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The radio afterglow of Swift J1644+57 reveals a powerful jet with
-} fast core and slow sheath
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ABSTRACT

We model the non-thermal transient Swift J1684 as resulting from a relativistic jet
powered by the accretion of a tidally-disrupted star ontames-massive black hole. Accom-
panying synchrotron radio emission is produced by the sirdekaction between the jet and
the dense circumnuclear medium, similar to a gamma-rayt bfterglow. An open mystery,
however, is the origin of the late-time radio re-brightepiwhich occurred well after the peak
of the jetted X-ray emission. Here, we systematically esgkeveral proposed explanations
for this behaviour by means of multi-dimensional hydrodyiasimulations coupled to a self-
consistent radiative transfer calculation of the synalmrmemission. Our main conclusion is
that the radio afterglow of Swift J16447 is not naturally explained by a jet with a one-
dimensional top-hat angular structure. However, a morgatexrangular structure comprised
of an ultra-relativistic core (Lorentz factbr~ 10) surrounded by a slower ¢~ 2) sheath pro-
vides a reasonable fit to the data. Such a geometry could fesulthe radial structure of the
super-Eddington accretion flow or as the result of jet pra&ioes The total kinetic energy of
the ejecta that we infer of few 1(P3erg requires a highlyficient jet launching mechanism.
Our jet model providing the best fit to the light curve of theatis event Swift 1164457 is
used to predict the radio light curves fdf-@xis viewing angles. Implications for the presence
of relativistic jets from TDEs detected via their thermalldemission, as well as the prospects
for detecting orphan TDE afterglows with upcoming widediehdio surveys and resolving
the jet structure with long baseline interferometry, asedssed.

Key words: radiation mechanisms: non-thermal — galaxies: active xigdajets galaxies:
nuclei — hydrodynamics — radiative transfer
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1 INTRODUCTION timescales are expected to result from coherent processbsas
‘giant pulses’ from Galactic pulsars (elg. Jessner et d52@nd
cyclotron maser emission from brown dwarfs and plarnetsd®&er
2002} Hallinan et al. 2008). Brighter extra-galactic agalof such
events have not yet been detected (althoughl see Thornttn et a
2013; Spitler et al. 2014), but may accompany rare violeahtsy
such as giant magnetar flares (Lyubarsky 2014) and the mefger
binary neutron stars (Hansen & Lyutikov 2001).

Radio astronomy is undergoing a revolution in the study roketi
domain phenomena due to the advent of sensitive wide-field ar
rays. At meter wavelengths these include LOw Frequency AR-
ray (LOFAR;lvan Haarlem et al. 2013), the Murchison Widefield
Array (MWA; Lonsdale et gl 2009) and the Long Wavelength
Array (LWA; Ellingson et al.| 2009). At centimetre wavelehgt
(GHz frequencies) a new generation of wide-field facilitiss
also being developed, such as Apévtiesterbork Synthesis Radio At centimeter wavelengths and on longer timescales, in-
Telescope (WSRT;_Qosterloo ef al. 2009), MeerkKAT (Boothleta coherent synchrotron sources may instead dominate the tran
2009), and the Australian Square Kilometer Array Pathfinder sient sky. These generally result from the shock interacke-

(ASKAP;|Johnston et al. 2008). However, despite the ovenah tween rapidly expanding matter from an energetic explosiot
turity of radio astronomy, surprisingly little is known altowhat dense ambient gas. Known examples include radio supernovae
astrophysical sources will dominate the transient sky. (Weiler et al.| 2002), fi-axis (‘orphan’) afterglows of gamma-

The brightest sources at meter-wavelengths on short ray bursts|(Totani & Panaitescu 2002), and other relalivistit-
flows from the core collapse of massive stars (e.g., SN 2009bb
Soderberg et al. _2010). The transieBtift J164449.3573451
* E-mail: Petar.Mimica@uv.es (hereafter Swift J164457) is the prototype for a new type of rel-
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ativistic transient that will also contribute significantb the vari-
able radio sky/(Giannios & Metzger 2011).

Swift J1644-57 was characterised by powerful non-
thermal X-ray emission| (Bloom etlal. 2011; Levan etlal. 2011;
Burrows et al! 2011f; Zauderer et al. 2011). The long duratibn
Swift J1644-57 and a position coincident with the nucleus of a
previously quiescent galaxy lead to the conclusion thati yow-
ered by rapid accretion onto the central supermassive Ilatk
(SMBH) following the tidal disruption of a star (a ‘tidal digption
event’, or TDE| Carter & Lumingt 1932; Rees 1988), although a
ternative explanations have been proposed (e.q. Quatdéaisé&n
2012). The rapid X-ray variability suggested an origin intd to
a jet that was relativistically beaming its radiation alang line
of sight, similar to the blazar geometry of normal activeagét
nuclei (Bloom et al. 2011). Swift J16447 was also characterised
by luminous synchrotron radio emission, that brightenedigally
over the course of several months (Zauderer et al.|2011)ké&nl
the rapidly varying X-ray emission, the radio emission hesl
from the shock interaction between the TDE jet and the dense
external gas surrounding the SMBH _(Giannios & Metzger 2011;
Bloom et al.. 2011), similar to GRB afterglows. A second jétte
TDE, Swift J2058 05, with similar X-ray and radio properties to
Swift J1644-57 was reported by Cenko et al. (2012).

Jetted TDEs in principlefer a unique opportunity to witness
the birth of an AGN, thus providing a natural laboratory todst
the physics of jet production across a wide range of mass feed
ing rates. Obtaining a better understanding of Swift J#&#and
J2058-05 would thus have far-reaching consequences for topics
such as the physics of relativistic jet formation and supédr E
dington accretion, the conditions (e.g. distribution ofrating or
outflowing gas) in nominally quiescent galactic nuclei, qousb-
sibly even the astrophysical origin of ultra-high energysro@
rays (Farrar & Gruzinoy 2009; Farrar & Piran 2014). Despiiis t
promise, theory has yet to fully exploit the wealth of dataibv
able for Swift J164457. Accurate, multi-dimensional models for
TDE jets are needed to quantify how similar events would appe
to observers fi the jet axis. Such information is necessary to con-
strain the presence offeaxis jets in TDEs detected via their quasi-
isotropic thermal emission_(Bower et al. 2013; van Velzeallet
2013) or to assess how jetted TDEs will contribute to futadio
transient surveys (Giannios & Metzger 2011; Frail et al.201

Perhaps the greatest mystery associated with
Swift J1644-57 is the unexpected flattening or rebrightening
of the high frequency radio light curves on a timescale of a
few months after its initial rise_(Berger etlal. 2012; Hi@. This
behavior contradicts expectations of one-dimensionattblave
models that assume energy input proportional to the obderve
X-ray emission, and which instead predict that the highdesay
emission should decay rapidly once the jet energy is traadfe
the blast|(Metzger et 8l. 2012). This behavior suggestseitia¢r
the temporal or angular structure of the jet is more comphext
assumed in the basic models usually applied to GRB jets, (e.g.
Berger et all 2012; Wang etlal. 2014), or that some key phlysica
process has been neglected (e.g., Kumarlet all 2013).

In this paper we model the hydrodynamical interaction be-
tween a TDE jet and the circumnuclear medium (CNM) using
one and two-dimensional relativistic hydrodynamical dations.
Assuming that non-thermal electrons are accelerated athibek
fronts, we exploit the simulation results to perform a rédétrans-
fer calculation for the synchrotron radio emission. Ourlgedo
provide a comprehensive study of the structure of the jatghee
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Figure 1. Radio light curves of Swift J16447 at observing frequen-
cies 14, 18, 49, 154, 244 and 436 GHz from|Berger et al! (2012) and
Zauderer et all (2013). Also shown are tBwift XRT observations in the
0.3 — 3 keV band (brown crosses, right axis). Note the broad seagnd
maximum in the radio occurring 6 months after trigger, well after the
X-ray maximum.

rise to Swift J164457, in order to identify which (if any) of the
proposed models best reproduce the radio data.

This paper is organised as follows. $& we review the ob-
servations of Swift J164467 and summarise previous work on its
interpretation§ [ describes our model for the jet and the technical
details of scenarios that we consider§#iwe describe our results.

§ B describes applications and implications of our resuftsluid-
ing the inferred physical structure of TDE jets powered byesu
Eddington accretion and the prospects for detecting orjtaed
TDESs with future radio surveys. I§6l we summarise our results.

2 AJETTED TIDAL DISRUPTION EVENT
2.1 Observations of Swift J164457

The two distinct components in the SED of Swift J168Z in-
dicated diferent origins for the X-ray and radio emission
(Bloom et al. 2011, Burrows etal. 2011). Rapid variabilitytioe
X-rays placed their origin at small radii close to the SMBiKely
from a source internal to the jet itself. Constraints on thgHtness
temperature and variability of the radio emission insteladeits
origin at larger radii, where the relativistic outflow bedarinter-
act with the CNM surrounding the black hole (Giannios & Metizg
2011). Figurél shows the observed radio and X-ray lightesiof
Swift J1644+57.

After several days of peak activity, the X-ray luminosity- de
creased as a power laky o« t in time witha ~ 5/3, consistent
with the predicted decline in the fall-back raté of the disrupted
star (Rees 1988). Unless coincidental, the apparent fatdt fhe M
implies that both the jet power; tracked the instantaneous accre-
tion rate and that the radiativéieiency and the bulk Lorentz factor
of the outflow remained relatively constant throughout tvenll,

A model for the radio emission of Swift J16487 using the
first three weeks of data was developed by Metzgerl|et al. (2012
hereafter MGM12), under the assumption that the X-ray larsin
ity tracked the instantaneous kinetic power of the jet. Boidden

1 Substantial temporal variation of the bulk Lorentz factasuld cause
equally great changes in the beaming degree of the jet emissiaking
hard to understand whyy « M for ~ 1 year after the TDE.
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injection of energy into the CNM produces a forward-revestseck
structure, which acts to decelerate the ejecta. The evoligichar-
acterised by two stages: (1) an early phase during whictetherse
shock crosses back through the relativistically expandjagta that
was released over the initial few-day period of peak agtii2) a
later phase during which the relativistic blast wave undesgself-
similar expansion (Blandford & McKee 1976).

A striking feature of the early-time radio light curve wagth
presence of an achromatic break at 10 days (Figlll). MGM12
showed that this break could result from the transition ketw

environment. The latter was assumed to include both thendete
hydrostatic atmosphere which is produced by returnindastde-

bris (Loeb & Ulmern 1997; Guillochon et &al. 2014) on small &di
scales £ 1072 pc) and the CNM of the nuclear cluster on larger
scales. The cocoon created by shocked CNM plays an important
role in the model of De Colle et al. (2012) in collimating thet j
and, potentially, impacting the late-time radio emissibhe jet is

only self-collimated by its environment, however, if itsktic lu-
minosity is less than a critical value which we estimate te e

erg st using the formalism of Bromberg etlal. (2011), i.e. well be-

stage (1) and (2), and that the temporal slopes of the pre- andlow the peak (beaming-corrected) luminosity of Swift 1684,

post-break light curve requires that the CNM densigyr, scale
with radius asx r# with 8 ~ 2. MGM12 also constrained the
initial (unshocked) Lorentz factoF; ~ 10 and opening angle
6 ~ 1/T; ~ 0.1 to values remarkably similar to those of blazar
jets (e.gl Pushkarev etlal. 2009). The estimated value ot
density~ few cnt? at radii~ 10'® cm from the SMBH was some-
what lower than that measured on a similar radial scale frght*S
in our own galaxyl(Berger et al. 2012). The reverse shockéatly
shaped the early light curves of Swift J164¥ through its &ect
on the hydrodynamics, but the observed synchrotron emisgas
probably dominated by electrons accelerated at the forafaodk
(MGM12f.

2 10% 6 erg s,

Radio rebrightening could in principle also result from jée
encountering an abrupt change in the radial slope of the CBifd d
sity profile. Such a break might be expected because on sadzl r
scales the density profile is expected to approach that ohdiza-
cretion flow onto the SMBHr{cnm ~ r=%2), while on larger scales
outside the SMBH sphere of influence the density profile shoul
flatten. However, past studies of GRB afterglows show thahghs
in the external density profile produce only minor changethan
synchrotron light curve behavior (elg. Mimica & Giann|os120
Gat et all 2013, and references therein) and rarely relemging.

Kumar et al. [(2013) emphasise that electrons accelerated at

Berger et al.|(2012) presented updated radio light curves of the forward shock are subject to Compton cooling by the Xray

Swift J1644-57, which showed the surprising radio rebrighten-
ing mentioned earlier (FidJ1). This behavior deviated Hign
cantly from that predicted by MGM12 for a blast-wave evolv-
ing with constant energy, thus demanding that an additional
source of energy contribute to the forward shock at late gime
(e.g!Barniol Duran & Piran 2013). Although a temporary rghi-
ening can be created by the self-absorption frequency mEassi
through the observers frequency band (MGM12), such a transi
cannot explain the observed light curves.

2.2 Proposed explanations for the radio rebrightening

After the one-zone jet model failed to reproduce the latéorad-
cess observed for Swift 116487, several authors proposed expla-
nations for this apparent increase in the energy of the fiahstaock
(Barniol Duran & Pirain 2013). We briefly review these podgibs
here.

Berger et al.|(2012) proposed that the radio rebrightenarg ¢
be explained as the result of slower material catching upiand
jecting energy to the decelerating forward shock at latesife.g.,
Granot & Kumat 2006). In this model the slower material i<tged
after the initial ultra relativistic jet stage and it comsi~ 20 times
more energy than thg; ~ 10 ejecta. The decline of the X-ray
lightcurve was believed to reflect the decrease in the jeepaor-
responding to the predicted evolution of the rate of madbdek
to the SMBH, indicating that the beaming of the jet emissimmd(
therefore the jet Lorentz factor) did not vary substantialler that
period. It is thus not clear in this scenario what procesiveehthe
source, resulting in the required slower and more powegabsd
ejection event. On the other hand, the energetic, slowetaepay
have been ejected simultaneously with the relativistic ponent,
e.g., encasing it (see below).

De Colle et al. [(2012) performed 2D hydrodynamic simula-
tions of the interaction between the TDE jet and its surrénmd

2 With the possible exception of the radio emission during ftre ~10
days after trigger; see below.

from the jet. According to their model, the apparent excashé
late radio emission is in fact deficitin the early-time emission,
resulting from the synchrotron flux being suppressed dud¢o t
lower dfective cooling frequency of X-ray cooled electrons. Al-
though X-ray cooling will certainly play a role in shapingtbarly
radio emission, it becomes lesflieient as the jet spreads later-
ally, since a smaller fraction of the freshly acceleratestibns
(only those within the opening angle of the original jet) eoeled.
Kumar et al.|(2013) also consider th@eet of X-ray cooling on op-
tically thin emission. As we show here, itf&ct is negligible for
the radio bands at which the observed emission is self abdorb

A final possibility, which we advocate in this work, is that
the late radio brightening indicates that the jet respdesibr
Swift J1644-57 possessed a more complex angular structure than
the top hat structure adopted in most previous models. Aralatu
alternative is that the jet possesses an ultra-relatv{gti ~ 10)
core responsible for the hard X-ray emission, which is surded
by a wider-angle, mildly relativisticIj ~ 2) sheath. Core emis-
sion dominates the early-time emission, while the more gatir
sheath dominates the late radio emission (e.g. Tchekhop\efial.
2014;|Wang et al. 2014; see, however, Liu et al. 2015). Thes sc
nario allows both components of the jet to be ejected simalta
ously during the first weeks following the TDE, but the enossis
initially dominated by that produced at the external shadtgen
by the fast core. Such a jet structure is physically motivédt¢he
slow ejecta results from an initial phase of precession effést
jet (Stone & Loeh 2012; Tchekhovskoy etlal. 2014) or simply as
the result of the separate fast and slow outflow components ex
pected to accompany super-Eddington accretion (Minestiaé
2005;| Coughlin & Begelman 2014; Jiang etlal. 2014). A similar
fast corgslow sheath configuration is motivated by blazar observa-
tions (Ghisellini et al. 2005), indicating that such a stume may
be a generic feature of relativistic jets.

The rich data set available for Swift J1648, now spanning
over three years, makes it possible to construct a much mere d
tailed model for the afterglow, which explores tHeeets of late en-
ergy injection, complex angular structure, and X-ray amplof the
radiating electrons described above. However, most modelate
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include only one dimensional hydrodynamics. Multi-dimiensl
effects, such as angular structure and jet spreading or peessoy
finement by the shocked external medium, become importaheas
jet decelerates to mildly relativistic speeds. Indeedgesioy now,

~ 4 years after the trigger, even the fastest components géthe
have decelerated tb < 2, modeling the jet as part of a spheri-
cal flow is clearly inadequate. Multidimensional models also
necessary to properly address the emission observedtiaxis
viewers, which peak soon after the jet becomes mildly nékdtic.
Below we describe a series of one and two-dimensional hydrod
namic simulations that explore systematically the abovgsichl
effects in order to more accurately model the radio afterglow of
Swift J1644-57.

3 MODEL DESCRIPTION AND NUMERICAL
PROCEDURE

The numerical cCOd@RGENESIS (Mimica et al.| 2007, 2009) is
used to perform 1D and 2D relativistic hydrodynamic siniolas
in spherical symmetryMRGENESIS is a high-resolution, shock-
capturing scheme which uses M®penMP for hybrid paralleliza-
tion and HDF5 libraries for parallel input and output.

The TDE jet responsible for Swift J16487 is modeled as a
relativistic outflow with a temporally constant Lorentz aid’; and
a kinetic luminosityl; that varies in time with a form motivated by
the observed (isotropic) X-ray light curve,

Lio if t<y

t -5/3
Lj’o(—) if t>tj,
L

wheret; = 5x 10° s ~1 week is the approximate duration of the
epoch of peak X-ray activity (e.d., Burrows etlal. 2011). Peak
luminosity L; ¢ is related to the total isotropic energy of the jet ac-
cording toEis, = [ L;(t) dt ~ 5L;0t;/2. Motivated by the isotropic
energy radiated in the soft X-ray band3 x 10°3erg (Levan et &ll.
2011; Burrows et al. 2011), we require thi&j, > 3 x 10°%rg. The
true (beaming-corrected) energy of the jeEis= Ejf,*, where
fu = (1 — cosgj) is the beaming fraction. In our model for fast,
narrow jets we assume an initial jet Lorentz fadipe= 10 and jet
half-opening angl®, = 1/T; = 0.1. We also consider lower values
of I'js = 2 for 6 < 65 = 1/Tjs = 0.5 in the case of a wider, slower
jet, or two-zone models with both fast and slow components.
The inner radius of the numerical gri, = rjo, corresponds
to the location where the jet is injected. The initial sizetlud ra-
dial grid for 1D simulations igo = 3.2 x 107 cm, but this is
periodically enlarged as the jet propagates to larger.ratlis en-
largement occurs in such a way as to keep the numerical t&solu
per unit length constant in the radial direction, i.e. nevifarm
zones are added to the grid each time it is extended. For 2D sim
ulations the angular coordinafehas a fixed range [@&/2], while
the jet is injected aR = r; across the angular range< 6,. The
ratio of the jet pressure to rest mass densit;{$)/o;(t)c? = 0.01,
so that it is sfficiently small for the initial thermal pressure of the
jet material to be negligible and, hence, the specific jehapy,
h = 1+ g/c + Pi(t)/p(t)c® = 1 (whereg; is the specific inter-
nal jet energy). The jet densipy(t) at the inner boundary is then
related to the jet luminosity and Lorentz factor accordiog t

__ L®
drr T2y e?”

Li(t) = 1)
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wherey, is the jet velocity. The external CNM is also initialised to a
cold temperature, with a power-law radial density prafilg, o r=*
with k ~ 1 — 2. Finally, the jet to external mediuniffective inertia
density ratiogg = p; hjrf/(pcnmhcnmrﬁnm) is set to be constant in all
our simulations and roughly equal to 1000.

3.1 1D Simulation Details

A numerical grid with radial resolutioar = 1.1 x 10' cm ex-
tends from the inner boundaR/ = rjo = 10' cm. The latter value
is taken to be dticiently small so that our simulations adequately
follow the initial jet-CNM interactions including the resse shock
crossing of the jet. The jet evolution is followed for a tadakation

of ~ 6.7x 10°s . A total of 1600 snapshots of the jet state are saved
at regular intervals (every.8x 10* s) during the first Bx 1% s, af-
terward the time interval between the snapshots is progedgm-
creased, resulting in an additional 785 snapshots beimgdstiver
the remaining~ 5.4 x 1¢®s. The collection of saved snapshots is
used as an input for th&PEV code (Mimica et al. 2009) in order to
compute the synchrotron radio light curves. Apperdix A pies
additional technical details on the light curve calculatio SPEV.

3.2 2D simulation details

2D models are simulated using the same initial and boundawy ¢
ditions as in the equivalent 1D case. The radial and angako-r
lution areAr = 4 x 10 cm andAé = n/600 rad, respectively.
We output the snapshots at exactly the same evolutionamystim
as in 1D case{[3.J). It should be remarked thar and A9 are
chosen to make thePEV calculations feasible, sinc&EV must
solve a '3+1'-dimensional ray-tracing problem, i.e. the main con-
tributor to the computational complexity of this workSBEV, not
MRGENESIS.

3.3 Non-thermal particles and emission

Energetic electrons are injected behind the forward shdtk an
energy spectruni(y) « y~P, as meant to mimic theflects of e.g.
diffusive shock acceleration. The forward shock is identified us
ing the algorithm described in Sec. 3.1.|of Cuesta-Maztgteal.
(2015). Particle acceleration at the RS is ignored, mativdly the
lack of evidence for a substantial RS emission component fhe
observed radio light curves of Swift 16487 (MGM12; although
the RS may be contributing to the low-frequency emissionndur
the first week post trigger—see below). Fractieasind eg of the
post-shock thermal energy are placed into relativistictedes and
the magnetic field, respectively. Optionally, we allow toaty a
fractionZ, of available electrons is accelerated at shocks (we adopt
le = 1 except where indicated in Section]4.2 and in Appefqdix B).
We adoptp = 2.2, e, = 0.1 andeg = 1072 as fiducial values of the
microphysical parameters, similar to those used to fit GRBraf
glows (e.g.. Mimica et al. 2010).

Injected particles lose energy to synchrotron cooling atid a
abatic losses, and in some cases we also include inverset@omp
(IC) cooling by X-ray photons (IC cooling occurs in the Thams
regime for parameters of interest). The electron Lorentiofay
evolve according to

Q_:_Ldlnp _4cor @)
a3 dv | 3mc
are the time, fluid density, magnetic field

2
(u;3 + u;ad) Y

wheret’, p, ug andu,,
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and external radiation energy density, respectively, éncitmoving
frame of the fluid. The value afi_, is only nonzero for models
including IC cooling § [4.1.2).
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4 RESULTS

rv/c

Exploring each of the proposed scenarios for the aftergléw o
Swift 1164457 (§2.2) across their full parameter space would re-
quire at least tens of numerical simulations, resulting inoa-
thermal emission computational time that is currently matsible
for two dimensional (axisymmetric) simulations. We thuspttthe
strategy of first performing a large number of exploratonysrun-
der the assumption of spherical symmetry for the blast wawge e
lution (§4.7], §4.2)). Resulting 1D light curves are then compared to 10 20

the observations, allowing us to identify the most prongsimod- r [1016 cm]

els, along with the jJ¢€ENM parameters that best reproduce the ob- T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
servations. These most promising scenarios are then expliar
great detail by repeating them using a full two dimensiorsdta-

lation (§4.3).

=
o

T=96x10°s

n [cm'3], P [m ¢’ cm'3]

=

=
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4.1 One-component 1D models

p

v/c

We begin by considering light curves produced by one-corapgn
spherically symmetric jets with an assumed (fixed) openimgea
6. Note that although the initial jet opening angjeloes not factor
into the hydrodynamic evolution in the one dimensional nhoite
value must still be specified because the angular size ohtiitéeg
region does factor into the emission calculafion

3], P[m c? cm'3]

n[cm
[
OO
IIIII’IIII

]

4.1.1 Fast, narrow jet 110 16
r (107 cm]

We first consider a fast, narrow jet with an isotropic endegy =
10°3 erg expanding into a stratified external medium with theatadi ~ Figure 2. Upper panel:Number densityn (full line), thermal pressur@
density profilenc,m = nug(r/10%cm) ¥, wherenyg = 1.5 cnt3 and (dashed ling and four-velocityI'v/c (grey ling of the fast, narrow jet at
k is varied between 1,/3, and 2. The jet Lorentz factor and half- the timeT ~ 9.6 x 10° s. The reverse and forward shocks are visible as
opening angle are assumed tolhe= 10 and¥; = 0.1, respectively. discontinuities on the right half of the plot. The densityabenarks the

Figure2 shows two snapshots of the 1D jet evolution, corre- location of the contact discontinuity in both the top an_dtdnmt‘panels. ‘
Lower panel:Same as upper panel, but for a later stage in the jet evolution

sponding to an e_arly t_'me in the jet evomt'on’_ shqrtly 7be_fd"e (T ~ 4.3 x 10" s). By this time the reverse shock has crossed the portion of
RS crosses the ejecta injected at constant luminasityl0'’ s; top the jet shown, while the region near the front of the jet isigedly entering
pane), and a later timet(~ 4.3 x 10’ s; bottom panél At early a self-similar evolution.

times both the forward and reverse shocks are still closeetbéad
of the jet. Behind the dense jet head, which is produced duhia
initial phase of constant jet luminosity, the density deses to a
minimum at~ 1.5 x 10'7 cm. At yet smaller radii, the density then
again increases r=2 (eq. [2]) approaching the point of jet injec-
tion. In the more physical 2D case this low-density tail E&mthe
collapse of the jet channel by the cocodd.B.7]).

The relativistic hydrodynamical equations are invarianam
overall change in the normalization of the density and lesgale
(Scheck et &l. 2002). Equatidn (2) shows that an increadeeifet
luminosity Lj (and henceE;,) is equivalent to an increase in the

normalization of the CMN densitg g for a fixed value ofjr. Be-
cause changinB;s,/N;g doesmake a diference in the calculated ra-
dio emission, we exploit this scaling freedom to performnaitied
scan of the parameter space without having to perform aadaiti
simulations.

Figure[3 shows our results for the synthetic radio light esrv
in comparison to the observations of Swift 11687 (Fig.[1). We
setmg = 5 cnT?, which setsE;sp = 3.33x 10°2 erg. Each panel cor-
responds to a flierent radio frequency, with fierent values of the
assumed CNM density inddeshown with diferent colours. Thick
and thin lines show light curves with and without synchrotself-
absorption taken into account. As expected, the early-tbser-
vations can be fit reasonably well using thé&? profile (MGM12),
but the late-time emission is clearly underproduced. Thiora

3 Contrast this with GRB afterglows, in which the shocked jetenial has
Tsy¥j > 1 prior to the jet break, i.e., the finite opening angle of the j

does not fect the observed flux. However, for TDE jeFgi6; < 1, thereby T . .
suppressing the observed flux by a factorofCsp6;)? with respect to that emission is strongly absorbed 20 GHz during the first 16 15

from an otherwise equivalent spherical outflow (Bloom épall1). Models days, an.d the pgak at eaF:h freqqency .Corresponds to théitrans
for Swift J1644-57 that assume a spherically symmetric flow may strongly from optically thick to optically thin regime. Furthermorat each
overestimate the afterglow emission of the actual beamextev frequency we can see the achromatic break in the opticailty th
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Figure 3. Radio light curves calculated for our fiducial “fast, narfget
model §@11), with Eiso = 3.33x 10P%erg, g = 5 cm3, e = 0.2,

e = 2 x 10°3. Thick and thin lines show the light curves with and without
synchrotron self-absorption respectivelyfibrent panels showingftiérent
observing frequencies, with line styles showinfietient assumptions about
the power-law slope of the radial density profile of the CNfyhm(r) o r,
wherek = 1 (full lines), 3/2 (dashed, 1 (grey). Shown for comparison with
circles are the radio observations of Swift J168% (Fig.[1).

light curves (thin lines). As discussed $i2, this break marks the
jet deceleration time.

Figure[4 shows the light curves for a case in whighis in-
creased to 100 cm (and henceEi, to 6.67 x 10°* erg). Although
the late radio emission is now reasonably well fit, the etimhe
emission is somewhat overproduced. However, such narrtsv je
sufer from latteral jet speadingtects at rather early stages in their
evolution that are not probed by 1D models. In Sect. 4.3, woéoes
a similar, fastharrow jet model with 2D simulations demonstrating
that, as a result of latteral spreading, the jet emissiondatty un-
derpredicts observations on timescales longer thdmonth. We
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Figure 4. Same as Figurel 3, comparing radio light curves from a jet with
higher density and energ¥, = 6.67 x 10°* erg; dashed ling that better
fits the late-time radio data to tifigs, = 3.33x10°° erg model from Figurgl3
(full line) that better fits the early data. In both cases we assume emakt
density profilencym oc r=3/2,

overall normalization],o = 0, 5x 10*" ergs?, and 16%ergs™.
The observer timéys is related to the simulation timeused in
equation[{ll) according to

r cosd
tops =t — c P

(6)

wherer andg are the radius and the angle with respect to the line
of sight of the emitting particle at time

Figure[® shows the radio light curves including IC cooling,
calculated assuming a powerful j&4, = 6.67 x 10°*erg) and pa-
rametersK = 1.5, ¢ = 0.1, eg = 0.002) as necessary to match
the late radio peak. IC cooling does noticeably influenceaire
tically thin synchrotron emission. However, thfeet on the ob-
served, optically-thick emission is almost negligiblegevor the

have not been able to find any 1-component jet model capable thighest assumed value bfo. When the emission is strongly ab-

explaining the late radio rebrightening.

4.1.2 X-ray cooling in the fast jet

Kumar et al. [(2013) propose that the flat radio light curve in
Swift J1644-57 results from an early-time deficit of the syn-
chrotron emission caused by IC cooling by X-ray photons fthen
jet. We test this idea by running jet simulations includiagdiative
losses in equatiofi{3) according to
Lx(tonT

o= el @
whereT is the bulk Lorentz factor of the emitting particles and
is the X-ray luminosity, which scales in the same way as thgeah
power (eq.[l]), i.e. according to

top -5/3
Lx(tob = Lxo max(l, ‘;—S) , (5)

1
where agairt; = 5 x 10°s and we consider several values for the

sorbed the observer only sees the newly injected partitbse ¢o
the external shock, while the particles that have cooledeady
located further behind and their synchrotron emission dotes-
cape. We thus conclude that IC cooling, within a narrow-jetlet,
cannot explain the late radio rebrightening.

4.1.3 Slow, wide jet

To contrast with the fast, narrow jet model (SEc. 4.1.1) ve» al
consider a slow, wide jet with; = 2 andg; = 0.5 (Sec[4.111). Fig-
ure[® shows our results for the slow jet light curvdaghed lines
calculated for an external densityg = 50 cnT® and jet energy
Eiso = 3.33x 10°* erg, in comparison to the equivalent fast jet case
(full lines). The slow jet can explain the late time peak, but it under-
predicts the early-time emission observed from Swift J4&%
This is because a slow jet coasts for a long time before appre-
ciably slowing down, since it must first sweep wp1/I; of its

own rest mass. During this extended coasting phase, théiragnit
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Figure 5. Radio light curves including theffects of X-ray cooling §4.1.2), Figure 6. Comparing radio light curves from a slow-wide j& (= 2, 6; =
calculated for a jet withEis, = 6.67 x 10°*erg expanding into & = 1.5 0.5; dashed linesto the fast-narrow jetl|j = 10, §; = 0.1, full lines).
medium for diferent values of the X-ray luminositly o (eg. [8]). While Thick and thin lines show models including and neglectingasorption,
X-ray cooling can suppress the synchrotron emission forgicaly thin respectively. Both jets havBis, = 3.33 x 10°* erg and propagate into a
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where the emission is self-absorbed. The resulting lightcuses
fast before reaching its peak, with the peak time determiyeel-
ther the thick-thin transition or the onset of the jet dexalen,

by itself inconsistent with the relatively flat light curvédserved
for Swift J1644-57. The comparison between the light curves pro-
duced by a fast-narrow jet and a slow-wide jet (Elg. 6) is sstige

of the fact that dierent parts of a unique jet, moving affdrent an-
gles and with dierent Lorentz factors, could account for both the
early and the late time light curve of Swift J164.

4.2 Two-component 1D models

The one-component jet models considered thus far can repeod
either the early or late time light curves well (Fid. 6), butne
acceptably reproduce thentire emission. We are thus motivated
to consider a two-component jet, comprised of a fast cbye=(

10) with a narrow half-opening angle 6f = 0.1 rad, which is 10" 4.4 GHz 43.6 GH
surrounded by a slower sheath £ 2) from Q1 to Q5 rad. Both EETTT BRI R RTIT| BN TWRTIT| BEEN W AT BTN
components of the jet are assumed to possess an equal isotrop 10" 10 10" 10°
energyEis, = 4 x 10°* erg. We employ an external medium with time [days] time [days]

anNeg,m o r15 profile andnyg = 60 cnT3. As in previous cases we

assumes. = 0.1, however we alloweg to vary modestly about its

o el TS THIETCES ) 705 cach v e samescvaic ra, < g Dren
- ine styles show dferent choices of the assumed post-shock magnetic field

Figurell shows the results of our 2-component 1D model. The strengthes = 10°3 (full line) and 2x 1073 (dashed lin:

model withez = 10°% provides a reasonable representation of the

well-sampledv = 15 GHz light curve, but it underpredicts the flux

at low frequencies < 5GHz and early times < 10 days. This

excess at early times in the observational data appeargtirge

either a significant reduction of the optical depth at tirhes 10

days, or an additional emitting region not included in thiewa-

Figure 7. Light curves of a two-component 1D jet modgH(2) including
a fast core[j = 10;6; = 0.1) surrounded by a slower sheaflfj = 2;
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tions, and quite likely, a combination of both factors. Momiet al.
(2009) showed that during the early stages of the jet-CNMrint
action the reverse shock that decelerates the jet matenebe
particularly powerful. Indeed, for the adopted parametrs rate

of dissipation of energy at the reverse shock peaks on a taies
comparable to the observed jet duratienX0 days in the case of
Swift J1644-57). However, for the fiducial parameters adopted in
the present paper (including those of the CNM), the emiszidne
reverse shock is strongly absorbed belod0 GHz and, hence, the
reverse shock contribution alone cannot account for thedificit

of our models at early timBsThe lack of a dominant reverse shock
component at early times is potentially supported by theetupm-

its of s 2—10% on the 4.8 GHz linear polarization on timescales of
weeks after the BAT trigger (Wiersema etlal. 2012). We nate-h
ever, that if we consider a smaller value of theparameter, the
synchrotron self-absorption at both the forward and revsh®cks

is substantially reduced, and even counting only the fodvsainck
emission, the flux deficit at early times can be ameliorated -
pendixB for details).

The model witheg = 0.002, though slightly overpredicting the
observed emission, nevertheless provides a good candalaet
the input for our full 2D simulations described next. It isitable
to slightly overpredict the emission with the 1D model siirtéhe
full 2D case the jet will experience lateral spreading. Tegs to
earlier deceleration of the jet in comparison to sphericatiefs,
resulting in lower flux at bands where the emission is ogiidain
(see next Section).

4.3 2D simulations

Motivated by the improvements in accommodating the lighves
when considering one-dimensional two component modets[{i
we perform 2D simulations of two component jet models with
Eso = 4 x 10°* erg. The jet is injected at the inner grid bound-
ary (rjo = 2x 10* cm) in the angular range [0.5] rad. A fast core
(Tt = 10) is injected between 0 andlOrad, while a slower sheath
(Ts = 2) is injected between.D and 05 rad. The external medium
into which the jet is propagating hasra¥? profile andmg = 60
cm3. The jet luminosity changes in time according to Bq. 1.

The radial resolution of the simulationsAs = 4 x 10** cm
(Sec[3:R), but the radial grid is regularly extended aséherop-
agates into the external medium. This is achieved by stgpihia
simulation once the jet head nears the outer radial edgesafith
rent grid, extending the radial grid and initialising witretexternal
medium. The angular resolutionA® = 7/600 rad and we always
simulate the full range [Gr/2] using 300 points.

In order to compute the light curves the snapshots of the grid
state need to be saved periodically (§€d. 3.1). The time iatwthe
snapshots are written is exactly the same as in 1D simukattbos
enabling us to directly compare 1D and 2D models both in terms
of their hydrodynamical evolution (Sdc. 4.8.1), as well mshieir
observational signatures (SEc.413.2).
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Figure 8. Snapshots of the hydrodynamic evolution of the two-compbne
jet. The time in the upper two panels corresponds to the tohése snap-
shots in Fig[2 and Fidl9. In each panel the left half showg¢bmoving)
number densityy, of the thermal fluid, while the right half shows the fluid
four-velocity I8 := TI'v/c. Since both fastl(y = 10) and slow [s = 2)
jets are injected with the same luminosity per solid angigin the (more
relativistic) fast jet is initially~ F%/F? lower than in the slower jet. This
can be seen in the upper two panels, where the fast jet is seardark-
coloured channel close to the symmetry axis. Note that timsityjecolor
scale changes from panel to panel. The spherical boundarite left side
of some panels denote the edge of a radial grid which is peslthd ex-
tended, se@[3

4.3.1 Hydrodynamic evolution

Our simulation starts from s$iiciently short distance from the cen-
tral engine so that we can follow all the stages of the jetldeation
as the jet sweeps through the CNM. Initially both the slow fasd
jets are overdense with respect to external medium and gatga
almost ballistically along their initial opening angle [ftpanel in

4 Besides the fact that it is technically very challenging towaately de-
tect the reverse shock in the hydrodynamic simulationsréfierse shock
emission is strongly suppressed for the parameters at hdmndh justifies

our choice of not including it in the current models.
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Figure 9. Same as Fid.]2, but in addition showing the values at the dxis o
the two-component 2D jet simulation (thin lines), and a 2Budation of a
single-component fast jet (brown lines). For better cornspar, results of a
1D simulation with the samar as the 2D one are shown (see $ed 3.2).

Fig.[8). At this stage, both fast and slow jets move radiafigt are
slowed down at the reverse shock (located at distandé'®cm
at the second panel in Fig] 8). The reverse shock strongly com
presses and heats the jet material. The shock front can asdycle
seen in the right panels of Fif] 8 where the unshocked CNM is
at rest (black area). Throughout this work, we assume thdit pa
cle accelerated at the external shock are responsible dorattio
emission of Swift J164457.

There is a fundamental feature of the structured jet dyremic
that deserves special attention: the jet is remarkablyestatough-
out most of the simulated evolution. An analytical studyhef sta-
bility of our configuration is rather complex (and beyond sisepe
of this paper), the reason being that the fast jet is undsspred

slower shock it decreases almost to the slow jet value< 2).
In order to estimate the shock front velocities, it is impaottto
consider that the fast jet is launched to expand radialynatrayle
6; = 0.1 and, thus, with a velocity component perpendicular to the
jet axisv, ~ 6;(1 - I';%)Y? = 0.1c. Balancing the fast and slow jet
ram pressure perpendicular to the axis we conclude thatiteks
propagation speed towards the axis is very slow, while tfece
of the initial (thermal) pressure imbalance between both gets
reduced to a relatively thin layer around the fast jet (seg, &he
narrow red layer surrounding the beam of the fast jet -wiitelss-
in the right side of the second panel of Hi{. 9).

Having explained the éierences with previous jet stability
studies caused by the pressure imbalance, we now use the re-
sults of those works to analyze fadbw jet interface properties.
Hardee & Hughes (2003) showed that pressure matched, dylind
cal jets with a fast-spine and a slow-sheath are more stadtejéts
without slow sheaths. In our 2D model the role of the sheath ca
be played by the slow jet. Hardee & Hughes (2003) show that the
decrease in the growth rate of Kelvin-Helmholtz instaiaitis pro-
portional to the velocity sheatv. In our caseAv = Vg — Vg =~ 0.13c
(v andvg; are the speeds of injection of the fast and of the slow jets,
respectively). They also find that the presence of an extenoa-
ing shear dampens asymmetric modes and raises the growibf rat
the fundamental pinch mode. In this regard, we note thatallyi
(T < 100days) the fast jet does not develop any recollimation in-
duced by the pinching of the slow jet. LatéF ¢ 100 days), the
bow shock and the reverse shock produced by the slow jet giech
beam of the fast jet only very close to the jet hepd 2.8x10' cm;
top panel of FiglB). This pinching speeds up the beam of thie fa
jet which, as a result, propagates a bit faster than a purgjétD “
with the same properties. Thisfect is visible in the top panel of
Fig.[3, where profiles along the axis of the 2D jet model are-com
pared with an equivalent 1D jet model. There we observe ttet t
forward shock of the 1D jet model lags behind that of the 2D jet
(located at ~ 2.9 x 10*” cm). Also in Fig[9, we display the axial
profiles of a 2D jet with the same properties as the fast andwar
jet, but without a broader slow jet flanking it (“top-hat” 2[Bt}.
Without the stabilising influence on the dynamics of the Heva
slower jet, the top-hat 2D jet clearly lags behind 1D jet moée
later times (bottom panel of Fif] 9), the situation is regedrsand
the 2D dfects (transfer of transversal momentum) makes the two-
component jet bow shock to propagate at smaller speed.

At this point the ram pressure of the fast jeti8 times larger
than that of the slow jet and the former “breaks-out” of thiéeles
bow shock, as can be observed from the third panel of Fig. #Ben
subsequent evolution, the initially oblate structure @f tlutermost
bow shock of the fast jet becomes increasingly prolate.rAfte-
20yr (bottom panel of Fid.]8), the longitudinal sizes of tleity
blown by the fast jet and the slow jet cavity become comparabl

Another important dference we find between a top-hat 2D
jet model and our two-component jet model is the radial wifth
the bow-shock-to-reverse shock region. As time evolvesrtdial
width becomes shorter in the top-hat jet, since there is mauchy

with respect to the slow one. This breaks out a common assump-ical collimation exerted by the broad component. For instarmt

tion in the study of relativistic jets, namely that the jepigessure-
matched with the surrounding matter. As a result of thisstbev/
fast jet interface develops a Riemann structure consisting pair

of shocks separated by a contact discontinuity. For theitond

we study, both shocks move towards the jet axis, though tlee on
shocking the fast jet is faster (and weaker) than the onesicrgs
the beam of the slow jet. Across the faster shock, the jetitare
factor slightly decreases froify = 10 toI" ~ 9, while across the

T ~ 500days (bottom panel of Figl 9 and second panel of(Fig. 8),
the radial width of the former region is ef5x 10'® cm for the top-
hat 2D jet model, while it is about twice as large in our refee
sheared 2D jet. This fierence increases with time, particularly af-
ter the constant injection phases finishes.

At later times the injection luminosity in both jets decresis
The tenuous jet finds itself surrounded by a hot cocoon oflatbc
material. The pressure of the surrounding cocoon causegethe



At low frequencies the emission is absorbed and 1D and 2D
jets have very similar light curves as long as the jet is edjpan
conically. In the 2D two-component simulations the emisdiat-
tens earlier as a result of the jet deceleration and expadong
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Figure 10. Same as Fid.]7, but showing the light curves produced by 1D
simulations (full lines, corresponding to dashed linesim[A) and 2D sim-
ulations of a two-component jet (red lines) far= 0.1, g = 0.002, as well

as a 2D simulation of one-component fast and narrow jet (jmeg). Both

1D and 2D simulations assuni&s, = 4 x 10°* erg, an external medium
with r=3/2 profile andnig = 60 cnT3. The fast and narrow jelf¢ = 10)
spans the angle from 0 tal0rad, while the slow and wide jef’{ = 2)
extends from @ to 05 rad.

channel to collapse (third panel in Fid. 8). At later timesywvit-

tle new injection of energy and momentum takes place. Th&t bla
wave that bounds the structure of the complex cavity wilxehto

a spherical Sedov solution. While we do not follow its eviant
until this late stage, the resulting emission (of interesthis prac-
tically spherically symmetric by the end of the simulatised next
Section).

4.3.2 Light curves

Figure I0 shows a comparison between light curves comptaed f

1D and 2D simulations with the same initial conditions, ad a®

a light curve computed from a 2D simulation of an one-compbne
jet (fast and narrow component only). Since the 2D simutetio
are performed with lower resolution in the radial directiorcom-

the azimuthal direction. In the 1D simulations such expamss
not allowed and the jet deceleration takes place more slowly

At higher frequencies the 2D two-component jet emission
peaks earlier and at lower luminosity. The 1D model overipted
the optically thin emission by factor ef 3 -5, taking into account
that our 1D treatment already takes into account that theinge
angle of the jet is finite when calculating the emission. Mede
that assume 1D, spherically emitting blast overpredictéiselting
emission by a large factor(100) for timescales- months after
the TDE.

At early times, when all models radiate in an optically thick
regime, the dierences among 1D and 2D models are negligible,
and all of them fall at roughly the same distance to the oladienvs.
However, the one-component 2D jet fails badly to accounttier
observed flux after its light curve peak, when the flux de@sas
much faster than either the two component 2D model or than the
1D single-component jet models shown in Fify. 3. For brevity,
do not show here the light curves obtained with a single carapb
2D slow-wide jet, but thefects on the light curve are very similar
to the ones shown in Fifll 6 and discussed in $ect.14.1.3 for 1D
models. Considering that a 2D hydrodynamical modeling isemo
realistic than any 1D modeling, we find that the orders of ntage
flux deficit in single component 2D fast-narrow jet modelsaaé |
times, together with the flux deficit of single component 26ms|
wide jet modes at early times is an unequivocal proof thahglsi
component jet cannot simultaneously explain both earlg-late-
time emission, and argues in favor of a two-layer jet model.

4.3.3 Origin of non-thermal emission

As remarked in§ 3.3, SPEV models non-thermal particle evolu-
tion by injecting them behind relativistic shock frontsg&ie[11
shows the particle distribution and density for the four fogty-
namic snapshots discussed in [Eigy. 8.

Even though there is substantial dissipation at the reverse
shocks that can contribute to the emission the firkD days, we
only model particles accelerated at forwasdernal shocks. The
reason is threefold: (1) the emission from the reverse sheck
strongly dimmed due to the strong synchrotron self-absmrpe-
sulting from the adopted microphysical and dynamical patens
of our models; (2) we focus on the month to year timescaletevol
tion where the reverse shock emission is expected to beless-p

parison to the 1D ones, we have also performed 1D simulations nent; and (3) computing the reverse shock particle evaiugiod

with reduced resolution (to match the 2D radial grid, dotied).
Though, from a dynamical point of view theffifirences in chang-
ing resolution are negligible, the initial speed of progagaof the
forward (bow) shock of the jet is slightly flerent ¢ 1073c; see
Mimica et al. 2009), which slightly féects the flux arrival times
and the optical thickness of the overall ejecta. One can ls&te t
the reduced resolutiorfiacts the predicted optically thin emission
at early times (dotted and full thin curves in Hig] 10). Hoeethe
emission at these stages is optically thick and the low utisol
has negligible fect on the emission (see thick lines). We, there-
fore, expect that the resolution of the 2D simulations ifisient
to capture the hydrodynamic evolution of the jet well enotigh
compute the resulting emission (see Appendix A for moreildeta
on other numerical parameters influencing the emission.)

emission is numerically very demanding.

At early times (top panel in Fig._11) the particles are con-
fined to a relatively small volume behind the shock fronts emra-
tribute to the observed emission. At later times (bottom panels
in Fig.[11) a significant fraction of particles stream awaynirthe
shock front since the distance between the forward shockrend
contact discontinuity separating the shocked jet maté&ndah the
shocked CNM also grows. It should remarked that we stop4injec
tion whenymi, of the electrons becomes less thar?2. We have
checked that our results do not depend on the exact valuesof th
cutaf. Fort > 10 years the blast wave enters the “deep Newtonian”
regime, where/min ~ 1 for all freshly inject electrons and the parti-
cle acceleration spectrum is modified (see Sironi & Giang@k3
for details).
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Figure 11. Same as Fid.18, but showing the number density of the non-
thermal particles instead of normalised fluid velocity.

5 APPLICATIONS AND IMPLICATIONS
5.1 Properties of super-Eddington accretion flows

Swift J1644-57 provides a testbed to study relativistic jet forma-
tion associated with super-Eddington accretion, as mayroicc
TDEs as well as other astrophysical systems such as uhmarws

Outflows from the super-Eddington accretion flow are also ex-
pected to reduce the mass accretion rate reaching the SMBH ho
zon atR, ~ Ry by a factor~ (Rouw/Rin)P, whereRy is the outer
edge of the disk angp ~ 1. The fact that our modeling demands
the sheath possess an energy-déw 103 erg, comparable to the
entire available rest mass M,c? erg of the tidally disrupted star,
implies that the accreted matter must have been deposiietha
disk close to the SMBH. This is consistent with the TDE explan
tion for Swift J1644-57 because the low angular momentum of the
stellar debris causes it to circularise interior to twice tidal radius
R ~ R.(M./M,)Y3 ~ 50(M. /1(PR,)"%3R;, whereRy = GM. /c?,

M. is the black hole mass and the numerical estimate is for a sola
type star with mas#l, = M, and radiuR, = R..

Tchekhovskoy et al.| (2014) alternatively propose that the
slow sheath could be created by an initially precessing jetst
(cf.|Lei et al! 2013), which then aligns with the SMBH spin aagn
netic flux builds up near the hole as mass accretes. In théstbas
wide opening angle of the sheaify ~ 0.3 results from the large
initial misalignment between the spin axis of the SMBH ane th
orbital plane of the disrupted star (Stone & Loeb 2012).

5.2 Radio follow-up of TDE flares

Prior to Swift 1164457, TDE flares were detected exclusively via
the thermal emission from their transient accretion dislsoé X-
ray (e.g.| Komossa & Greiner 1999), UV (elg., Gezari &t 2080
and optical wavelengths (e.0., Chornock et al. 2014, Arebsi.
2014,/ Holoien et al. 2014). The apparent absence of nomtider
X-rays from these events does not in itself rule out the presef

a relativistic jet because the X-ray beaming fractfgh ~ 2/91.2 2
100 inferred for Swift J164457 implies that the vast majority of
TDEs are viewedfi the jet axis. The presence of a jet should never-
theless manifest itself as a late radio brightening oncgethelows

to non-relativistic speeds, allowing the orphan afterglowecome
visible (Giannios & Metzger 2011). In our favoured model foe
jet structure of Swift J164457, which includes an additional wide-
angle outflow with a lower, mildly-relativistic initial seelT’; ~ 2,
radio emission will become luminous even at early times fosim
viewing angles.

Follow-up searches have been conducted for radio emis-
sion from approximately twenty TDE candidates discoverad e
lier by their thermal X-ragopticafUV emission to search for evi-
dence of an fi-axis jet (van Velzen et &l. 2013, Bower eilal. 2013).
With three exceptions, most notably IC3599 and RXJ14&XB4
(Bower et al.| 2013), none show detectable radio emission, in
some cases to deep limits (Talile 1). This raises the question

X-ray sources and gamma-ray bursts (GRBs). Our models showof whether a jet with properties similar to that responsifde

that the radio afterglow of Swift J164%7 is well explained by a
structured jet, comprised of a high-core surrounding by a mildly
relativistic ([; ~ 2) sheath containing a comparable, or greater, ki-
netic energy.

The geometry that we infer could simply reflect the generic
structure of jefaccretion disk systems. If powered by the
Blandford-Znajek process, the fast jet core could conthwse
magnetic field lines threading the SMBH horizon. The slower
sheath could, by contrast, represent a mildly relativistitflow
from the inner accretion disk. Powerful disk outflows areestpd
theoretically (e.g., Blandford & Begelman 1999), as sufgibr
by radiation-hydrodynamical (Ohsuga etlal. 2005) and miagne
hydrodynamicall(Jiang et al. 2014) simulations of supedifgton
accretion.

Swift J1644-57 can be ruled out in the majority of TDEs.
Figure[12 compares these radio upper limitki¢ triangle$
and detectionsréd circleg as a function of time since the flare to
our calculation of the f-axis light curves of Swift 1164457 at the
frequency closest to that of each observation. In almostaaés,
the model predicted flux exceeds the observational uppéslior
all viewing angles, constraining the energy of the relatigijet in
these systems to be typically an order of magnitude lessttietn
in Swift J1644-57. The radio detection in RX J1420-5334 is too
bright to be consistent with arffeaxis J164457-like event, while
that in 1C3599 is somewhat too dim. Nevertheless, futurenias
tions of these events over the coming years can test whethgr t
are fading in the predicted manner. The early-time radicssion
from CSS100217 also appears much too dim to be consistemt wit
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Figure 12. Radio light curves of our fiducial two-component jet model
(§4:32) for different viewing angles compared to radio detectioad ¢ir-
cleg and upper limitdblue triangle3 for thermal TDE flare candidates (Ta-
ble[d). Legends give the viewing angle in radians. 1 GHz radéps for 0
and 08 rad viewing angles are shown in Fig] 14

an df-axis jet; this supports the interpretation of Drake et201(1)
that this event was a nuclear Type lIn supernova instead &f&a T

The conclusion that most TDE flares are not accompanied by a
jet similar to Swift 1164457 raises the question of what conditions
are necessary to produce a relativistic jet. Does jet faomate-
quire special ‘internal’ conditions, such as highly sugeidington
accretion or a high black hole spin, or are particular ‘exagrcon-
ditions needed to produce detectable emission, such as, atfow
high gas density near the SMBH. If the CNM density were lower,
the timescale for jet deceleration and radio rebrightemingld in-
crease somewhat, but this delay is unlikely to b&siently long to
hide the radio emission in these events. On the other hathe, @fas
density were orders of magnitude higher than in Swift J4&%
then the jet could be choked before reaching large radiihis t
case the reverse shock igitiently strong to slow the jet to sub-
relativistic speeds over just a few weeks, potentially dingrthe
blast wave emission considerably.

Powering a TDE jet via the traditional Blandford-Znajek pro

cess may also require the tidal debris to sweep up a large mag-

netic flux from a fossil accretion disk (Tchekhovskoy el d112;
Kelley et al: 2014). However, a net large-scale field may ivohgs
be necessary to produce a powerfuljet (Parfrey et al. 2@Esjrey
et al. propose that jets can be driven by magnetic fields &iegpli
locally within the disk, a mechanism which is particularijeetive
when the disk rotation is retrograde with respect to thaheflack
hole. Within this interpretation, powerful jets like thasponsible
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Figure 13.Radio flux observed at 30 GHagper panél and 3 GHz lower
pane) as a function of the angular sizg/, of the half-light radius for a
source located at redshift= 0.1 (thick line§ andz = 0.354 thin lines.
Curves are shown for fierent viewing angles 0,.8, 0.6, 0.8 andn/2 rad.
The brown solid bracket shows an approximation of the flux andu-
lar size required for detection and resolving the sourcepeetively, with
VLBI. Time marks the point after which the jet is resolved 8tGHz for a
viewing angle of 0 rad (black) and 0.8 rad (green).

Table 1.Radio Observations of TDE Candidates

Source DL t@ v vLy Ref.
(Mpc)  (years)  (GHz) (18fergs?)

IC 3599 88 21.49 3 5. 1

RX J14206-5334 2970 21.49 3 3600 1
NGC 5905 52 21.91 3 <20 1
RX J1624-7554 265 21.67 3 <12 1
RXJ1242-1119 208 19.89 3 <8 1
SDSS J132348 365 8.61 3 <48 1
SDSS J1311-01 750 8.21 3 <115 1
D1-9 1700 8.0 5 < 800 2
D3-13 2000 7.6 5 < 960 2
TDE1 645 54 5 < 120 2
D23H-1 910 4.8 5 < 200 2
TDE2 1280 4.3 5 < 590 2
PTF10iya 1130 1.6 5 < 300 2
PS1-10jh 820 0.71 5 < 300 2
NGC 5905 75 6.0 8.6 <9 3
D3-13 2000 1.8 1.4 < 1000 4
TDE2 1280 1.1 8.4 < 1650 5

CSS100217 700 0.3 7.9 230 6
SDSS J120430 700 1.4 7.9 <1000 7

@Time since first X-ray or optical detection. ReferencesBawer et all 2013; (4) van Velzen ef al.
2013; (3) Bade et &l. 1996. Komos$sa 2002| (4) Gezaril=t aBitowel 2011; (5) van Velzen et al.
2011; (6) Drake et al. 2011; (7) Saxton el al. 2012. All quatpder limits are &.

for Swift J1644-57 are rare because they are produced only fol-
lowing the disruption of stars with orbits located withirethlane
perpendicular to, and moving retrograde with respect mbiack
hole spin axis.

5.3 Prospects for future radio surveys

Frail et al. (2012) estimate that Swift J1648F-like events could
dominate the number of GHz transients on the sky, with a rate
comparable to or exceeding that of GRB orphan afterglows or
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Figure 14.1 GHz radio maps of a two-component jet for O rad argr@d viewing angle (left and right panels, respectivelygclEpanel intensity is normalised
separately. Bottom and upper panels correspondfferdnt times after the TDE (see legends). Note that the jet #£@8 rad is strongly absorbed at early
times (upper right panel), while it is almost transparerg.4t years (lower right panel).

radio supernovae (cf. Metzger etlal. 2015). Such events riqs

resent prime targets for upcoming wide-field radio survayshs

as ASKAP, MeerKAT, WSRApertif, and, ultimately, the Square
Kilometer Array (SKA).

Our calculated fi-axis light curves can be used to estimate the
rate of df-axis TDEs detected by future surveys. The rate of jet-
ted TDEs is estimated in two ways. First, the fact that onelyea
event has been detected Byift over AT = 10 years of moni-
toring out to a redshifz = 0.35 (co-moving volumeV ~ 11
Gpc®) suggests a rate of 1/(VAT) ~ 0.01 Gpci3yrt, which
given a beaming correction 100 for J164457 (MGM12) implies
a rateRirpe ~ 1Gpc3yr-t. Another approach is to take the esti-
mated rate of thermal TDE flares of 10* — 10 galaxy* yr!
(e.g.lvan Velzen & Farrar 2014; Stone & Metzger 2014), which
given a local galaxy density 102 Mpc2 corresponds to a TDE
rate of~ 100 — 1000 Gpc3 yr—t. Assuming thats 10% of TDEs
produce jets|(Bower et £l. 2013; van Velzen et al. 2013; [Ed), 1
this corresponds to a local volumetric rateRfpe < 10 — 100
Gpc 2 yr! for on-axis jetted TDEs, a factor ef 10— 100 higher
than the empirical estimate above. Since the evidence feegol
jets accompanying other TDE candidates are weak, we adopt he
the more conservative rate Sfrpe ~ 1Gpciyr?inferred from
observations.

A survey with flux sensitivityF;, can detect events to a lim-
iting distanceDji, = Do(Fo/Fim)Y?2, whereF, is the peak flux of
the transient at a fiducial distanbBg. If the transient lasts a charac-
teristic duratiomt, then assuming Euclidean geometry the number
of detectable TDEs across a fractify, of the sky at any time is
approximately given by

Nobs = (4r/3)Riroe fsyAtD3(Fo/Fiim)¥?

0 Ritoe fsy \( At [ Fim Yz %
1Gpc3yr-1/10.25/\3yr/\0.5mdy/ ~

where we have use, = 0.2 mJy forDy = 107 cm~ 3.2 Gpc and
v = 1 GHz and have takent = 3yr based on the peak flux and
duration of our &f-axis light curves (Fig._12). The flux sensitivity
is normalised to a valuB;, ~ 0.5mJy corresponding to the &0
sensitivity of the planned ASKAP VAST-Deep Multi-Field sey,
which plans to survey a quarter of the night sKy( = 0.25) at
1.3 GHz to an rms flux limit- = 0.05 mJy with an approximately
yearly cadence (Murphy etlal. 2013). We consider that a hagh d
tection threshold~ 1007) will be necessary to overcome the large
number of false positive signals resulting from randomistiaal
fluctuations across the large number of observational epooim-
prising the survey (Metzger etlal. 2015).

Future surveys similar to VAST Deep could thus detect a few

Q
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tens of df-axis TDE candidates over the course of a few years, de- on timescales of weeks. Optical emission in Swift JL&BA was
pending on the uncertain volumetric reRgpe and how represen-  obscured by~ 8 — 10 magnitudes of dust extinction (Levan et al.
tative Swift J164457 is of the jetted TDE population. The number [2011), making this prediction impossible to test. Unobsduop-
of TDEs detected by the SKA will be substantially higher thiag tical emission was detected in J26%% in coincidence with the

upcoming generation of surveys. However, the greater tahsi final epochs of BAT detection (Cenko efal. 2012) at luminesit
of the SKA will extend the detection range to high redshifts 1, ~ 10 - 10* erg s for rest-frame frequencies~ 1-3x 10'°Hz.
making the detection rate also sensitive to the uncertaishié However, the hard spectral slope of this emissiBn,« »# with
evolution of the TDE rate per galaxy and the supermassivekbla 3 ~ 2, was consistent with black body emission peaking in the UV
hole density (e.dg. Hopkins etlal. 2007; Sijacki €t al. 2014). rather than non-thermal synchrotron emission. Such bibéuk-

body emission characterises other optically- and UV-$ete€EDEs

(e.g.l Arcavi et al. 2014 and references therein) and isatdi to be
5.4 Resolving the jet structure reprocessed UMgoft X-ray emission from the accretion disk (e.g.,
Guillochon et all 2014), although it is not clear whetherTdlIEs
will possess this emission component (Stone & Meizgeri2014)

For typical df-axis viewing angles&,s = 0.8), we pre-

dict peak optical luminosities from the TDE jet afy ~ 10*2 —
10" ergs?, similar to those of supernovae and lasting for several
months. The chief distinguishing features of TDE jet trants are
(1) flat, non-thermal spectra and (2) unusually long-doretiof
several months or longer. Given that the beaming-correetied of
jetted TDEs is at least a facter 10* times lower than the rate of
Type la supernovae, it is not surprising that no jetted TD&gh
yet been detected by optical surveys.

Another critical issue is whether the radio emission from
Swift J1644-57 or TDEs detected by future radios surveys will be
resolved by very long baseline interferometry (VLBI) ohsgions
(Giannios & Metzget 2011; Berger et al. 2012). Fighré 13 show
our calculation of flux of the radio emission from our 2D madia$
a function of the angular sizg,, of the radio emission at 3 and 30
GHz. In the calculations we ignore the counter jet that isliiko
be present. As a result, we may underestimate the size obtinees
for misaligned jets. The angular size is calculated by fiostput-
ing the barycenter of the intensity of a radio map (see[Eitfot4
examples of 1 GHz radio maps), and then determining the deame
of a circle centered on the barycenter containing half ofitne
Although the angular size increases monotonically, the flux
decreases at late times, making it unclear a priori whethert 6 CONCLUSIONS
source will remain sfiiciently bright to be detected once it be-
comes large enough to resolve. Following Berger et al. (R042
show for comparison an estimate of the minimum flux requiced t
detect the source, which we take as thefiux sensitivity of the
EVLA at the closest frequencies to those we consider, 5 and 22
GHz, respectively. We also assume a best-case angulautiesol
of 0.15 mas and 1.5 mas at 30 and 3 GHz, respectively.
For an on-axis source at the distance of Swift JL&# (z
= 0.354; thin lineg, resolving the jet appears to be just pos-
sible at~ 30 GHz on a timescale of 10 years, i.e. within
the several years. This motivates ongoing VLBI observatioh
Swift J1644-57 over the coming years and decade, although the
source is unlikely to be resolved by more than a factor d in
radius before its flux decreases below the detection thigsho
Prospects are better for a closer source at0.1 thin lines)
for which we predict the source could be resolved at 30 GHuiwit
a year of the TDE. Sincefbaxis events are more common, there
is a greater chance that one will be observed substantiklsec
than Swift J164457 in searches by blind radio survey&3)). For
every~ 40 df-axis events at = 0.354, approximately one should
occur atz < 0.1. Given our estimated detection rate (&d). [7]), future
surveys like ASKAP could over the course of a few years detect
a handful of events shiciently close to resolve the radio structure
(upon waiting a few years after the peak flux). For well-reedl
sources, the predicted double-lobed radio morphologydcoalim-
aged, and the proper motion of the emission peak could be-dete
mined, providing additional constraints on the jet struetit may
also be possible to distinguish the structured jet modedgsed in
this work from alternative scenarios.

This paper explores the evolution and structure of rektivijets
created following the tidal disruption of stars by massivack
holes in the nuclei of galaxies. Our work is motivated by tiee d
covery of Swift 1164457, the prototypical “jetted TDE" that has
been the target of extensive and ongoing radio follow-upepbs
vations. The radio afterglow of Swift J16487 contains valuable
information on the jet acceleration, emission, and stmectit also
provides a unique probe of the radial density structure ®QhM
surrounding otherwise quiescent black holes.

The unexpected radio rebrightening of Swift J168% defied
the expectations of simple jet models usually applied to GIRB
terglows, motivating a proliferation of proposed explémag in
the literature. We have performed a comprehensive exjpboraf
these possibilities by means of a large number of hydrodynam
cal simulations of the jet-CNM interaction in order to findet j
model that can best reproduce the multi-frequency radia dat
Swift J1644+57.

After experimenting with a large number of one-dimensional
models (most of which are not shown here for brevity) withyirag
jet speed, opening angle and CNM density and profile, we adecl
that no homogeneous, “top hat” jet model adequately remesiu
the entire light curve evolution. Top hat jets can be madd @itfier
the early radio bump or the late-time plateau, but not botthese
prominent features simultaneously. We instead favor a jét &
hybrid angular structure, comprised of a narrow, fast (10) core
and and a wide slowl{ ~ 2) sheath, each containing a compara-
ble amount of energy. Our 2D axisymmetric simulations yetift
such a model works well in explaining the observations. Sugh-
ometry could result from the radial structure of a superibgin
accretion flow or as the result of jet precession prior toratignt
of the jet with the black hole spin axis.

Radio observations extending from days after the gamma-ray
The bottom panels of Fi§._12 show jet synchrotron emissiaicco  trigger to years or longer probe both the initial relatidget stages
also contribute to the optigalV light curves of TDEs. For on-axis of jet-CNM interactions as well the late mildly and non-telistic
events, the peak optical luminosity can redgl ~ 10*ergs? evolution of the blast. Simple analytical treatments thegume

5.5 Jet contribution to TDE optical emission
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self-similar, spherically expanding blast waves cannoapglied

to the totality of radio data. Models that assume a sphéyisgm-
metric situation overpredict the resulting emission savaronths
after the TDE by one order of magnitude or more. Models that as
sume conical jet motion but take into account the finite jetropg
angleg; into the emission calculation give much more consistent
results in comparison to the fully 2D simulations (thougkcdép-
ancies of order of 3 remain).

Among the models we have considered in this paper, the ones =

which are closer to the observational data of Swift J4&#pos-
sesses a combined kinetic energy5 x 10°° erg in mildly- and
ultra-relativistic ejecta. Although this precise valuesemewhat
degenerate with our assumed values of the shock microfgiysie
rameters, a large energyl03erg is required of any model that can
successfully account for the late radio bump (seelalso Betgs.
2012;| Barniol Duran & Piran 2013). This is close to the gravit
tional energy released by the accretion of a solar massistar,
plying that the jet launching mechanism in some TDEs must be
very dficient. We note that our model underpredicts the early-time
emission at frequencies10 Ghz, but this could be corrected for
by adopting somewhat non-standard values for the microgalys
parameters (AppendixIB).

The dynamical evolution of 2D axisymmetric jets flanked by
a slower sheath is significantlyftérent than the evolution of (sin-
gle component) “top hat” jet models. The former are much more
stable against Kelvin-Helmhotz instabilities and dispdefaster jet
propagation speed during the first months after the TDE hewrt
more, spine-sheath jets, as the one considered here, revedin
collimated for much longer time than equivalent “top hattsje
Thus, the aspect ratio of two-component jets is more praleaa
in one-component jets (the former develop rather sphecaties
on time-scales of months). If the jet cavity could be resslusing
VLBI observations, its aspect ratio could provide us cluesd the
jetted nature of the event.

The opening angle that we infer for the fast jet céye- 0.1
results in an X-ray beaming fractioff* ~ 100. The resulting
beaming-corrected rate of jetted TDERpe ~ 1 Gpcs yrl, is
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Figure Al. Same as Fid.]3, but showing the result of the models computed
with lower and higher snapshot frequency. The model Willghap = 8.3 X

10* s (see text for details) corresponds to tigg) o r=3/2 model in Fig[3.

The diferences in the light curves between the various angulatutests

are so small that all models seem to lie on top of each other.
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less than one percent of the TDE rate estimated by other means

(see, e.g!l, Stone & Metzger 2014). This finding is consishatit
the lack of evidence forf®-axis jets in TDEs detected by their ther-
mal accretion disk emission (Fig.]12). Special conditioppear
necessary for the creation of a powerful jet following TDEs.
Off-axis jetted TDESs represent a promising source for upcom-
ing radio surveys. We present self-consistent calculaifahe dof-
axis radio light curves of jetted TDEs, based on a 2D moddl tha
provides a reasonable fit to the light curve of the on-aximeve
Swift J1644-57. Planned surveys such as ASKAP VAST could
detect tens of jetted TDEs. The angular size of the aftergibw
Swift J1644-57 at~ 20— 30 GHz exceeds the estimated VLBI
resolution limit of 0.2 mas on a timescale ©f10 years, at which
point the flux density is dficiently high to be detected. Closer,
off-axis TDEs detected without X-ray triggers by radio survases
well-resolved on timescales of a year or less, allowing fdetailed
study of the jet structure.
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APPENDIX A: TECHNICAL DETAILS AND TESTS

In this section we briefly discuss some technical detailsefight
curve calculation irSPEV. As was already discussed in Sectibn$ 3.1
and[3:2, the results of a numerical hydrodynamics simulagie
periodically stored so that at the end of the simulation &ctibn

of snapshots can be used to produce the synthetic obs@&rvatio
important parameter is the frequencyAT sy, at which the snap-
shots are being stored. We chaSEsnap = 8.34x 10* s because it
provides a good tradeffobetween the space-time coverage of the
jet evolution and the technical limitatidhsn Fig.[AT we show that
numerical light curves computed ISPEV for ATgnsp = 8.34 x 10¢

s are very close to those computed UséBnap = 4.17 x 10* and
167x 10 s.

Next we study the influence of the angular resolution on the
light curves. For 1D models in this paper we use 510 angulaezo
per radian, i.eN, = 51 zones in a narrow jet. Fig._A2 shows that
that value is adequate since varyiNgby a factor of a few does not
change our results.
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the European Research Council (grant CAMAP-259276), aed th fact that size of the intermediate files and the computatitime depend as
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Figure A2. Same as Fid.]3, but showing the result of the models computed
with lower and higher angular resolution. The model with= 1.96x 10-3
rad corresponds to ther) o« r~%/2 model in Fig[3.

Finally, we study the influence of the discretization in non-
thermal electron momentum space (see Sec. 3.2 of Mimica et al
2009 for more details). The electron Lorentz factors argaity
distributed logarithmically i\, bins,

)(i-l)/(Nb—l)

max

Yi = 7min( i , (Al)
min

where ymin and ymax are initial lower and upper cufis. Fig.[A3

shows the comparison of the light curves My = 32, 64 and 128.

We note that the size of the intermediate files scales & and

choseN, = 64 as a good compromise between the file size and

light curve accuracy.

APPENDIX B: TWO-COMPONENT LIGHT CURVES
WITH ¢ =01

In this section we study the case when the number of elec-
trons accelerated to relativistic energies is a fractiprof the
electrons crossing the shock (see equation 14 in Sectiomf3.3
Mimica & Aloy 2012 for the definition and discussion ¢f). We
setle = 0.1 and compute light curves for our reference 1D two-
component model (Sectidn_4.2) and 2D two-component model
(Sectior4.B), and show the results in Figl B1. It turns oat tl-
ducing the value of, below the standard one reduces the optical
depth, thus increasing the flux at all times, but especidllgaaly
times and at low frequencies. In other words, in the optyctdin
regime the change in. by one order of magnitude has very little
impact on the light-curve, while in the optically thick regg the
flux is roughly inversely proportional t.. The peak flux and the
time when it happens does not strongly depend’orin the 1D
models, the late time flerences between the casgs= 0.1 and
le =1 are small.

Figure[B1 also shows that with a smaller value/pthe 1D
model tends to overpredict the early time flux at all frequenex-
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Figure A3. Same as Fid.]3, but showing the result of the models computed
with different number of binsl,. The model withN, = 64 corresponds to
then(r) o r=3/2 model in Fig[3.
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Figure B1. Same as Fid.]3, but showing the light curves produced by 1D
(full lines) and 2D two-component (red) and one-compongray( lines) jet
simulations. We us& = 0.1, g = 0.002, and show the light curves fty =

1 (thick lines) and’e = 0.1 (thin lines). In all simulationE;s, = 4 x 10°*

erg.

cept at 1.4 GHz. However, the decrease in optical thicknessal
lower £ is not enough for the 2D models t&set the flux deficit in
our synthetic multidimensional modelstat 20 days. We note that
this deficit happens both in the 2D two component jet model and
in the 2D fast-narrow jet model, but the latter still exhsbdrders

of magnitude flux deficit at late times (thus eliminating agén



Swift J1644-57:

Table B1.DifferenceD, between the observations and our models.

v 1D 2D
(GHz) (e=1 (e=01 (e=1 (=01
1.4 0.02 1.02 0.09 0.04
1.8 6.73 1020 212 3.93
4.9 951  14.36 1.73 4.23
154  40.37 40.84 354  11.46
244 3689 3823 442  10.63
436 2581 2868 152 8.40

In the second and third column we show the total error[[Edjd@t)een the
1D jet models computed with parametégs= 0.1, 1. In the fourth and fifth
columns, the same error is computed for the reference 2D orponent
jet model. The light curves corresponding to all these nm®de# plotted in

Fig.[B1.

component model as a suitable explanation for the obserled p
nomenology). This probably means that the emission oriiga
at the reverse shock has to be taken into account in thoselsnode
where the optical depth at early times is smaller (i.e., whes 1).

In light of the results shown in Fif.B1, it isfiiicult to assess
by eye which value of, is optimal to best explain the observations.
Thus, we have performed a simple error analysis by compttiag
vertical distance from the data to the model for each obsienal
frequencyvy, defined a® (v) = data(v) — mode|(v), where the in-
dexi runs over observational times and mq(élis obtained by
interpolation between the two model points computed atgithat
bracket any given observational data. We define the totaf atra
given observational frequency as

(B1)

N,
D, := Niv ; log[coshé& ()],

whereN, is the number of observational data points at each fre-
quencyy.

As can be observed in Tdb.B1, in spite of the fact that the case

e = 0.1 clearly improves the representation of the observational
data for our reference 2D two component model at 1.4 GHz,
there is no quantitative reason to choose this particulaevastead

of the standard. = 1. At the lowest frequency (= 1.4 GHz) the
total error is about two times smaller f¢i = 0.1 than forfe = 1,

but this diference is compensated by the better behavior of the

model withZ, = 1 at frequencies > 1.8 GHz. This quantitative
analysis reinforces our choice of fiducial parameters i@darly

the value ofZ.) to show that our models may accomodate the ob-
servations with moderate and sound variations of the migrsipal
parameters. Taken all together, our models may actiiaitltye ob-
servations with a suitable combination of a valugoh the range
[0.1,1] and the contribution of the reverse shock at early times if
the optical depth is reduced.
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