arXiv:1710.05865v2 [astro-ph.HE] 7 Jan 2018

Publ. Astron. Soc. Japan (2014) 00(0), 1–9 doi: 10.1093/pasj/xxx000 1

Subaru Hyper Suprime-Cam Survey for An Optical Counterpart of GW170817

Nozomu TOMINAGA^{1,2} , Masaomi TANAKA^3 , Tomoki MOROKUMA^4 , Yousuke UTSUMI^5 , Masaki S. YAMAGUCHI^4 , Naoki YASUDA^2 , Masayuki TANAKA^3 , Michitoshi YOSHIDA^6 , Takuya FUJIYOSHI^6 , Hisanori FURUSAWA^3 , Koji S. KAWABATA^5 , Chien-Hsiu LEE^6, Kentaro MOTOHARA^4 , Ryou OHSAWA^4 , Kouji OHTA^7, Tsuyoshi TERAI^6 , Fumio ABE^8, Wako AOKI^3 , Yuichiro ASAKURA^{8,†} , Sudhanshu BARWAY^9 , Ian A. BOND^{10}, Kenta FUJISAWA^0 , Satoshi HONDA^{11} , Kunihito IOKA^{12}, Youichi ITOH^{11}, Nobuyuki KAWAI^{13} , Ji Hoon KIM^6 , Naoki KOSHIMOTO^{14} , Kazuya MATSUBAYASHI^{15} , Shota MIYAZAKI^{14} , Tomoki SAITO^{11} , Yuichiro SEKIGUCHI^{16,12} , Takahiro SUMI^{14} , Paul J. TRISTRAM^{17} and the J-GEM collaboration

1Department of Physics, Faculty of Science and Engineering, Konan University, 8-9-1 Okamoto, Kobe, Hyogo 658-8501, Japan 2Kavli Institute for the Physics and Mathematics of the Universe (WPI), The University of Tokyo Institutes for Advanced Study, The University of Tokyo, 5-1-5 Kashiwa, Chiba 277-8583, Japan 3National Astronomical Observatory of Japan, 2-21-1 Osawa, Mitaka, Tokyo 181-8588, Japan 4Institute of Astronomy, Graduate School of Science, The University of Tokyo, 2-21-1 Osawa, Mitaka, Tokyo 181-0015, Japan 5Hiroshima Astrophysical Science Center, Hiroshima University, 1-3-1 Kagamiyama, Higashi-Hiroshima, Hiroshima, 739-8526, Japan 6Subaru Telescope, National Astronomical Observatory of Japan, 650 North A’ohoku Place, Hilo, HI 96720, USA 7Department of Astronomy, Kyoto University, Kitashirakawa-Oiwake-cho, Sakyo-ku, Kyoto, 606-8502, Japan 8Institute for Space-Earth Environmental Research, Nagoya University, Furo-cho, Chikusa, Nagoya, Aichi 464-8601, Japan 9South African Astronomical Observatory, PO Box 9, 7935 Observatory, Cape Town, South Africa 10Institute for Natural and Mathematical Sciences, Massey University, Private Bag 102904 North Shore Mail Centre, Auckland 0745, New Zealand 11Nishi-Harima Astronomical Observatory, Center for Astronomy, University of Hyogo, 407-2, Nishigaichi, Sayo, Hyogo 679-5313, Japan 12Center for Gravitational Physics, Yukawa Institute for Theoretical Physics, Kyoto University, Kyoto 606-8502, Japan 13Department of Physics, Tokyo Institute of Technology, 2-12-1 Ookayama, Meguro-ku, Tokyo 152-8551, Japan 14Department of Earth and Space Science, Graduate School of Science, Osaka University, 1-1 Machikaneyama, Toyonake, Osaka 560-0043, Japan 15Okayama Astrophysical Observatory, National Astronomical Observatory of Japan, 3037-5 Honjo, Kamogata, Asakuchi, Okayama 719-0232, Japan

© 2014. Astronomical Society of Japan.

2 Publications of the Astronomical Society of Japan, (2014), Vol. 00, No. 0

16Department of Physics, Toho University, Funabashi, Chiba 274-8510, Japan 17University of Canterbury, Mt John Observatory, PO Box 56, Lake Tekapo 7945, New Zealand †Deceased 18 August 2017

∗E-mail: tominaga@konan-u.ac.jp

Received ; Accepted

Abstract

We perform a z-band survey for an optical counterpart of a binary neutron star coalescence GW170817 with Subaru/Hyper Suprime-Cam. Our untargeted transient search covers 23.6 deg^2 corresponding to the 56.6% credible region of GW170817 and reaches the 50% completeness magnitude of 20.6 mag on average. As a result, we find 60 candidates of extragalactic transients, including J-GEM17btc (a.k.a. SSS17a/DLT17ck). While J-GEM17btc is associated with NGC 4993 that is firmly located inside the 3D skymap of GW170817, the other 59 candidates do not have distance information in the GLADE v2 catalog or NASA/IPAC Extragalactic Database (NED). Among 59 candidates, 58 are located at the center of extended objects in the Pan-STARRS1 catalog, while one candidate has an offset. We present location, z-band apparent magnitude, and time variability of the candidates and evaluate the probabilities that they are located inside of the 3D skymap of GW170817. The probability for J-GEM17btc is 64% being much higher than those for the other 59 candidates (9.3 × 10^{−3} − 2.1 × 10^{−1}%). Furthermore, the possibility, that at least one of the other 59 candidates is located within the 3D skymap, is only 3.2%. Therefore, we conclude that J-GEM17btc is the most-likely and distinguished candidate as the optical counterpart of GW170817.

Key words: Gravitational waves — Stars: neutron — Surveys — Nuclear reactions, nucleosynthesis, abundances

1 Introduction

The existence of gravitational waves (GWs) is predicted in the theory of general relativity. Although the existence is indirectly demonstrated by the energy loss of a binary pulsar system (Hulse & Taylor 1975; Taylor & Weisberg 1982), the direct observation of GWs had not been realized owing to its small amplitudes. The first direct detection is achieved with the Advanced Laser Interferometer Gravitational-Wave Observatory (LIGO) on Sep 14, 2015 (Abbott et al. 2016a). The first GW source originates from the coalescence of two black holes, each ∼ 30M⊙ . The discovery is important not only for the direct probe of the strong field dynamics of general relativity, but also for the first evidence of a black hole binary. LIGO and Advanced Virgo subsequently detect three GW signals and one candidate signal, all from the coalescence of black-hole binaries (Abbott et al. 2016b; Abbott et al. 2016c; Abbott et al. 2017a; Abbott et al. 2017b). These discoveries open the era of “gravitational wave astronomy”.

However, the conclusive identification of the GW sources on the sky remains challenging because of the poor sky localization with the gravitational wave observations. The sky localization areas of four GW sources are about 230 − 1160 deg^2

(90% credible region) with two detectors of LIGO and about 60 deg^2 (90% credible region) even with three detectors including the Advanced Virgo. Since there are many galaxies in the area, it is impossible to determine the host galaxy of a GW source only with the GW observations. Therefore, multiwavelength searches for electromagnetic (EM) counterparts are initiated after the alerts of GW detection from the LIGO-Virgo networks. So far, no firm EM counterparts have been found (e.g., Soares-Santos et al. 2016; Smartt et al. 2016; Kasliwal et al. 2016; Morokuma et al. 2016; Yoshida et al. 2017), except for a report of the putative detection for GW150914 with Fermi/GBM (Connaughton et al. 2016, but questioned by Savchenko et al. 2016; Greiner et al. 2016).

The non-detection of EM counterparts is not surprising because the four GWs are originated from mergers of black holes, although several theoretical studies try to explain the putative Fermi/GBM emission (e.g., Yamazaki et al. 2016). On the other hand, first-principle numerical simulations with general relativity demonstrate that binary coalescence including at least one neutron star (NS) can eject materials as dynamical ejecta (e.g., Rosswog et al. 1999; Goriely et al. 2011; Hotokezaka et al. 2013; Bauswein et al. 2013) and post-merger ejecta (e.g.,

Publications of the Astronomical Society of Japan, (2014), Vol. 00, No. 0 3

Dessart et al. 2009; Fernández & Metzger 2013; Shibata et al. 2017). The ejecta dominantly consist of r-process elements (e.g., Lattimer & Schramm 1974; Eichler et al. 1989; Korobkin et al. 2012; Wanajo et al. 2014), and thus the decay of radioactive isotopes produced by the r-process nucleosynthesis heats up and brightens the ejecta. The EM-bright object is called “kilonova” or “macronova” (Li & Paczyński 1998; Kulkarni 2005; Metzger et al. 2010), and regarded as a promising EM counterpart of a GW (Metzger & Berger 2012; Kasen et al. 2013; Barnes & Kasen 2013; Tanaka & Hotokezaka 2013; Metzger & Fernández 2014; Tanaka et al. 2014; Kasen et al. 2015; Metzger 2017). Also, the central engine of a short gamma-ray burst, which is believed to originate from a binary neutron star coalescence, is a possible energy source of EM counterparts through its jet and gamma/X-ray emission (e.g., Kisaka et al. 2016).

On Aug 17, 2017, 12:41:04 UTC, Advanced LIGO and Advanced Virgo detected a GW candidate from a binary NS coalescence, being coincident with a gamma-ray detection with Fermi/GBM (The LIGO Scientific Collaboration & the Virgo Collaboration 2017a; The LIGO Scientific Collaboration & the Virgo Collaboration 2017b). The sky localization with the three detectors is as narrow as 28 deg^2 for a 90% credible region centered at R.A. = 13^h08^m, decl. = −22^∘30^′ (J2000.0) (Abbott et al. 2017c). And the localization is overlapped with the error regions of gamma-ray detection with Fermi/GBM and INTEGRAL (Connaughton et al. 2017; Savchenko et al. 2017a; Savchenko et al. 2017b). The GW observation reveals the luminosity distance to the GW source, named GW170817, as 40^{+8}_{−14} Mpc (90% probability) (Abbott et al. 2017c). Although GW170817 appeared at the position close to the Sun, the first significant alert of a binary NS coalescence and the narrow sky localization area initiate many EM follow-up observations (Abbott et al. 2017d).

Along with the EM follow-up observation campaign of GW170817, the Japanese collaboration for Gravitational wave ElectroMagnetic follow-up (J-GEM) performed a survey with Hyper Suprime-Cam (HSC, Miyazaki et al. 2012), which is a wide-field imager installed on the prime focus of the 8.2m Subaru telescope. Its FoV of 1.77 deg^2 is largest among the currently existing 8-10 m telescopes, and thus it is the most efficient instrument for the optical survey. In this paper, we summarize the observation with Subaru/HSC and properties of discovered candidates. Throughout the paper, we correct the Galactic reddening (Schlafly & Finkbeiner 2011)^1, and all the magnitudes are given as AB magnitudes.

Table 1. Subaru/HSC pointings.

Pointing R.A. decl.

(ID) (J2000) (J2000) 04 13^h07^m 25^s −26^∘36^′51^{′′} 05 13^h10^m 14^s −27^∘17^′02^{′′} 06 13^h13^m 03^s −27^∘57^′27^{′′} 07 13^h15^m 51^s −28^∘38^′07^{′′} 08 13^h18^m 40^s −29^∘19^′02^{′′} 09 13^h21^m 29^s −30^∘00^′15^{′′} 10 13^h04^m 36^s −24^∘37^′42^{′′} 11 13^h07^m 25^s −25^∘17^′12^{′′} 12 13^h10^m 14^s −25^∘56^′55^{′′} 13 13^h13^m 03^s −26^∘36^′51^{′′} 14 13^h01^m 48^s −22^∘40^′26^{′′} 15 13^h15^m 51^s −27^∘17^′02^{′′} 16 13^h18^m 40^s −27^∘57^′27^{′′} 17 13^h04^m 36^s −23^∘19^′20^{′′} 18 13^h07^m 25^s −23^∘58^′25^{′′} 19 12^h58^m 59^s −20^∘44^′47^{′′} 20 13^h10^m 14^s −24^∘37^′43^{′′} 22 13^h13^m 03^s −25^∘17^′12^{′′} 23 13^h15^m 51^s −25^∘56^′55^{′′} 24 12^h56^m 10^s −18^∘50^′37^{′′} 25 13^h04^m 36^s −22^∘01^′43^{′′} 26 13^h07^m 25^s −22^∘40^′26^{′′} 28 13^h10^m 14^s −23^∘19^′20^{′′} 29 13^h01^m 48^s −20^∘06^′35^{′′}

Fig. 1. Pointing map for GW170817 overlaid on the probability map (LALInference v2.fits.gz; Abbott et al. 2017c). The white contour represents the 90% credible region. Circles represent the field-of-view of HSC, changing their face color with an order of observation. Observations have been carried out from darker color to lighter color. The dashed curves represent the Galactic graticules.

4 Publications of the Astronomical Society of Japan, (2014), Vol. 00, No. 0

Fig. 2. Map of FWHM of PSF in the stacked images on Aug 18 and 19, 2017.

Fig. 3. Map of 5σ limiting magnitude in the difference images on Aug 18 and 19, 2017.

2 Observation and data analysis

We started HSC observation from Aug 18.23, 2017 (UTC), corresponding to 0.7 days after the GW detection, and also performed HSC observation on Aug 19, 25, and 27. All the observations were carried out in the z-band. The poor visibility of GW170817 from Maunakea compels us to conduct the survey during the astronomical twilight. The observations on Aug 25 and 27 concentrate on one field because the target fields set immediately after the sunset. The survey pointings are selected from HEALPix grid with resolution of NSIDE=64 by following criteria: higher probability of GW170817 sky localization and larger number of nearby galaxies in the GLADE catalog^2 (Table 1). We also choose the pointings located in footprints of Pan-STARRS1 (PS1, Chambers et al. 2016) and use the PS1 catalog and images for astrometric calibration and image subtraction, respectively. As the fields with smaller right ascension and declination set earlier, we conduct the observations in order of reaching the elevation limit earlier. The observed area is 28.9 deg^2 corresponding to the 66.0% credible region of GW170817 (Figure 1). Exposures used in the following analysis are listed in Table 2.

The data are analyzed with hscPipe v4.0.5, which is a standard reduction pipeline of HSC (Bosch et al. 2017). It provides full packages for data analyses of images obtained with HSC, including bias subtraction, flat fielding, astrometry, flux calibration, mosaicing, warping, stacking, image subtraction, source

1 http://irsa.ipac.caltech.edu/applications/DUST/ 2 http://aquarius.elte.hu/glade/index.html

Fig. 4. Completeness of transient detection in the difference images on Aug 18 (squares) and Aug 19 (circles) (top) and in both of the difference images (bottom). The dashed and solid lines represent completeness before and after the candidate selection, respectively. The vertical dashed lines show the median of 5σ limiting magnitude before the candidate selection.

detection, and source measurement. The astrometric and photometric calibration is made relative to the PS1 catalog with a 4.0 arcsec (24 pixel) aperture diameter. Further, in order to select variable sources, we perform image subtraction between the HSC and archival PS1 z-band images using a package in hscPipe based on an algorithm proposed by Alard & Lupton (1998). The PS1 images are adopted as the reference images and convolved to fit the point spread function (PSF) shape of the HSC images.

We measure the FWHM sizes of PSF in the stacked images with hscPipe. These scatters in a wide range from 0.7 to 1.8 arcsec depending on the pointings, especially on the elevation, and the median is ∼ 1.2 arcsec (Figure 2). The PSF size statistics is summarized in Table 3. The median FWHM size is slightly worse than that of the image quality of the PS1 3π survey (Magnier et al. 2016a), and the PSF convolution of the PS1 image for the image subtraction works well.

After the image subtraction, the 5σ limiting magnitudes in the difference images are estimated by measuring standard deviations of fluxes in randomly distributed apertures with a diameter of twice the FWHM of PSF, and scatter from 18.3 mag to 22.5 mag with a median of 21.3 mag (Figure 3 and Table 4). The 5σ limiting magnitudes are mainly determined by the depths of HSC images which are typically shallower than those of the PS1 image. In particular, the depths in the pointings observed early on Aug 19 are quite shallow. We also evaluate completeness

Publications of the Astronomical Society of Japan, (2014), Vol. 00, No. 0 5

of detection by a random injection and detection of artificial point sources with various magnitude (dashed lines in Figure 4). The magnitude of artificial point sources are fixed in time. The large diversity in the depth of images taken on Aug 19 causes the shallow dependence of completeness on the PSF magnitude of artificial sources. The median of 5σ limiting magnitude is roughly comparable to the 70% completeness magnitude.

As the detected sources include many bogus detection, candidate selection is performed as done in Utsumi et al. (2017a). Criteria for the detection in a single difference image are (1) |(S/N)PSF| > 5, (2) (b/a)/(b/a)PSF > 0.65 where a and b are the lengths of the major and minor axes of a shape of a source, respectively, (3) 0.7 < FWHM/(FWHM)_{PSF} < 1.3, and (4) PSF-subtracted residual < 3σ. These criteria confirm a high confidence level of detection and a stellar-like shape of a source. Further, we impose the sources to be detected in both of the difference images on Aug 18 and 19, and find 1551 sources. We also evaluate the completeness of this candidate selection with the artificial point sources (solid lines in Figure 4). The candidate selection makes the 50% completeness magnitudes shallower by 0.7 − 0.8 mag. The completeness of the two-epoch detection is comparable to that on Aug 19 because the observation on Aug 19 is shallower than that on Aug 18. The 50% completeness magnitude for two-epoch detection is 20.6 mag.

The two-epoch detection is only possible for the fields with the archival PS1 images and the HSC images on both of Aug 18 and 19. The resultant area for the transient search is 23.6 deg^2 corresponding to the 56.6% credible region of GW170817.

3 Transient search and characteristics 3.1 Source screening Since the 1551 sources include sources unrelated to GW170817, we need to screen them in order to pick up candidates that may be related to GW170817. We adopt a procedure shown in the flowchart (Figure 5).

First of all, the flux of optical counterpart of GW170817 needs not to be negative on Aug 18 and 19. We exclude sources having significantly negative fluxes (< −3σ) on Aug 18 or 19. We also rule out sources associated with stellar-like objects in the PS1 catalog (Magnier et al. 2016b; Flewelling et al. 2016)^3 with a separation of < 1.0 arcsec. Here we adopt the larger separation, similar to the typical seeing size, than the astrometric error in order to remove bogus detection that frequently appears around a bright star. According to the number density of stellarlike objects in the PS1 catalog, this exclusion reduces only 0.2% of the survey fields. After these screening, 384 sources remain. While 322 sources are located at the center of extended objects in the PS1 catalog, 62 sources have separations with > 1.0 arcsec to any objects in the PS1 catalog.

3 https://panstarrs.stsci.edu/

Fig. 5. Flowchart of the candidate screening process. The number in each box represents the number of remaining sources after each screening.

Fig. 6. Example of sources excluded by the visual inspection: (Top) high proper motion stars and (bottom) bogus detection at the center of the extended objects. The lengths of ticks are 2 arcsec and the figure size is 20 × 20 arcsec^2 .

6 Publications of the Astronomical Society of Japan, (2014), Vol. 00, No. 0

Fig. 7. Stacked and difference z-band images of J-GEM17btc (a.k.a. SSS17a/DLT17ck) associated with NGC 4993 located in the 3D skymap of GW170817. The archival HST ACS image is also shown. The lengths of ticks are 11 arcsec and the figure size is 56 × 56 arcsec^2 .

We further exclude sources associated with PS1 objects that is firmly located outside of the 3D skymap derived from the GW observations (LALInference v2.fits.gz; Abbott et al. 2017c), adopting the GLADE v2 catalog and NASA/IPAC Extragalactic Database (NED)^4. While we primarily employ the distance in the GLADE catalog, we replace it with the redshiftindependent distance in NED if the associated PS1 objects or one of a galaxy pair containing the associated PS1 objects have information (Tully 1988; Willick et al. 1997; Freedman et al. 2001; Theureau et al. 2007; Sorce et al. 2014; Springob et al. 2014), and with the redshift-dependent distance in NED (Mould et al. 2000) if no distance information is available in the GLADE catalog. We search for possibly associated galaxies in the GLADE catalog or NED with a separation of < 2.0 arcsec for the 322 sources at the center of extended PS1 objects, which is smaller than the criteria to identify duplicate galaxies in the GLADE catalog (3.6 arcsec), and with a separation of < 15.0 arcsec for the 62 off-center sources, which corresponds to a separation of < 3 kpc at a distance of 40 Mpc. If the 3D probability of GW170817 occurrence at the location and distance of the associated PS1 object with a HEALPix 3D grid with resolution of NSIDE=1024 is less than 10^{−3} of the maximum probability, the source is ruled out. This screening reduces the number of sources to 224 sources at the center of extended PS1 objects and 59 off-center sources.

There is only one source (J-GEM17btc) associated with a PS1 object that is located in the 3D skymap. The detail of J-

4 https://ned.ipac.caltech.edu/

GEM17btc is described in the next subsection. On the other hand, the other 282 sources do not have distance measurement in the GLADE catalog or NED. After the catalog matching, four of the authors remove bogus and high proper motion stars by visual inspection (Figure 6). The number of final candidates, that may be related to GW170817, is 60 (Table 5). We note that 58 candidates are located at the center of extended PS1 objects and that some of them could be active galactic nuclei (AGN) or indistinguishable residuals resulting from different instrumental signatures between PS1 and HSC, but we conservatively hold them as candidates.

3.2 Properties of candidates We investigate properties of remaining 60 candidates.

Figure 7 shows the candidate with the associated PS1 object within the 3D skymap of GW170817. J-GEM17btc is located at R.A. = 13^h09^m48.^s07, decl. = −23^∘22^′53.^{′′} 4 (J2000.0), which is SSS17a/DLT17ck reported by Coulter et al. (2017a); Coulter et al. (2017b); Valenti et al. (2017). The nearest object in the PS1 catalog is PSO J130947.744-232257.366 at R.A. = 13^h09^m47.^s74, decl. = −23^∘22^′57.^{′′}4 (J2000.0) with a separation of 6.0 arcsec to J-GEM17btc, which is superposed on NGC 4993 and located at 4.6 arcsec north of the center of NGC 4993. According to an archival Hubble Space Telescope (HST) ACS image (Bellini et al. 2017), the PSF shape of PSO J130947.744-232257.366 is consistent with stellar-like sources surrounding it and PSO J130947.744-232257.366 is unlikely to be relevant to J-GEM17btc. Thus, we conclude that the

Publications of the Astronomical Society of Japan, (2014), Vol. 00, No. 0 7

Fig. 8. Stacked and difference z-band images of an off-center candidate J- GEM17bog. The archival PS1 i-band image is also shown. The lengths of ticks are 2 arcsec and the figure size is 20 × 20 arcsec^2 .

second closest object NGC 4993 located 10.0 arcsec away from J-GEM17btc, well within the separation criterion of 15.0 arcsec, is associated with J-GEM17btc. NGC 4993 is an S0 galaxy at the distance of ∼ 40 Mpc (Freedman et al. 2001).

Among remaining 59 candidates, one candidate (J- GEM17bog) at R.A. = 13^h04^m44.^s11, decl. = −22^∘37^′07.^{′′}2 (J2000.0) is registered as an off-center transient (Figure 8). However, we marginally find a persistent object overlapping with a galaxy in the archival PS1 i-band image, which is not registered in the PS1 catalog. The other 58 candidates are located at the center of extended PS1 objects. Among them, two candidates are associated with X-ray sources in the ROSAT catalog (Boller et al. 2016) with separations of 15.6 and 16.2 arcsec, and two other candidates are associated with radio sources in the NRAO VLA Sky Survey (NVSS, 1.4 GHz) catalog (Condon et al. 1998) with separations of 0.9 and 3.0 arcsec. These four candidates could be AGN showing optical variability. We also check the 3XMM-DR7 catalog (Rosen et al. 2016) but there are no associated sources in the 3XMM-DR7 catalog. Although some of them might have little possibility of the association with GW170817, we cannot exclude them from candidates of the optical counterpart of GW170817.

The apparent magnitude on Aug 18 and time variability between Aug 18 and 19 of the 60 candidates are shown in Figure 9. It is remarkable that J-GEM17btc is much brighter than the other candidates with ∼ 19 − 22 mag. Although this diagram illustrates the distinguished feature of J-GEM17btc, this fact alone is not conclusive evidence that J-GEM17btc is the most likely counterpart of GW170817.

For comparison, theoretical models of kilonovae at 1-5 days after the merger are also plotted in Figure 9 (Tanaka et al. 2014; Tanaka et al. 2017). Although the observation takes place

Fig. 9. Magnitude and time variability of the 60 candidates (points with error bars, red: J-GEM17btc, magenta: J-GEM17bog, blue: candidates with ROSAT detection, cyan: candidates with NVSS detection, and green: the others) and the theoretical kilonova models with an ejecta mass of 0.01M_⊙ at 40 Mpc (points connected with lines, Tanaka et al. 2014; Tanaka et al. 2017). The models represent dynamical ejecta (diamond), and wind with Y_e = 0.25 (square) and 0.3 (pentagon). Filled marks correspond to 1 day after the merger and open marks correspond to 2, 3, 4, and 5 days after the merger.

at 1 day after the merger, we adopt a wide range of time after the merger in order to take into account theoretical uncertainties. Although the rapid time evolution is believed to be a clue for identification of a kilonova, the time variability at early epochs of the theoretical models can take any values between −1.0 and +1.0 mag day^{−1} , which is consistent with the properties of all the candidates. On the other hand, there is a discrepancy in the apparent magnitude. However, it can be explained by different ejecta masses, which could result from uncertainties of the equation of state and different efficiency of viscus heating (e.g., Shibata et al. 2017). Therefore, we cannot rule out the possibility of any candidates as an EM counterpart of GW170817 from the time variability and the brightness at 1 day after GW170817.

Since the distance to the candidates are unknown except for J-GEM17btc, we evaluate the probability P3D that the associated PS1 object is located inside of the 3D skymap of GW170817, with a luminosity function of galaxies at a rest wavelength λ, ϕ(λ,M), derived from rest-frame UBV RI luminosity functions (Ilbert et al. 2005) and the Planck cosmology (Planck Collaboration et al. 2014) as follows: P3D(λj ,mj ) = ∫_{Dmean+3σD} Dmean−3σD ϕ(λ[λj , D], M[mj , D])A(D)dD ∫_∞ 0 ϕ(λ[λj , D], M[mj , D])A(D)dD ,(1)

where Dmean and σD are the mean and standard deviation of the distance to GW170817 at the position, respectively, M(mj , D) is the absolute magnitude of a galaxy with observer-frame jband apparent magnitude mj at a distance of D, λ(λj , D) is the rest wavelength redshifted from the observed wavelength λj with a distance of D, and A(D) is the surface area of observed region at a distance of D.

We evaluated P3D for the PS1 objects associated with the

8 Publications of the Astronomical Society of Japan, (2014), Vol. 00, No. 0

59 candidates using the r- and/or i-band Kron magnitude in the PS1 catalog. We also estimate the probability of NGC 4993 (R = 12.09 mag, Lauberts & Valentijn 1989) associated with J-GEM17btc, which is P3D = 64%. On the other hand, the probability of J-GEM17bog is 9.3 × 10^{−3}% and the probabilities of the other 58 candidates range from 1.2 × 10^{−2}% to 2.1 × 10^{−1}%. Furthermore, the possibility, that at least one of the 59 candidates including J-GEM17bog is located in the 3D skymap of GW170817, is only 3.2%. Therefore, we conclude that J-GEM17btc is more likely, by more than an order of magnitude, to be the optical counterpart of GW170817 than the other candidates. The large difference between J-GEM17btc and the other 59 candidates stems from the faintness of the associated objects of the other 59 candidates, which prevent them from being registered in the GLADE catalog or NED. Given the luminosity function of galaxy and the comoving volume, the faint objects are likely to be distant objects and thus P3D of them are small. We note that the integrand of the denominator in equation (1) is nearly zero at a redshift of z ≥ 0.7 for all of the 60 candidates and that these results are almost independent on the adopted filters.

4 Conclusions

We have performed the survey for the optical counterpart of GW170817 with Subaru/HSC. Our untargeted transient search covers 23.6 deg^2 corresponding to the 56.6% credible region of GW170817 and reaches the 50% completeness magnitude of 20.6 mag. We find 1551 sources with two-epoch detection, and screen them with the catalog matching and the visual inspection. The number of our final candidates is 60.

We find only one candidate J-GEM17btc with an associated object firmly located within the 3D skymap of GW170817. On the other hand, the other 59 candidates do not have distance information of associated objects. The candidates include one off-center candidate other than J-GEM17btc, but it is associated with the marginally-detected persistent object in the archival PS1 i-band image. The other 58 candidates are located at the center of extended PS1 objects and could be AGN. Four of them are actually associated with the ROSAT X-ray sources or NVSS radio sources. However, we can not rule out the other 59 candidates from our observations because the kilonova model can have any time variability of −1.0 to +1.0 mag day^{−1} at the early epochs.

Hence, we evaluate the probability that the PS1 object associated with the candidate is located inside of the 3D skymap of GW170817. The probability of NGC 4993 associated with J-GEM17btc is 64%, while the possibility, that at least one of the other 59 candidates is located in the 3D skymap, is only 3.2%. Therefore, we conclude that J-GEM17btc (a.k.a. SSS17a/DLT17ck) is the most-likely and distinguished candidate as the optical counterpart of GW170817. The same conclusion is brought by the other untargeted wide-field survey with the Dark Energy Camera (DECam, Soares-Santos et al. 2017). We note that J-GEM17btc is intensively observed by many telescopes, satellites, and instruments (e.g., Abbott et al. 2017d; Utsumi et al. 2017b).

Acknowledgments

We thank Dr. Daigo Tomono for his technical comment on operating the Subaru telescope and HSC under severe condition and Dr. Nobuhiro Okabe who provided a computational resource. This work was supported by MEXT KAKENHI (JP17H06363, JP15H00788, JP24103003, JP10147214, JP10147207) and JSPS KAKENHI (JP16H02183, JP15H02075, JP26800103, JP25800103), the research grant program of the Toyota Foundation (D11-R-0830), the natural science grant of the Mitsubishi Foundation, the research grant of the Yamada Science Foundation, the NINS program for crossdisciplinary science study, Inoue Science Research Award from Inoue Foundation for Science, Optical & Near-Infrared Astronomy Inter- University Cooperation Program from the MEXT, the National Research Foundation of South Africa.

References

Abbott, B. P., et al. 2016a, Physical Review Letters, 116, 061102 —. 2016b, Physical Review Letters, 116, 241103 —. 2016c, Physical Review X, 6, 041015 —. 2017a, Physical Review Letters, 118, 221101 —. 2017b, Physical Review Letters, 119, 141101 —. 2017c, Physical Review Letters, 119, 161101 —. 2017d, ApJL, 848, L12 Alard, C., & Lupton, R. H. 1998, ApJ, 503, 325 Barnes, J., & Kasen, D. 2013, ApJ, 775, 18 Bauswein, A., Goriely, S., & Janka, H.-T. 2013, ApJ, 773, 78 Bellini, A., Grogin, N. A., Hathi, N., & Brown, T. M. 2017, The Hubble Space Telescope “Program of Last Resort”, Tech. rep.

Boller, T., Freyberg, M. J., Trümper, J., Haberl, F., Voges, W., & Nandra, K. 2016, A&A, 588, A103 Bosch, J., et al. 2017, ArXiv e-prints, arXiv:1705.06766 Chambers, K. C., et al. 2016, ArXiv e-prints, arXiv:1612.05560 Condon, J. J., Cotton, W. D., Greisen, E. W., Yin, Q. F., Perley, R. A., Taylor, G. B., & Broderick, J. J. 1998, AJ, 115, 1693 Connaughton, V., et al. 2016, ApJL, 826, L6 —. 2017, GCN Circ., 21506 Coulter, D. A., Kilpatrick, C. D., Siebert, M. R., Foley, R. J., J., S. B., Drout, M. R. Simon, J. S., & Piro, A. L. 2017a, GCN Circ., 21529 Coulter, D. A., et al. 2017b, ArXiv e-prints, arXiv:1710.05452 Dessart, L., Ott, C. D., Burrows, A., Rosswog, S., & Livne, E. 2009, ApJ, 690, 1681 Eichler, D., Livio, M., Piran, T., & Schramm, D. N. 1989, Nature, 340, 126 Fernández, R., & Metzger, B. D. 2013, MNRAS, 435, 502 Flewelling, H. A., et al. 2016, ArXiv e-prints, arXiv:1612.05243 Freedman, W. L., et al. 2001, ApJ, 553, 47 Goriely, S., Bauswein, A., & Janka, H.-T. 2011, ApJL, 738, L32 Greiner, J., Burgess, J. M., Savchenko, V., & Yu, H.-F. 2016, ApJL, 827,

Publications of the Astronomical Society of Japan, (2014), Vol. 00, No. 0 9

L38 Hotokezaka, K., Kyutoku, K., & Shibata, M. 2013, Phys. Rev. D, 87,

044001 Hulse, R. A., & Taylor, J. H. 1975, ApJL, 195, L51 Ilbert, O., et al. 2005, A&A, 439, 863 Kasen, D., Badnell, N. R., & Barnes, J. 2013, ApJ, 774, 25 Kasen, D., Fernández, R., & Metzger, B. D. 2015, MNRAS, 450, 1777 Kasliwal, M. M., et al. 2016, ApJL, 824, L24 Kisaka, S., Ioka, K., & Nakar, E. 2016, ApJ, 818, 104 Korobkin, O., Rosswog, S., Arcones, A., & Winteler, C. 2012, MNRAS,

426, 1940 Kulkarni, S. R. 2005, ArXiv Astrophysics e-prints, astro-ph/0510256 Lattimer, J. M., & Schramm, D. N. 1974, ApJL, 192, L145 Lauberts, A., & Valentijn, E. A. 1989, The surface photometry catalogue

of the ESO-Uppsala galaxies Li, L.-X., & Paczyński, B. 1998, ApJL, 507, L59 Magnier, E. A., et al. 2016a, ArXiv e-prints, arXiv:1612.05242 —. 2016b, ArXiv e-prints, arXiv:1612.05244 Metzger, B. D. 2017, Living Reviews in Relativity, 20, 3 Metzger, B. D., & Berger, E. 2012, ApJ, 746, 48 Metzger, B. D., & Fernández, R. 2014, MNRAS, 441, 3444 Metzger, B. D., et al. 2010, MNRAS, 406, 2650 Miyazaki, S., et al. 2012, in Society of Photo-Optical Instrumentation

Engineers (SPIE) Conference Series, Vol. 8446, Society of Photo- Optical Instrumentation Engineers (SPIE) Conference Series, 0 Morokuma, T., et al. 2016, PASJ, 68, L9 Mould, J. R., et al. 2000, ApJ, 529, 786 Planck Collaboration, et al. 2014, A&A, 571, A16 Rosen, S. R., et al. 2016, A&A, 590, A1 Rosswog, S., Liebendörfer, M., Thielemann, F.-K., Davies, M. B., Benz,

W., & Piran, T. 1999, A&A, 341, 499 Savchenko, V., et al. 2016, ApJL, 820, L36 —. 2017a, GCN Circ., 21507 —. 2017b, ApJL, 848, L15 Schlafly, E. F., & Finkbeiner, D. P. 2011, ApJ, 737, 103 Shibata, M., Kiuchi, K., & Sekiguchi, Y.-i. 2017, Phys. Rev. D, 95,

083005 Smartt, S. J., et al. 2016, MNRAS, 462, 4094 Soares-Santos, M., et al. 2016, ApJL, 823, L33 —. 2017, ApJL, 848, L16 Sorce, J. G., Tully, R. B., Courtois, H. M., Jarrett, T. H., Neill, J. D., &

Shaya, E. J. 2014, MNRAS, 444, 527 Springob, C. M., et al. 2014, MNRAS, 445, 2677 Tanaka, M., & Hotokezaka, K. 2013, ApJ, 775, 113 Tanaka, M., Hotokezaka, K., Kyutoku, K., Wanajo, S., Kiuchi, K.,

Sekiguchi, Y., & Shibata, M. 2014, ApJ, 780, 31 Tanaka, M., et al. 2017, PASJ, 69, 102 Taylor, J. H., & Weisberg, J. M. 1982, ApJ, 253, 908 The LIGO Scientific Collaboration, & the Virgo Collaboration. 2017a,

GRB Coordinates Network, Circular Service, No. 21505, #1 (2017), 1505 —. 2017b, GRB Coordinates Network, Circular Service, No. 21509, #1

(2017), 1509 Theureau, G., Hanski, M. O., Coudreau, N., Hallet, N., & Martin, J.-M.

2007, A&A, 465, 71 Tully, R. B. 1988, Nearby galaxies catalog Utsumi, Y., et al. 2017a, ArXiv e-prints, arXiv:1710.00127 —. 2017b, PASJ, 69, 101

Valenti, S., et al. 2017, ApJL, 848, L24 Wanajo, S., Sekiguchi, Y., Nishimura, N., Kiuchi, K., Kyutoku, K., & Shibata, M. 2014, ApJL, 789, L39 Willick, J. A., Courteau, S., Faber, S. M., Burstein, D., Dekel, A., & Strauss, M. A. 1997, ApJS, 109, 333 Yamazaki, R., Asano, K., & Ohira, Y. 2016, Progress of Theoretical and Experimental Physics, 2016, 051E01 Yoshida, M., et al. 2017, PASJ, 69, 9

10 Publications of the Astronomical Society of Japan, (2014), Vol. 00, No. 0

Table 2. Subaru/HSC observation log of exposures used in the analysis. Pointing TaiObs Exposure time (UTC) (s) 28 2017-08-18T05:30:27 20.0 05 2017-08-18T05:32:00 30.0 06 2017-08-18T05:33:01 30.0 07 2017-08-18T05:34:03 30.0 08 2017-08-18T05:35:03 30.0 09 2017-08-18T05:36:03 30.0 10 2017-08-18T05:37:10 30.0 11 2017-08-18T05:38:10 30.0 12 2017-08-18T05:39:10 30.0 28 2017-08-18T05:40:11 60.0 13 2017-08-18T05:41:41 30.0 14 2017-08-18T05:42:42 30.0 15 2017-08-18T05:43:45 30.0 16 2017-08-18T05:44:46 30.0 17 2017-08-18T05:45:50 30.0 18 2017-08-18T05:46:51 30.0 19 2017-08-18T05:47:52 30.0 20 2017-08-18T05:48:54 30.0 22 2017-08-18T05:49:55 30.0 23 2017-08-18T05:50:55 30.0 24 2017-08-18T05:52:05 30.0 25 2017-08-18T05:53:09 30.0 26 2017-08-18T05:54:11 30.0 29 2017-08-18T05:55:16 30.0 04 2017-08-19T05:22:21 10.0 05 2017-08-19T05:23:02 10.0 06 2017-08-19T05:23:46 10.0 07 2017-08-19T05:24:29 10.0 08 2017-08-19T05:25:11 10.0 09 2017-08-19T05:25:57 10.0 28 2017-08-19T05:26:44 30.0 10 2017-08-19T05:27:44 30.0 11 2017-08-19T05:28:45 30.0 12 2017-08-19T05:29:47 30.0 13 2017-08-19T05:30:49 30.0 28 2017-08-19T05:31:49 30.0 14 2017-08-19T05:32:51 30.0 15 2017-08-19T05:33:54 30.0 16 2017-08-19T05:34:55 30.0 17 2017-08-19T05:35:59 30.0 18 2017-08-19T05:37:01 30.0 19 2017-08-19T05:38:02 30.0 20 2017-08-19T05:39:03 30.0 22 2017-08-19T05:40:05 30.0 23 2017-08-19T05:41:06 30.0 24 2017-08-19T05:42:15 30.0 25 2017-08-19T05:43:15 30.0 26 2017-08-19T05:44:15 30.0

Publications of the Astronomical Society of Japan, (2014), Vol. 00, No. 0 11

Table 2. (Continued) Pointing TaiObs Exposure time (UTC) (s) 29 2017-08-19T05:45:16 30.0 28 2017-08-19T05:46:17 30.0 28 2017-08-25T05:22:45 10.0 28 2017-08-25T05:23:26 10.0 28 2017-08-25T05:24:06 10.0 28 2017-08-25T05:24:48 10.0 28 2017-08-25T05:25:29 20.0 28 2017-08-25T05:27:10 20.0 28 2017-08-25T05:28:01 30.0 28 2017-08-25T05:29:07 30.0 28 2017-08-27T05:24:07 10.0 28 2017-08-27T05:24:48 10.0 28 2017-08-27T05:25:28 10.0 28 2017-08-27T05:26:09 10.0 28 2017-08-27T05:26:49 10.0 28 2017-08-27T05:27:30 10.0 28 2017-08-27T05:28:10 10.0 28 2017-08-27T05:28:51 10.0 28 2017-08-27T05:29:32 10.0 28 2017-08-27T05:30:12 10.0 28 2017-08-27T05:30:53 10.0 28 2017-08-27T05:31:34 10.0 28 2017-08-27T05:32:15 20.0

12 Publications of the Astronomical Society of Japan, (2014), Vol. 00, No. 0

Table 3. Seeing of stacked images.

Date FWHM of PSF (”) (UTC) min median max 2017-08-18 0.91 1.20 1.62 2017-08-19 0.73 1.25 1.80 2017-08-25 0.75 0.90 1.16 2017-08-27 1.13 1.21 1.50

Table 4. 5σ limiting magnitude of difference images.

Date Limiting magnitude (mag) (UTC) min median max 2017-08-18 20.47 21.61 22.51 2017-08-19 18.30 20.97 22.21 2017-08-25 21.06 21.50 21.74 2017-08-27 20.36 20.75 21.00

Publications of the Astronomical Society of Japan, (2014), Vol. 00, No. 0 13

Table 5. 60 final candidates.

Name R.A. decl. (J2000) (J2000) Off-center candidates J-GEM17bog 13^h04^m44.^s11 −22^∘37^′07.^{′′} 2 J-GEM17btc 13^h09^m48.^s07 −23^∘22^′53.^{′′} 4 Candidates at the center of extended objects J-GEM17adx 13^h17^m42.^s18 −27^∘49^′20.^{′′} 7 J-GEM17aiu 13^h21^m26.^s97 −27^∘38^′13.^{′′} 5 J-GEM17aoh 13^h18^m25.^s05 −25^∘34^′35.^{′′} 1 J-GEM17aop 13^h17^m12.^s45 −26^∘35^′21.^{′′} 5 J-GEM17apm 13^h16^m07.^s29 −26^∘00^′13.^{′′} 8 J-GEM17aqg 13^h15^m37.^s92 −26^∘08^′51.^{′′} 4 J-GEM17aqh 13^h15^m32.^s63 −25^∘59^′03.^{′′} 2 J-GEM17aqk 13^h15^m33.^s44 −25^∘43^′25.^{′′} 4 J-GEM17auc 13^h12^m56.^s78 −25^∘53^′12.^{′′} 4 J-GEM17avc 13^h11^m55.^s08 −25^∘33^′48.^{′′} 2 J-GEM17aws 13^h08^m15.^s94 −24^∘05^′35.^{′′} 3 J-GEM17axt 13^h07^m31.^s91 −24^∘04^′21.^{′′} 9 J-GEM17azj 13^h04^m20.^s97 −24^∘05^′18.^{′′} 4 J-GEM17azl 13^h04^m26.^s30 −24^∘04^′19.^{′′} 2 J-GEM17bco 13^h12^m14.^s45 −24^∘16^′53.^{′′} 7 J-GEM17bek 13^h10^m08.^s05 −23^∘58^′15.^{′′} 6 J-GEM17bfi 13^h09^m53.^s68 −23^∘49^′30.^{′′} 1 J-GEM17bfs 13^h08^m41.^s16 −24^∘38^′41.^{′′} 9 J-GEM17bgk 13^h08^m37.^s03 −23^∘57^′57.^{′′} 1 J-GEM17bjh 13^h00^m16.^s29 −22^∘43^′30.^{′′} 2 J-GEM17bka 13^h07^m47.^s41 −23^∘34^′49.^{′′} 3 J-GEM17ble 13^h07^m22.^s90 −22^∘19^′41.^{′′} 9 J-GEM17blv 13^h06^m19.^s03 −23^∘01^′44.^{′′} 5 J-GEM17bna 13^h05^m31.^s84 −22^∘37^′31.^{′′} 5 J-GEM17bnb 13^h06^m12.^s02 −22^∘36^′51.^{′′} 6 J-GEM17bsc 13^h11^m55.^s67 −23^∘40^′02.^{′′} 1 J-GEM17bsf 13^h11^m21.^s40 −22^∘44^′51.^{′′} 5 J-GEM17bsm 13^h10^m51.^s41 −23^∘10^′50.^{′′} 3 J-GEM17bsn 13^h10^m24.^s42 −23^∘09^′35.^{′′} 7 J-GEM17bti 13^h09^m41.^s65 −23^∘16^′04.^{′′} 4 J-GEM17bvu 13^h08^m02.^s66 −23^∘25^′52.^{′′} 0 J-GEM17bvv 13^h08^m25.^s91 −23^∘25^′10.^{′′} 2 J-GEM17bvw 13^h08^m30.^s96 −23^∘22^′46.^{′′} 7 J-GEM17byn 13^h02^m23.^s21 −20^∘50^′55.^{′′} 8 J-GEM17bzt 12^h58^m43.^s75 −21^∘12^′45.^{′′} 5 J-GEM17cao 13^h09^m44.^s22 −22^∘08^′23.^{′′} 6 J-GEM17cch 13^h04^m19.^s39 −21^∘40^′18.^{′′} 4 J-GEM17cea 12^h54^m39.^s55 −19^∘20^′55.^{′′} 9 J-GEM17ceh 13^h03^m08.^s26 −19^∘44^′17.^{′′} 1 J-GEM17ceo 13^h01^m48.^s07 −20^∘33^′48.^{′′} 3 J-GEM17cet 13^h01^m58.^s68 −19^∘28^′36.^{′′} 2 J-GEM17cfe 13^h01^m15.^s18 −19^∘50^′35.^{′′} 4 J-GEM17cfi 13^h01^m07.^s91 −19^∘29^′00.^{′′} 7 J-GEM17cfm 13^h00^m44.^s29 −20^∘34^′49.^{′′} 4

14 Publications of the Astronomical Society of Japan, (2014), Vol. 00, No. 0

Table 5. (Continued) Name R.A. decl. (J2000) (J2000) J-GEM17cfy 12^h59^m 29.^s55 −20^∘52^′43.^{′′}2 J-GEM17cgi 12^h59^m 43.^s16 −19^∘32^′51.^{′′}9 J-GEM17cgq 12^h59^m 03.^s38 −20^∘00^′20.^{′′}9 J-GEM17cgv 12^h57^m 47.^s33 −20^∘34^′09.^{′′}6 J-GEM17cio 12^h56^m 22.^s01 −19^∘22^′38.^{′′}3 J-GEM17ciw 12^h55^m 49.^s13 −18^∘49^′01.^{′′}0 J-GEM17ciy 12^h55^m 45.^s53 −18^∘33^′42.^{′′}5 J-GEM17cjm 12^h55^m 35.^s31 −18^∘20^′19.^{′′}5 J-GEM17ckf 12^h54^m 21.^s62 −18^∘59^′05.^{′′}8 J-GEM17ckt 13^h01^m 47.^s22 −19^∘22^′23.^{′′}7 J-GEM17ckv 12^h58^m 59.^s95 −19^∘11^′28.^{′′}9 J-GEM17cld 12^h58^m 17.^s32 −18^∘39^′20.^{′′}4 J-GEM17clo 12^h57^m 59.^s20 −19^∘11^′33.^{′′}0 J-GEM17clp 12^h57^m 56.^s99 −19^∘11^′14.^{′′}6 Some of the candidates at the center of the extended objects could be AGN or indistinguishable residuals resulting from different instrumental signatures between PS1 and HSC.