tem poraland spectralproperties.
Since the actualobserved rise in the radio lum inosity

wasonly � 30% ,itm ightstillnotbeindicativeofa long
episode ofincreasing 
ux and could be only due to a
localdensity bum p.However,them easured X-ray lum i-
nosity providesastrongerand m orerobustconstraint.It
requires� 1051 ergin ejectawith am ildly relativisticex-

pansion velocity.Such asystem would bephysically very
sim ilartoan initially relativisticjetwhich becam em ildly
relativistic att� tN R ,and began to approach spherical
sym m etry.Itisalsoreasonableto expectthatthem ildly
relativisticSN ejectawould besom ewhatelongatedalong
the rotationalaxis,sim ilarto a relativisticjetneartN R .
A high degree oflinear polarization m ight therefore be
expected.Thepolarization from a relativisticjetviewed
o�-axisisexpected to reach itsm axim um valuenearthe
tim e ofthe peak in the light curve,tpeak. For a rela-
tivisticjetthepeak polarization can reach � 30% � 40% ,
whileforam ildlyrelativisticjetitisprobablym orem od-
est,� 10% � 20% ,butstillsigni�cantly higherthan for
a typicalSN.
The best way to test our conclusion ofa m ildly rela-

tivistic expansion velocity is via the angularsize ofthe
im age,which should be & 2 m as,and could be resolved
with VLBA.Fora doublesided relativisticjet,wem ight
observe both jets,ifthe viewing angle is large enough,
�obs & 1,so thatthedi�erencein brightnessbetween the
two jetswould notbevery large(G ranot& Loeb 2003).
In thiscase,theirbrightnessratio and itstem poralevo-
lution can help determ ineourviewing angle,�obs.
Ifindeed theradio and X-ray em ission observed in SN

2001em are from an o�-axis relativistic jet, then this
hasseveralinteresting im plications. Thiscould provide
an estim ate for the fraction fR J ofSNe Ib/c that pro-
duce relativistic jets. In order to account for the ob-
served em ission,weonly need an initialLorentzfactorof
�0 & 2. Such jetswould generally notproduce a G RB,
which typically requires �0 & 100. In this case,ifwe
use a conservativeestim ate,com bining the 33 SNe from
the sam ple ofBergeretal.(2003),and the additional7
(including 2001em )from the sam ple ofSoderberg etal.
(2004),then SN 2001em would be one outof40 nearby
SNe Ib/c that produced relativistic jets. This im plies
fR J & 2:5% . Following Soderberg etal.(2004) and us-
ing only nearby SNe Ib/c for which there are late tim e
(> 100 days)observations,we obtain fR J �

1
15

� 6:7% .
Sincetheobservationsaresparse(and in m ostcasescon-
sistofa singleupperlim it)theactualvalueoffR J m ight
even be larger.
It is interesting to com pare fR J to the fraction fG R B

ofSNe Ib/c thatproduce G RBs. There are various es-
tim ates for fG R B . Assum ing a uniform jet with sharp
edges,Frailetal.(2001) found a beam ing correction of
hf

� 1
b
i � 500 between the observed and the true G RB

rates (where fb � �20=2) that results in fG R B � 0:4% .
Perna etal. (2003) estim ated fG R B for the universal
structured jet(USJ)m odeland found fG R B � 8� 10� 6.
G uetta etal.(2003) found that the USJ m odelis not
consistentwith the observed logN � logS distribution,
and did a m ore thorough analysis for the uniform jet
m odel,that resulted in hf

� 1
b
i � 75 � 25 and fG R B �

(5:5 � 1:8)� 10� 4. Therefore,if indeed fR J & a few
percent,then fR J=fG R B � 102,im plying thatSNe Ib/c
produce � 100 tim es m ore m ildly relativistic jets (with
�0 & 2) than highly relativistic ones (with �0 & 100),
assuggested by severalauthors(M acFadyen etal.2001;
Ram irez-Ruizetal.2002;G ranot& Loeb 2003).
Ifthisisthecase,onem ightexpecta sm ooth and con-

tinuous distribution P (�0) ofinitialLorentz factorsfor
thejetsproduced by SN Ib/c,where�0 & 100would pro-
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duceaG RB,�0 & 10� 20couldresultin X-rayorphanaf-
terglowsand possibly alsoX-ray
ashes,�0 & 5� 10m ay
give rise to opticalorphan afterglows,and �0 & 2 could
be responsible for radio orphan afterglows. If,for ex-
am ple,weparam eterizethisdistribution asa powerlaw,
P (�0)= K �� �0 for�m in < �0 < �m ax,where �m in � 1,
�m ax > 100,and4 K = fR J(�� 1)�1� �m in ,then we need
� � 2 in orderto getfR J=fG R B � 102. However,thisis
stillhighly speculativeatthisstage.
W e now com pare fR J=fG R B � 102 to current obser-

vationallim its. Levinsion etal. (2002) have used the
FIRST and NVSS surveystoplacelim itson orphan radio
G RB afterglows. They estim ated the num ber ofcandi-
datesforsuch eventsoverthewholesky above6 m Jy to
be 227,and obtained a lowerlim it on f

� 1
b

� E
;iso=E ,
of hf� 1

b
i > 13. However, this was derived assum ing

a �xed value for the isotropic equivalent energy out-
put in 
-rays, E 
;iso, while allowing the true energy
E to vary. If instead we �x the true energy to be
E � 1051 erg,as suggested by Frailetal.(2001) and
Bloom etal.(2003),the sam e analysis would result in
an upperlim itofhf� 1

b
i. 6300.Following G uetta etal.

(2003), fR J=fG R B � 102 and hf
� 1
b
i = 75 � 25,which

isconsistentwith the revised lim itofhf� 1
b
i. 63 thatis

obtained byscalingup theexpected num berofsuch tran-
sients by a factor offR J=fG R B . This gives roughly the
rightnum berofradiotransientsfound byLevinsion etal.
(2002),ifm ost ofthem are caused by �0 & 2 jets pro-
duced in SNeIb/c.
Nakar& Piran (2003) estim ated the ratio ofon-axis

orphan X-ray afterglows(�0 & 10� 20)and G RBs(�0 &
100)to be lessthan 8,using the RO SAT allsky survey.
Thisism arginallyconsistentwith �� 2and suggests�.
2. Finally,we note thateven ifthe radio em ission from

SN 2001em arisesfrom the deceleration ofa relativistic
jet,then there is stilla large statisticaluncertainty on
thevalueoffR J,sinceitisestim ated on thebasisofone
event.Forexam ple,fR J=fG R B m ightstillbe� 10,which
would im ply �� 1:5.
A relatively large value of fR J m ight support the

idea that at least som e core collapse SNe,and in par-
ticular SNe Ib/c, m ay be triggered by bipolar jets
(K hokhlov etal.1999). Even ifonly � 1% ofthe core
energy ischannelled into such jets,they would stillhave
enough kinetic energy to provide m ost ofthe power in
the explosion, and substantially alter the structure of
theexpandingSN shell.W hilem ostrotatingm agnetized
proto-neutron starswith low powerareexpected to pro-
ducebroad slowlycollim atingjets,afew high powerones
should produce narrow rapidly collim ating jets (Usov
1992;Thom pson 1994).Although carrying m orepower,
these highly collim ated jets willbe m uch less e�cient
than thebroad jetsin im parting energy and m om entum
to the outer layers (K hokhlov etal.1999). They m ay
then act sim ilarly to the failed SNe (M acFadyen etal.
2001;Izzard etal.2004),continuing to accrete m uch of
the surrounding stellar layers and collapse to a black
hole,potentially resulting in even faster and narrower
jets.O bservationalestim atesofthe ratio fR J=fG R B will
bevaluableforconstrainingthedi�erentstellarevolution
routesinvolved in producing relativistic,bipolar jets in
corecollapseSNe.

W ethank B.Paczy�nskiand S.D.Van Dyk forhelpful
discussions that initiated this work. This work is sup-
ported by the W .M .K eck foundation,NSF grantPHY-
0070928 (JG ),and NASA through a Chandra Postdoc-
toralFellowship award PF3-40028 (ER-R).

4 H ere
R

P (�0)d�0 = fR J is norm alized to the totalfraction of
SN e Ib/c thatproduce relativistic jets.

R EFER EN CES

Ball,L.,et al.1995,A pJ,453,864

Berger,E.,etal.2003,A pJ,599,408

Bloom ,J.S.,Frail,D .A .,& K ulkarni,S.R .2003,A pJ,594,674

Chevalier,R .A .1992,N ature,355,691

Chevalier,R .A .1994,A nn.N Y A cad.Sci,422,215

Chevalier,R .A .1998,A pJ,499,810

Filippenko,A .V .,& Chornock,R .2001,IAU Circ.,7737,3

Frail,D .A .,W axm an,E.,& K ulkarni,S.R .2000,A pJ,537,191

Frail,D .A .,etal.2001,A pJ,562,L55

Izzard R .G .,R am irez-R uiz E.,Tout C.A .,2004,M N R A S,348,

1215

G alam a,T.J.,etal.1998,N ature,395,670

G arcia-Segura G .,M ac Low M .M .,& Langer N .1996,A & A ,305,

229

G ranot,J.,& Sari,R .2002,A pJ,568,820

G ranot,J.,Panaitescu,A .,K um ar,P.,& W oosley,S.E.2002,A pJ,

570,L61

G ranot,J.,& K um ar,P.,2003,A pJ,591,1086

G ranot,J.,& Loeb,A .2003,A pJ,593,L81

G uetta,D .,Piran,T.,& W axm an,E.2003,astro-ph/0311488

H jorth,J.,etal.2003,N ature,423,847

K hokhlov,A .M .,et al.1999,A pJ,529,L107

K ulkarni,S.R .,et al.1998,N ature,395,663

K um ar,P.,& G ranot,J.2003,591,1075

Levinson,A .,O fek,E.,W axm an,E.,& G al-Yam ,A .2002,A pJ,

579,923

M acFadyen,A .I.,W oosley,S.E.,& H eger,A .2001,A pJ,550,410

M anchester,R .N .,etal.2002,PA SA ,19,207

N akar,E.,& Piran,T.2003,N ew A stron.,8,141

N akar,E.,Piran,T.,& G ranot,J.2002,A pJ,579,699

Paczy�nski,B.2001,A cta A stron.,51,1

Papenkova,M .,et al.2001.IAU Circ.,7722,1

Perna,R .,Sari,R .,& Frail,D .A .2003,A pJ,594,379

Pooley,D .,et al.2004.IAU Circ.,8323,2

R am irez-R uiz,E.,etal.2001,M N R A S,327,829

R am irez-R uiz,E.,Lloyd-R onning,N .M .2002,N ew A stron.,7,197

R am irez-R uiz,E.,Celotti,A .,& R ees,M .J.2002,M N R A S,337,

1349

R ossi,E.,Lazzati,D .,& R ees,M .J.2002,M N R A S,332,945

Soderberg, A . M .,Frail,D . A .,& W ieringa, M . H . 2004, A pJL

subm itted (astro-ph/0402163)

Stanek,K .,etal.2003,A pJ,591,L17

Stockdale,C.J.,etal.2004,IAU Circ.,8282,2

Thom pson,C.1994,M N R A S,270,480

U sov,V .V .1992,N ature,357,472

W axm an,E.2004a,A pJ,602,886

W axm an,E.2004b,A pJ,605,L97

W ei,D .M .,& Jin,Z.P.2003,A & A ,400,415

Zhang,B.,& M �esz�aros,P.2002,A pJ,571,876

http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0311488
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0402163

