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SN 2016coi / ASASSN-16fp
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BROAD-LINED SUPERNOVA 2016COI WITH HELIUM ENVELOPE
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Photometry
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Bolometric light curve
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Light curve modeling
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‘Total

'M.j~4-7 Mo
 Ex~7-8 x 105! exg
Mni~0.15 Mo

only "rough” agreemveht’ with ‘other papers, because of
different methods used and different wavelength covered
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Spectroscopic evolution
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He evolution
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Multi-wavelength follow-up
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Comparison with other objects
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Dense environment
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Ca lll/|O |} ratio
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Conclusions

& =8-6 & &8 & £ @ & _—f 8 - &.__8__

e SN 2016co0i Is an intermediate object between Ib and Ic

e Broad bolometric light-curve, suggestive of large gjecta
Mass.

e Low [Ca ll]/[O ] ratio, suggestive of a large progenitor
core mass

e [ uminous source of X-rays, due to a dense environment
sculpted by sustained mass-loss, significantly larger than
in lc-BL SNe.

e Massive gjecta, and dense environment. No need for a
companion to explain the stripping.
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