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ABSTRACT

Dust from core-collapse supernovae (CCSNe), specifically Type IIP SNe, has been suggested to be a signifi-
cant source of the dust observed in high-redshift galaxies. CCSNe eject large amounts of newly formed heavy
elements, which can condense into dust grains in the cooling ejecta. However, infrared (IR) observations of typ-
ical CCSNe generally measure dust masses that are too small to account for the dust production needed at high
redshifts. Type IIn SNe, classified by their dense circumstellar medium (CSM), are also known to exhibit strong
IR emission from warm dust, but the dust origin and heating mechanism have generally remained unconstrained
because of limited observational capabilities in the mid-IR. Here, we present a JWST/MIRI Medium Resolu-
tion Spectrograph (MRS) spectrum of the Type IIn SN 2005ip nearly 17 years post-explosion. The Type IIn
SN 2005ip is one of the longest-lasting and most well-studied SNe observed to date. Combined with a Spitzer
mid-IR spectrum of SN 2005ip obtained in 2008, this data set provides a rare 15-year baseline, allowing for
a unique investigation of the evolution of dust. The JWST spectrum shows a new high-mass dust component
(≳ 0.08 M⊙) that is not present in the earlier Spitzer spectrum. Our analysis shows dust likely formed over the
past 15 years in the cold, dense shell (CDS), between the forward and reverse shocks. There is also a smaller
mass of carbonaceous dust (≳ 0.005 M⊙) in the ejecta. These observations provide new insights into the role
of SN dust production, particularly within the CDS, and its potential contribution to the rapid dust enrichment
of the early Universe.

Keywords: supernovae: general - supernovae: individual (SN 2005ip), JWST, Dust

1. INTRODUCTION

Core-collapse supernovae (CCSNe) mark the deaths of
massive stars (>8 M⊙) triggered by the collapse of their iron
cores. SNe IIP are the most common type of CCSN (Li et al.
2011; Smith et al. 2011), and for over 50 years they have been
considered as a possible dominant source for the observed
large amounts of dust observed at high redshifts (z > 6; e.g.,
Cernuschi & Codina 1967; Dwek et al. 2007). Such large
amounts of dust in young galaxies underscore the need for
rapid dust formation. CCSNe eject large amounts of heavy
elements, such as carbon, oxygen, silicon, and iron, which
can condense into dust grains within months to years post-
explosion. The short Myr timescales of massive star SNe are
much faster than the Gyr main-sequence lifetimes of lower-
mass stars that have also been proposed as sources of dust
(Dwek et al. 2007; Gall et al. 2011).

Theoretical models have succeeded in condensing suffi-
cient amounts of dust (0.1–1 M⊙) in the expanding SN ejecta
(Todini & Ferrara 2001; Nozawa et al. 2003, 2008). How-
ever, the dust yields inferred from Spitzer Space Telescope
(hereafter Spitzer) observations in local CCSNe (mostly
SNe IIP) are often 2-3 orders of magnitude too small (e.g.,
Zsíros et al. 2024, and those within). However, more re-
cent observations enabled by larger telescopes and new tech-
nologies are beginning to challenge those results. For ex-
ample, Galactic SN remnants (SNRs) and the very nearby
(∼50 kpc) SN 1987A reveal that massive cold dust reser-
voirs may be hiding significant dust quantities that, to be
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detected, require observations at longer mid-infrared (MIR)
wavelengths at very late epochs (e.g., Matsuura et al. 2011;
Temim et al. 2017; De Looze et al. 2017; Chawner et al.
2020). In fact, recent JWST Mid-Infrared Instrument (MIRI)
imaging of the Type IIP SN 2004et uncovered one of the
largest newly formed ejecta dust masses in an extragalactic
SN besides SN 1987A (Shahbandeh et al. 2023).

Type IIn SNe (see Filippenko 1997; Smith 2017 for re-
views) have gained considerable attention over the past
decade and have also become the focus of an increasing num-
ber of SN dust studies. Representing <10% of all CCSN
events (Li et al. 2011; Smith et al. 2011), these SNe stand
out by the “narrow” (∼100 km s−1) lines formed from a
high density and slow-moving circumstellar medium (CSM;
Schlegel 1990; Smith 2017). Compared to SNe IIP, SNe
IIn tend to have an increased likelihood of exhibiting bright,
late-time MIR emission from dust, which can have derived
masses ∼1-2 orders of magnitude larger than SNe IIP (e.g.,
Fox et al. 2011; Szalai et al. 2019, 2021). While SNe IIP
are more frequent in the local universe (Li et al. 2011),
Type IIn progenitors are commonly linked to very massive
stars, which may have been more prevalent during the Epoch
of Reionization given an expected top-heavy initial mass
function (IMF; Chary 2008; Davé 2008), and therefore could
have contributed more cosmic dust at early times (Cherchneff
2010).

The origin of the SN IIn dust is not well-constrained. The
evolving blue shift in the optical spectral line profiles is con-
sistent with continuous dust growth in the ejecta or the cold,
dense shell (CDS) that forms behind the forward shock (e.g.,
Smith et al. 2008a, 2009; Smith et al. 2012; Gall et al. 2014;
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Bevan et al. 2019, 2020; Smith & Andrews 2020). Alterna-
tively, geometries derived from models of the MIR spectral
energy distribution (SED) place the majority of dust at radii
beyond the likely forward shock radius, consistent with pre-
existing dust in the large, dense CSM (e.g. Fox et al. 2011).
Of course, contributions to the dust emission may arise from
multiple components. Unlike SNe IIP, the dust in either sce-
nario can be continuously heated to relatively high temper-
atures for years, if not decades, post-explosion by radiation
arising from the ongoing shock interaction (Fox et al. 2013;
Van Dyk 2013).

The Type IIn SN 2005ip, discovered in NGC 2906 (d ≈
30 Mpc) on November 5, 2005, (Boles et al. 2005), is one of
the most well-observed SNe IIn during the Cold and Warm
Spitzer eras (Fox et al. 2009; Smith et al. 2009; Fox et al.
2010; Stritzinger et al. 2012; Katsuda et al. 2014; Smith
et al. 2017; Bak Nielsen et al. 2018; Bevan et al. 2019; Sza-
lai et al. 2019; Fox et al. 2020; Szalai et al. 2021). Fox
et al. (2009) first reported a 3-year IR light-curve plateau
indicative of warm dust. Smith et al. (2009) analyzed the
spectral evolution of SN 2005ip, showing blue-shifted line
profiles indicative of new dust formation in both post-shock
CDS (intermediate-width components) and SN ejecta (broad
emission lines). These appeared 100 days after the explo-
sion, well before the onset of the late-time CSM interaction
plateau. The relative contributions were not quantified, but
Bevan et al. (2019) go on to model the evolution of the optical
spectral lines with DAMOCLES. They find that the observed
line asymmetries require the formation of nearly 0.1 M⊙over
the first ten years.

A Spitzer/IRS (Houck et al. 2004) MIR spectrum
(5−14 µm) of the SN at ∼3 years post-explosion was ob-
tained just before the Spitzer Warm Mission (Fox et al. 2010).
The spectrum is featureless and can be fit with two dust com-
ponents. Fox et al. (2010) conclude the hotter (∼900 K), less
massive component (∼ 10−4 − 10−3 M⊙) is likely domi-
nated by the newly formed dust already discussed above. In
fact, Bevan et al. (2019) estimate the amount of dust formed
in SN 2005ip at ∼3 years is only ∼ 10−3 M⊙ (their figure
11). Although the Bevan et al. (2019) models are found to be
consistent with dust formation in the ejecta, it is essential to
note that this does not mean the models are inconsistent with
dust formation in the CDS. We reiterate that the predominant
conclusion from the other papers is that most dust must have
formed in the CDS, as this is where the bulk of the asymme-
tries are observed.

A second, cooler (∼500 K), more massive component
(∼ 10−2 M⊙) is also observed in the Spitzer/IRS spectrum,
which Fox et al. (2010) attribute to an additional dust com-
ponent with a geometry consisting of a spherical shell at or
beyond the forward shock. They conclude that this colder,
more massive dust component has both physical and geo-

metric properties that are most consistent with a pre-existing
CSM, although there were admittedly large uncertainties.
The emission resulting from the ongoing CSM interaction
was considered the primary heating source for any dust.

Making definitive statements about the thermal-IR dust
emission in SN 2005ip has been challenging because of the
lack of sensitive MIR instrumentation since the end of the
Cold Spitzer mission. Late-time MIR observations (> 4.5
µm) offer the opportunity to probe cooler dust in extra-
galactic SNe, providing new opportunities for detailed dust
characterization in SN 2005ip for the first time since the
Spitzer Warm Mission began in 2009. Here, we present
JWST MIRI spectroscopy of SN 2005ip. In Section 2, we
present the observations and reduction techniques. Section 3
describes our spectral fitting and dust modeling procedures.
Section 4 explores the origin and heating mechanism of dust
in SN 2005ip. Section 5 presents a summary and conclu-
sions.

2. OBSERVATIONS AND DATA REDUCTION

2.1. JWST/MIRI Medium Resolution Spectroscopy

We obtained a single epoch of SN 2005ip with
JWST/MIRI’s Medium Resolution Spectrometer (MRS;
Wells et al. 2015; Argyriou et al. 2023; Bushouse et al.
2022) on UT 2023 April 20 (JD 2456402), 6376 days post-
discovery (UT dates are used throughout this paper). The
data consist of R = λ/∆λ = 1,330-3,750 spectroscopy span-
ning 4.9 to 27.9 µm, including all sub-bands, to measure the
expected dust continuum. Table 1 provides a summary of
the observation parameters. These observations are part of
PID 1860 (PI: Fox), which aims to probe the dust properties
around SNe IIn.

2.1.1. Creating the Unsubtracted Data Cube

Uncalibrated data were initially downloaded from MAST1.
All data were processed with JWST calibration pipeline ver-
sion 1.14.0 (Bushouse et al. 2022), using CRDS pmap 1263.
The global thermal background is roughly 10 to 40 times
larger than the SN flux. This makes estimating the local back-
ground both critical and challenging. Even small variability
in the background across the field of view (FOV) can have a
potentially large impact on our source spectrum. This is par-
ticularly true at the longest wavelengths, where the thermal
background tends to be the largest, and the signal-to-noise
from the source tends to be the weakest due to a combination
of lower signal and the known reduced count rate2.

1 DOI:10.17909/q96n-2296
2 https://www.stsci.edu/contents/news/jwst/2023/

miri-mrs-reduced-count-rate-update

https://doi.org/10.17909/q96n-2296
https://www.stsci.edu/contents/news/jwst/2023/miri-mrs-reduced-count-rate-update
https://www.stsci.edu/contents/news/jwst/2023/miri-mrs-reduced-count-rate-update
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Table 1. JWST/MRS Spectroscopy of SN 2005ip

Ch FOV Sub-Band Wavelengths Resolving Power Integration

(′′) (µm) (λ/∆λ) (sec)

1 3.2×3.7
Short (A) 4.90–5.74 3,320–3,710 1337
Medium (B) 5.66–6.63 3,190–3,750 1337
Long (C) 6.53–7.65 3,100–3,610 1337

2 4.0×4.8
Short (A) 7.51–8.77 2,990–3,110 1337
Medium (B) 8.67–10.13 2,750–3,170 1337
Long (C) 10.02–11.70 2,860–3,300 1337

3 5.2×6.2
Short (A) 11.55–13.47 2,530–2,880 1337
Medium (B) 13.34–15.57 1,790–2,640 1337
Long (C) 15.41–17.98 1,980–2,790 1337

4 6.6×7.7
Short (A) 17.70–20.95 1,460–1,930 1337
Medium (B) 20.69–24.48 1,680–1,770 1337
Long (C) 24.19–27.90 1,630–1,330 1337
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Figure 1. A snapshot of the SN 2005ip cube with the sampled back-
ground regions over-plotted in blue shades.

We explored several techniques for estimating the local
background, including implementing a background annulus
during the extraction, averaging an array of apertures around
the FOV, and performing a 2D interpolation and estimate of
the local background. We ultimately implemented the fol-
lowing technique that averages the background at different
locations around the SN as detailed below.

2.1.2. Constructing and Subtracting the Master Background

To address the thermal background challenge for this pa-
per, we took the following steps:

Background Estimation —Specific regions of the data cube,
identified as background, are manually selected. Spectra
from these regions are extracted and averaged to construct a
master background. This is similar to procedures followed
for other MRS spectra of SNe (Shahbandeh et al. 2024;
DerKacy et al. 2024; Ashall et al. 2024). We generate a
median background based on sampling 48–62 different po-
sitions across the cube FOV (Figure 1).

Background Subtraction —The median background is sub-
tracted from each spaxel in the data cube, producing a
background-subtracted cube. This process is essential to
minimize the impact of background variations on the final
spectrum. The notebook is available on Github3. Figure 2
shows the collapsed cube in each channel before and after
background subtraction. Similarly, Figure 3 shows the ex-
tractions for each spaxel before and after background sub-
traction.

2.1.3. Analysis of Residual Backgrounds

After background subtraction, we perform additional anal-
ysis to ensure minimal residual background:

Residual Extraction —Residual background spectra are ex-
tracted from the subtracted cube and averaged to evaluate the
effectiveness of the background subtraction.

Comparison —The residual spectra are compared to the origi-
nal background spectra to identify any remaining background
contamination and assess the noise reduction achieved.

2.1.4. Final spectrum extraction

The final step involves extracting the spectrum of the tar-
get source performed at the position of the SN using the EX-
TRACT1DSTEP command in the JWST calibration pipeline.
Before performing this extraction, we first searched for the
brightest source in the cube, which we identified as the SN,
rather than relying solely on the coordinates provided in the
header. While we mostly used default parameters, a full
list can be found in the Github notebook. This extraction
step uses a circular aperture that varies in radius with wave-
length to account for the wavelength-dependent point spread
function (PSF) of the instrument. The extraction-related vec-
tors are found in the Advanced Scientific Data Format (asdf)
extract1d reference file version 0004. The extracted
spectrum represents the final scientific product, with back-
ground effects minimized to the extent possible. No addi-
tional background subtraction was used, as the background

3 https://github.com/shahbandeh/MIRI_MRS

https://github.com/shahbandeh/MIRI_MRS
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Figure 2. Top: MIRI/MRS cube of SN 2005ip before background subtraction for each of the 4 MRS channels. Each channel is a collapsed sum
of all its slices. Bottom: Same as top, but after background subtraction.
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panel, but scaled to better show the features of SN 2005ip.
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estimation technique is considered to have adequately re-
moved the local background at the position of the source (see
Figures 2 and 3). Figure 4 plots the final MRS extraction
of SN 2005ip and Figure 5 compares the JWST and Spitzer
spectra, obtained roughly 15 years apart.

An interesting spectrum feature is the drop in flux at >17
µm, where Channel 4 begins. As discussed further in Sec-
tion 3, we chose not to fit these regions (>22 µm) due to
the challenges of background subtraction at longer wave-
lengths, where the thermal background dominates. These
wavelengths are crucial for differentiating between models
and strongly constrain the cold dust mass. Additionally,
Channel 4 (>17.8 µm) in the MRS is known to experience
a reduced count rate over time, and we have applied a cor-
rection factor to account for this. As a result, we place less
emphasis on these wavelengths in our modeling.

2.2. Optical Spectroscopy

Late-time spectra of SN 2005ip were obtained with the
Keck Low-Resolution Imaging Spectrometer (LRIS; Oke
et al. 1995) shown in Figure 6. The spectra were acquired
with the slit oriented at or near the parallactic angle to min-
imize slit losses caused by atmospheric dispersion (Filip-
penko 1982). The LRIS observations utilized the 1′′ slit,
600/4000 grism, and 400/8500 grating. Data reduction fol-
lowed standard techniques for CCD processing and spec-
trum extraction (Silverman et al. 2012) utilizing IRAF (Tody
1986) routines and custom Python and IDL codes.4 The
most recent LRIS spectra (from 2017 and later) were pro-
cessed using the LPipe data-reduction pipeline (Perley 2019).
Low-order polynomial fits to comparison-lamp spectra were
used to calibrate the wavelength scale, and small adjust-
ments derived from night-sky lines in the target frames were
applied. The spectra were flux calibrated using appropri-
ate spectrophotometric standard stars observed on the same
night, at similar airmasses, and with an identical instrument
configuration.

3. MODELING THE MIR DATA

Here, we describe the modeling of both MIR spectra.
Throughout this work, we assume that the MIR flux is dom-
inated by thermal emission from dust. We also consider ad-
ditional flux contributions, such as synchrotron emission, to
ensure that most physical scenarios are properly investigated.

3.1. Necessary Equations

We follow similar procedures outlined in Shahbandeh et al.
(2023, also see Fox et al. 2010; Dwek et al. 2019). Since
we do not know the precise origin of the dust, we must first
consider different geometries.

4 https://github.com/ishivvers/TheKastShiv

3.1.1. Dust sphere

A homogeneously expanding spherical geometry is com-
monly assumed in many papers discussing new dust forma-
tion in SNe. The observed dust mass, Md, is most accurately
written by taking into account not only the observed flux,
Fobs, but also the escape probability of the infrared photons
from the emitting region, Pesc, which can vary as a function
of optical depth, τ :

Md =
Fobs(λ) d

2

B(λ, Td)κ(λ)Pesc(τ)
, (1)

where λ is wavelength, d the distance to the source, κ(λ) is
the dust mass absorption coefficient, B(λ, Td) is the Planck
function at wavelength λ, and Td is the dust temperature.
When Pesc ≈ 1, the dust is optically thin, and all the dust is
accounted for. For Pesc < 1, the dust is optically thick, and
a large fraction of the dust may be undetected and, therefore,
unaccounted for. For a sphere only, Pesc(τ) can be written as
(Fox et al. 2010; Dwek et al. 2019):

Pesc(τ) =
3

4τ

[
1− 1

2τ2
+ (

1

τ
+

1

2τ2
)e−2τ

]
, (2)

where

τ =
3Md(R2 −R1)κ(λ)

4π(R3
2 −R3

1)
, (3)

and R2 and R1 are the outer and inner radii of the dust shell,
respectively. In the case of the sphere, R1=0. In the case of
low optical depth (τ << 1), Pesc(τ) ≈ 1. In the case of high
optical depth (τ >> 1), Pesc(τ) ≈ 3

4τ .

3.1.2. Dust shell

Some physical scenarios, such as the CDS, require a dif-
ferent geometry consisting of a shell of dust (as opposed to
a sphere). While the equation for Pesc does vary with geom-
etry, it does not impact the overall model significantly. The
spherical models in Equations 1 - 3 are still robust estimates
for the dust mass and temperature and are preferred over sim-
pler models that assume an optically thin scenario and do not
include any estimate of Pesc. Alternatively, the radii R1 and
R2 may vary significantly. This is because the escape proba-
bility in Equation 2 was derived for a sphere. If all the dust
from the spherical geometry is moved into a shell, the shell
must have a larger outer (and inner) radius to spread out the
dust grains and create the same optical depth. We discuss our
calculations of radius and the values we choose for our final
interpretation of each model in more detail below.

3.1.3. Blackbody Radius

While Equation 1 does fit for a radius, R2, in a spherical,
optically thick geometry, R2 is unconstrained in optically thin

https://github.com/ishivvers/TheKastShiv
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Figure 4. Final extraction of MIRI/MRS spectrum of SN 2005ip obtained on April 20, 2023, at 6376 days post discovery.
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Figure 5. Direct comparison of the Spitzer and JWST MIR spectra of SN 2005ip, obtained roughly 15 years apart. Both spectra are plotted on
the same scale for comparison purposes.

cases, where τ ≪ 1. For such a scenario, an alternative ap-
proach to calculating the radius is to use the blackbody ra-
dius, Rbb. The blackbody radius assumes a τ = 1 and can be
interpreted as the minimum radius of a spherically symmetric
shell. In other words, the dust may reside in a spherical shell
with an even larger radius or may not even reside in a shell at

all. However, if the radius of the shell were any smaller, the
dust would become optically thick. The corresponding equa-
tion assumes that the observed flux emanates from a perfect
blackbody with a τ ≈ 1:

Rbb(t) =

√
Lobs

4πσT 4
d

=

√
4πd2

∫
Fobs (λ)dλ

4πσT 4
d

, (4)



8 SHAHBANDEH, ET AL.

0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0

Rest Wavelength [µm]

−5

−4

−3

−2

−1

0

L
og

(F
lu

x)

Keck/LRIS: 2022-02-27

Keck/LRIS: 2019-10-28

Keck/LRIS: 2019-04-04

0.650 0.652 0.654 0.656 0.658 0.660

Wavelength

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

F
lu

x

-3746 -2832 -1918 -1005 -91 822
Velocity [km/s]

Figure 6. Late-time optical spectrum of SN 2005ip obtained with the Keck/LRIS. The presence of the Hα emission line signifies ongoing
shock interaction with pre-existing CSM.

where Lobs is the total integrated MIR luminosity measured
empirically directly from the data. The dust temperature, Td,
used in this equation is the best fitting value derived from
modeling the data using Equation 1. While the dust does
not radiate as a perfect blackbody, the temperature remains a
robust estimate in Equation 4.

3.2. Spectral Fitting of MIR Spectra

We fit both IR spectra (Spitzer and JWST) with Equation
1 using similar methods as described in Shahbandeh et al.
(2023). We implement least-squares minimization using the
Python lmfit package. We consider multiple dust compo-
nents varying in temperature, mass, optical depth, and com-
position, where the composition is driven by the absorption
coefficient, κ. We also consider various dust compositions,
including O-rich dust species, such as Mg-silicates, and C-
rich dust species, such as amorphous carbon or graphite
(Wesson & Bevan 2021; Ercolano et al. 2007; Sarangi &
Cherchneff 2013). The absorption and emission character-
istics of these grains are derived from Draine & Li (2007) for
silicates and polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs), and
Zubko et al. (2004) for amorphous carbon (refer to Draine &
Li (2007) or Sarangi (2022) for absorption coefficients κ val-
ues). We also include components for narrow line emission
using Drude models5 and synchrotron emission using power
laws.

Qualitatively, even before fitting any models, the emissions
in the JWSTspectrum suggest a cooler, massive Mg-silicate
component (Cool Dust: CD) and a warmer amorphous car-
bon component (Warm Dust: WD). The dominant silicate
features drive the CD component, while the WD component
is suggested by the shorter wavelength, featureless emission
that is apparent between 5-8 µm. An amorphous carbon com-
ponent is the most likely model capable of fitting this short-
wavelength behavior. We considered other models, includ-

5 https://docs.astropy.org/en/latest/modeling/physical_models.html#drude1d

Table 2. Spitzer Model Parameters

Component Parameters Best Fit*

Mg-Silicate (CD)
T [K] 500+160

−90

Md[M⊙] 0.07+∞
−0.04

Rd[10
16cm] 6.3+1.5

−1.2

Amorphous Carbon (WD)
T [K] 1060+240

−90

Md[M⊙] 0.005+0.004
−0.003

Rd[10
16cm] 3.3+0.6

−1.3

∗Values within the uncertainties will encompass the true value
95% of the time.

Table 3. JWST Model Parameters

Component Parameters Best Fit*

Mg-Silicate (CD)
T [K] 192+1

−2

Md[M⊙] 0.081+0.004
−0.004

Rd[10
18cm] 8.5+∞

−2.5

Amorphous Carbon (WD)
T [K] 580+10

−10

Md[M⊙] 0.006+0.001
−0.001

Rd[10
16cm] 2.55+0.09

−0.08

∗Values within the uncertainties will encompass the true value
95% of the time.

ing a power law representing synchrotron radiation, but none
succeeded. There are also noticeable PAH features that have
been incorporated into the model.

No obvious silicate features are present in the Spitzer spec-
trum. The lack of these features may be due to the fact that
the silicate dust component is not yet present or that the sil-
icate features are suppressed by an optically thick geometry
(Dwek & Arendt 2015). In either case, we assume the same
two dust components (that is, a CD and WD component) for
the model we use for the Spitzer fit, although we allow the
specific parameters of those components to vary. We consid-
ered many different scenarios in our analysis but only report
our best-fitting results here.

https://docs.astropy.org/en/latest/modeling/physical_models.html#drude1d
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Figure 7. The observed MIR spectrum of SN 2005ip obtained with Spitzer at day 946. Overplotted are the best-fitting components with
parameters listed in Table 2.
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Figure 8. The observed MIR spectrum of SN 2005ip obtained with JWST at day 6376. Overplotted are the best-fitting components with
parameters listed in Table 3.

Connecting the evolution of the spectra is a unique op-
portunity for SN 2005ip, as no other SN IIn has multiple
MIR spectra, particularly over such a long time. Using the
same components in each model simplifies any interpreta-
tion of such evolution, which would be nearly impossible to
constrain otherwise. However, the assumption is reasonable
given that SN 2005ip is known to be a relatively constant,
slowly changing transient (e.g., Smith et al. 2017; Fox et al.
2020, and those within). The MIR photometric evolution ob-
served with Spitzer at 3.6 and 4.5 µm, in particular, shows
a slow and steady decline (Szalai et al. 2019, 2021), sugges-
tive of no obvious newly appearing or rapidly disappearing
component.

Figures 7 and 8 show our best-fitting model in red, and
Tables 2 and 3 list the best-fitting parameters. The best fits
were determined by minimizing χ2. Our uncertainties, how-
ever, are asymmetric (i.e., non-gaussian). The standard error
does not give a good estimate of the uncertainties in the val-
ues. When standard errors fail, confidence intervals provide
a much more robust estimate of the uncertainty. The tables,
therefore, list the best fit and corresponding 95% confidence

intervals. In other words, values within the uncertainties will
encompass the true value of each parameter 95% of the time.
Note that some of the confidence intervals extend to infinity.
For the dust mass, this is because, at some point, the dust
geometry becomes so optically thick that adding more dust
does not increase the overall flux. In the case of the dust ra-
dius, an optically thin dust component has no upper bound.
Figure 9 also plots the corresponding values for τ as a func-
tion of wavelength associated with the best-fitting parameters
(Equation 3).

It should again be noted here that Equation 2 assumes that
the dust density and emissivity are uniformly distributed in a
spherically symmetric and homogeneous sphere. The biggest
limitation in using this equation is that the geometry (i.e.,
a shell) and heating mechanism (radiation from the forward
and/or reverse shock) of our environment may be much more
complicated, potentially creating a temperature gradient in
a shell. However, we consider Equations 1 - 3 sufficient for
this analysis. A more complete treatment is beyond the scope
of this paper, but is being explored (see Dwek & Arendt
2024a,b) and can be incorporated into future work.
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Figure 9. The optical depth, τ , as a function of wavelength for the
Spitzer and JWST best-fitting models in Figures 7 and 8. The optical
depth is calculated with Equation 3 using the 95% values in Table 2
and 3. The most notable takeaway is that the optical depth decreases
dramatically with time for SN 2005ip.

4. DUST ORIGIN AND HEATING MECHANISM

The general SN environment can be complicated, with
many different possible geometries, origins, and heating
mechanisms for the dust. The dust may be newly formed
or pre-existing. If newly formed, the dust may condense in
the expanding SN ejecta (Kozasa et al. 1989; Wooden et al.
1993) or in the CDS of post-shocked gas lying in between
the forward and reverse shocks (Smith et al. 2008b; Sarangi
& Slavin 2022). If pre-existing, the dust may have formed
in a steady wind or during a short-duration pre-SN outburst.
In any scenario, several heating mechanisms are possible, in-
cluding a thermal light echo from the peak SN flash, radia-
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Figure 10. Plot of the modeled dust radii versus time for both the
CD and WD components in the Spitzer and JWST MIR spectra. The
values for the radii are described in detail in Section 4. Overplotted
are radii calculated for the forward shock radius derived from Smith
et al. (2017), as well as lines of constant velocity. These values are
used to interpret the origin of the dust in SN 2005ip, described in
Section 4.1.

tive heating from circumstellar interaction, and/or collisional
heating by hot gas in the reverse shock (e.g., Fox et al. 2010).
Throughout this section, it is our task to build a consistent
scenario that considers both the spectra, both of the com-
ponents, and other previous results. Geometry will play an
important part in the interpretation, and we consider various
scenarios.

Tables 2 and 3 list both the best-fit and 95% confidence
intervals for all models. In general, we use the lower con-
fidence 95% as a lower bound/limit for our interpretation
of all parameters since it best encompasses the fit uncer-
tainties. For the dust radius, this choice is meaningful for
the optically thick fits but not necessarily the optically thin
case (see Section 3.1.3). Figure 9 shows that an optically
thick model works for most of the fits except the JWST CD
component (Mg-Silicate). In this case, we instead calculate
the blackbody radius using Equation 4 with the total inte-
grated flux in the silicate component and the lower bound of
the associated dust temperature in Table 3, which results in
Rbb =1.9×1017 cm.

4.1. Dust Origin

The dust geometry and evolution are important considera-
tions for disentangling the dust origin. As previously noted,
Fox et al. (2010) conclude the CD component is consistent
with a pre-existing CSM that formed a spherical shell at or
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beyond the forward shock. The latest JWST data, however,
suggests that a pre-existing CSM does not likely make a
strong contribution to the overall spectrum. This is because
the JWST spectrum shows the CD component (and overall
dust mass) is dominated by the optically thin Mg-silicate
dust. In the Spitzer spectrum, however, these Mg-silicate
features are not visible. Instead, they are likely either non-
existent or suppressed since the dust component was more
compact and optically thick 15 years earlier. A scenario in-
voking a significant pre-existing CSM is unlikely since the
CSM is static and cannot both increase in mass and decrease
in optical depth over the 15-year gap between the two spec-
tra.

We, therefore, consider other scenarios in which the dust
forms in the ejecta and/or the CDS. Figure 10 plots the dif-
ferent radii for each component described at the beginning
of Section 4. The figure also includes measurements of the
radial evolution for lines of constant velocity consistent with
both the ejecta and forward shock, as well as radii associ-
ated with measured shock velocities in Smith et al. (2019).
These points provide some useful constraints. First, the CD
radii (silicate points) are too high to be consistent with the
ejecta radii. The majority of the CD must not be located
in the ejecta. Furthermore, the updated models place the
CD radii within (not external to) the forward shock radius.
For these reasons, we conclude CD in SN 2005ip is most
likely forming inside the CDS. As the CDS expanded, the
dust shell likely evolved from optically thick to optically thin
while also continuing to form new dust. One additional con-
sistency check is possible. As previously noted, Equation 3
shows that τ is inversely proportional to R2. Figure 9 shows
that the CD component goes from optically thick, with an
average τ ≈ 10, to optically thin, suggesting an increase in
radius by at least a factor of 3 − 4×. In fact, our lower limit
on the CD radius increases by a factor of ≈ 4.

The WD graphite component is less significant in mass but
may have a significant impact on our interpretation. For the
WD component, the minimum dust radius is much smaller
than the CD component and consistent with velocities seen
in the slower-moving ejecta. It is important to note that this
radius is only the lower limit. For any optically thin scenario,
the upper limit has no bound. In the former scenario, dust
would form in the expanding ejecta. In the latter scenario,
the dust would be pre-existing in the pre-shocked CSM. The
precise location of the WD graphite component is not obvi-
ous, but we have some clues. First, the overall mass does not
increase between the first and second epochs (∼0.005 M⊙).
This point may be interpreted as no new dust formation or
that a nearly constant dust mass is continuously heated to an
observable temperature. Second, both the WD composition
and temperature are different from the CD, which suggests

they are two distinct components. To ultimately disentangle
the scenarios, it is useful to consider the heating mechanism.

4.2. Dust Heating Mechanism

While radioactive decay may be a viable heating mecha-
nism at <1500 days, it is not sufficient to heat dust to the tem-
peratures observed with the JWST data on day 6376. Even for
the earlier Spitzer data, previous analysis by Fox et al. (2010)
rules out most possible heating scenarios except radiative
heating from CSM interaction. In this scenario, the forward
shock can generate a shock power of about 1040 erg s−1. A
fraction of that power will come out as X-rays. The ther-
malized part of this power will emerge primarily in the UV,
especially in Lyα 1215.67 Å and Mg II 2800 Å, while a few
percent of that thermalized flux emerges in the optical as a
weak continuum source together with emission lines, in par-
ticular Hα (Smith 2017). Although it wasn’t clear from the
Spitzer data alone whether the observed dust was in the CDS
or not, Fox et al. (2010) showed that the dust temperature and
blackbody radius were consistent with the expected temper-
ature from the CSM interaction scenario.

For this reason, the optical spectrum of the SN at very
late times is critical, particularly for this analysis. The op-
tical evolution of SN 2005ip, particularly the Hα line, has
been well documented (Smith et al. 2009; Stritzinger et al.
2012; Smith et al. 2017; Fox et al. 2020). Figure 6 plots
the most recent optical spectra Compared to Figure 2 in Fox
et al. (2020), the spectrum has evolved very little. The in-
tegrated flux for the late-time optical spectra of SN 2005ip
corresponds to only about > 105 L⊙. Similar to the con-
clusions made in previous papers on SN 2005ip (e.g., Fox
et al. 2010; Smith et al. 2017; Fox et al. 2020), the opti-
cal luminosity generated by the ongoing shock interaction
is sufficient to heat the new dust. There may even be addi-
tional heating. Dessart & Hillier (2022) shows that the shock
power introduced at the interface between ejecta and CSM
emerges primarily in the UV, channeled primarily into Lyα,
for which we have no observational coverage, even in the
archival HST/WFC3 UVIS data. These models suggest that
the observed optical luminosities (∼ 105 L⊙) could be com-
patible with a UV flux of ∼ 106 L⊙.

A useful representation of the likely geometry has been
previously considered and illustrated in Figure 1 of Smith
(2017). The CD component lies within the CDS, while the
WD is somewhere external to the CDS, either close to the for-
ward or reverse shock. In the former scenario, the WD would
be associated with pre-existing dust in the pre-shocked CSM.
The hottest dust is closest to the forward shock and is con-
tinuously heated as the shock expands. Although the WD is
carbon-rich, it does not preclude the presence of silicate-rich
material in the CSM, given silicates have a much lower va-
porization temperature (∼1200 K) than the graphites (∼1800
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Figure 11. The dust mass in SN 2005ip as a function of the epoch
of MIR observations compared with other historic dusty SNe. Over-
all, compared to other historical SNe, the inferred dust mass in
SN 2005ip is one of the highest to date.

K). In the post-shock CDS, all dust compositions can then
recondense. Alternatively, the WD component could be as-
sociated with newly formed dust in the ejecta and similarly
heated by the reverse shock. In this scenario, the WD would
have to be closer to the reverse shock, and the reverse shock
would have to be nearly as strong as the forward shock.

Whether the radiation primarily comes from the forward
or reverse shocks remains an open question. The direction
of the heating may affect the particular models that are used
to fit the MIR spectra. We do not have X-ray or UV obser-
vations, but a large optical to X-ray/UV ratio may signify
significant reprocessing of the shock radiation, which may
suggest radiation from the reverse shock being reprocessed
by the CDS. Reprocessing is possible for the forward shock,
too, of course, although one may not expect an optical to X-
ray/UV ratio as high. Alternatively, the Hα profile in Figure
6 does not have any broad component associated with the
ejecta, which may suggest we are predominantly seeing only
the forward shock.

Other possible scenarios exist for the heating of the dust.
For example, the majority of the flux may come out in X-
rays at late times. The reverse shock may have traveled suffi-
ciently far back into the ejecta to heat them directly (i.e., not
radiatively). The optical depth is quite high, thereby absorb-
ing 99% of the optical flux, or there may be a pulsar at the
center. Each of these scenarios requires additional observa-
tions and more complex models.

5. CONCLUSIONS

This paper presents JWST/MIRI MRS observations of
SN 2005ip, which were conducted 6376 days post-discovery.
SN 2005ip is a well-studied Type IIn SN that has continued
to show signatures of dust and shock interaction for nearly
20 years post-explosion.

The primary takeaway is that two epochs of MIR spec-
tra spaced nearly fifteen years apart show clear evolution,
revealing an increasingly large cold dust component total-
ing nearly ∼0.1 M⊙(and a much less massive warm dust
component). Specifically, a Mg-silicate feature is present
in the JWSTspectrum that is not detected in the earlier
Spitzerspectrum. This is strong evidence that the cold dust
component was more compact and optically thick on day ∼
1000 or simply too small to be detected. Either way, the ma-
jority of this cold dust component was not pre-existing.

A detailed analysis of the cold dust component places the
dust roughly in the radius of the forward shock, leading us
to conclude that the new dust forms in the CDS behind the
forward shock. This is consistent with previous suggestions
based on line profile shapes (Smith et al. 2009). A con-
temporaneous optical spectrum exhibits a powerful Hα line
(∼ 105 L⊙), indicating sufficient shock interaction to radia-
tively heat the dust to the observed temperature and luminos-
ity.

Overall, compared to other historical SNe, the inferred dust
mass in SN 2005ip is one of the highest to date (Figure 11).
The formation of significant dust in the CDS presents an al-
ternative to the SN ejecta, which has not produced the ex-
pected yields in SNe IIP (e.g., Kozasa et al. 2009; Meikle
et al. 2011). Although SNe IIn make up less than 10% of
the CCSN population in the low-redshift Universe (Li et al.
2011; Smith et al. 2011), they may be more common at high
redshift. A top-heavy IMF with more high-mass stars, simi-
lar to LBV progenitors, and a higher fraction of binary stars
that undergo stripping (Doughty & Finlator 2021) could lead
to more Type IIn-like environments with dense CSM, re-
sulting in significant shock interaction and a CDS. Even so,
SN 2005ip is just one object and an extreme example of the
SN IIn subclass. A larger sample of SNe IIn observed in the
MIR with long baselines is ultimately needed to determine
the contribution of SNe IIn to the overall galactic dust bud-
get.
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