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ABSTRACT

Long gamma ray bursts (LGRBs) are associated to the collapse of a massive star and the formation of a relativistic jet. As the
jet propagates through the star, it forms an extended, hot cocoon. The dynamical evolution of the jet/cocoon system and its
interaction with the environment has been studied extensively both analytically and numerically. On the other hand, the role
played by the supernova (SN) explosion associated with LGRBs in determining the outcome of the system has been barely
considered. In this paper, we discuss the large landscape of outcomes resulting from the interaction of the SN, jet and cocoon. We
show that the outcome depends mainly on three timescales: the times for the cocoon and supernova shock wave to break through
the surface of the progenitor star, and the time needed for the cocoon to engulf completely the progenitor star. The delay between
the launch of the SN shock moving through the progenitor star and the jet can be related to these three timescales. Depending on
the ordering of these time scales, the jet-cocoon might propagate inside the SN ejecta or the other way around, and the outcome
for the properties of the explosion would be different. We discuss the imprint of the complex interaction between the jet-cocoon
and the supernova shock on the emergent thermal and non-thermal radiation.

Key words: methods: numerical - radiation mechanisms: general - relativistic processes - stars: jets - transients: gamma-ray
bursts - transients: supernovae

1 INTRODUCTION 4 orders of magnitude lower than LGRBs (Campana et al. 2006;
Soderberg et al. 2006; Pian et al. 2006; Starling et al. 2011; Margutti
etal. 2013), and relativistic SNe, which are otherwise regular type Ic-
bl SNe but showing in their radio emission the signature of material
moving at relativistic speeds, i.e., vy ~ 0.7 — 0.8 ¢ (SN2009bb:
Soderberg et al. 2010; SN 2012ap: Margutti et al. 2014; Milisavljevic
et al. 2015).

It has been suggested that type Ic-bl SNe (without an associated
GRB), relativistic SNe, 1I-GRBs, X-ray flashes and luminous GRB
are different aspects of the same phenomenon, that is, the result of
a central compact object injecting energy into the system. While
regular GRBs are relativistic jets lasting for long enough to break out
. . . . of the progenitor star successfully, lI-GRBs, relativistic SNe and tye
1({)a11y z:re T 10 .tlg}estmfori ene{getlc t?al_l lnormal le SdNe' tThelr Ic-bl SNe could be associated to failed GRBs (Bromberg et al. 201 1a;
a S,O _rp ton fnes indicate 1as mo:/;ng ma er_la » corresponding to \_/e_ Nakar & Sari 2012) and to the GRB cocoon emission (De Colle et al.
locities > 10000 — 30000 km s~ at the light curve peak (Modjaz S . . . )

. . 2018a), or to relativistic jets seen off-axis (Irwin & Chevalier 2016;
et al. 2016; Ashall & Mazzali 2020), and much larger at early times 1 e
1. . Urataetal.2015)". In the former case, the relativistic jets do not make
(e.g., ~ 70000 km s~" in SN 2017iuk and SN 2020bvc - see 1zzo et . . . S
. . their way through the progenitor star, and deposite all their kinetic
al. 2019; Ho et al. 2020; Izzo et al. 2020). While most low redshift . .
; i : energy in the stellar envelope. In the latter case, the highly beamed
LGRBs in which a deep search has been done are associated to SNe, Lo . .
b . how that th ite is ¢ Iy i 10% of t y-ray emission is suppressed for off-axis observers, while the LGRB
;) i;r;;lons show that the opposite 1s frue only m ~ o ot type radio and X-ray emission should be detectable if the SN is close
c- e. . . .
. . enough. Searches of radio emission from SNe on timescales of ~
Filling the gap between energetic LGRBs and Ic-bl SNe observed years after the explosion have failed to detect any associated off-axis

without a companion GRB, intermediate class objects have been . .
’ GRB t (B t al. 2003; Bietenholz et al. 2014; Ghirlanda et
discovered recently. These include low-luminosity GRBs (11-GRBs), event (Berger et a feterfiolz et a Hranda e

which have a y—ray luminosity of ~ 10%0 — 107 erg s7!, i.e. 3-

Long gamma-ray bursts (LGRBs) are produced by relativistic jets
ejected during the collapse of massive progenitor stars (see, e.g., Ku-
mar & Zhang 2015, for a review). The association between LGRBs
and broad-line (bl), type Ic supernovae (SNe) has been confirmed
by photometric observations, with the optical light curve of LGRBs
showing an increase in the flux 10 — 15 days after the y-rays trig-
ger, and by spectroscopic observations (e.g., Cano et al. 2017, and
references therein). In addition, LGRBs are hosted by star forming
galaxies (Fruchter et al. 2006) characterized by enhanced young and
low-metallicity stellar populations (Savaglio et al. 2009).
Spherically symmetric models of Ic-bl SNe predict that they typ-

! Relativistic SNe, in particular, could be accompanied by a successful, low-
luminosity relativistic jets, as the coverage of the gamma-ray transient sky is
* E-mail: fabio@nucleares.unam.mx (FDC) incomplete (e.g., Soderberg et al. 2010).
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al. 2015; Corsi et al. 2016). Nevertheless, the presence of an off-axis
jethas been recently inferred from the X-ray emission of SN 2020bvc
(Izzo et al. 2020).

The GRB dynamics through the progenitor star has been exten-
sively studied both by hydrodynamic (e.g., Aloy et al. 2000; Ramirez-
Ruiz et al. 2002; Zhang et al. 2004; Lazzati & Begelman 2005; Mor-
sony et al. 2007; Wang et al. 2008; Mizuta & Aloy 2009; Bromberg et
al. 2011b; Nagakura et al. 2011; Lazzati et al. 2012; Lépez-Cdmara
et al. 2013; Mizuta & loka 2013; Lopez-Camara et al. 2014; Duf-
fell & MacFadyen 2015; Hamidani et al. 2017; De Colle et al.
2018a,b; Harrison et al. 2018; Gottlieb et al. 2020, 2021; Suzuki
& Maeda 2021) and magnetohydrodynamic (e.g., Komissarov et al.
2009; Lyubarsky 2009, 2010; Tchekhovskoy et al. 2010; Bromberg
et al. 2014; Bromberg & Tchekhovskoy 2016; Gottlieb et al. 2020)
simulations, as well as by analytical studies (e.g., Bromberg et al.
2011b; Nakar & Piran 2017). Calculations show that the relativistic
jet slows down to non-relativistic speeds as it interacts with the pro-
genitor star. Then, a fraction of its kinetic energy is dissipated into
thermal energy. The post-shock region is formed by two components:
the shocked stellar material, heated and accelerated by the forward
shock, and the shocked jet material, heated and decelerated (in the
lab frame) by the reverse shock. The lateral expansion of the shocked
gas forms an extended cocoon. The two components are separated by
a contact discontinuity, prone to instabilities which will lead to mix-
ing (see, e.g., Nakar & Piran 2017). Once the cocoon breaks out, the
cocoon material emerges through a “nozzle” and expands sideways.
The four-velocity stratification with the polar angle is determined
by the acceleration out of the nozzle and the rarefaction wave that
propagates through the outflowing cocoon material. The cocoon will
then quickly engulfs the progenitor star, then expanding at relativistic
to sub-relativistic speeds (depending on the polar angle).

While the propagation of the jet, its interaction with the stellar
envelope and the formation of the cocoon have been studied in detail,
the role played by the SN in determining the final outcome of the
system has not been typically considered, except in a small number of
cases. Ramirez-Ruiz & MacFadyen (2010) studied numerically the
interaction between the SN ejecta and the GRB-jet over timescales
of ~ years, assuming that they evolve previously as two independent
components, and showing that the GRB ejecta is swept up by the
more energetic SN ejecta. Margalit & Piran (2020) assumed that,
once the relativistic jet slows down at large distances (r ~ 106 —
108 cm, depending on the density of the circumstellar medium), it
spreads laterally engulfing the supernova. They computed the radio
emission resulting from the interaction between the SN-remnant and
the cocoon associated with the relativistic GRB-jet, and suggested
that the radio emission from the SN is strongly suppressed while the
SN remains inside the cocoon. According to them a radio flare is
produced several years after the explosion when the SN breaks out
from the cocoon.

While these previous works studied the late-time interaction of the
GRB-jet with the SN remnant, De Colle et al. (2018a) recognized
that, if the relativistic jet breaks out first from the star, the SN shock
front will then propagate through the GRB-jet cocoon instead of
through the wind of the progenitor star and that affects the dynamics
and the radiation we see.

In this paper we show that it is indeed the early interaction (inside
the progenitor star and just after breakout) between the SN-outflow,
the GRB-jet cocoon, the progenitor star and the environment which
is crucial to determine the outcome of the system and its large scale
evolution. We show that this interaction leads to different outcomes,
depending on the SN and GRB energies, and on the time lag between
the ejection of the GRB-jet and the SN. Guided by a set of numerical
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simulations, we give here a general picture of the system. More
detailed calculations are left to a future study.

This paper is structured as follows: in Section 2 we present the
general description of the system. In Section 3 we discuss the impli-
cations for the emission properties of GRBs and the SNe powered by
a central engine. Finally, in Section 4 we drive our conclusions.

2 GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THE SYSTEM

In this section, we present a general, qualitative description of the rich
landscape resulting from the interaction between the relativistic jet,
the associated SN and the progenitor star. First, we consider the SN
and GRB dynamics separately. Then, we discuss the outcome of their
interaction. A series of numerical simulations of the propagation of
the relativistic jet and the SN through the progenitor star and its wind
will guide our discussion.

The two-dimensional, axisymmetric simulations? employ the spe-
cial relativistic hydrodynamics code Mezcal (De Colle et al. 2012a).
The initial conditions for the simulations are the following: the SN
explosion is initialized by using a “piston” model, i.e. by inject-
ing a certain amount of energy Egn and mass Msy (= 0.1 Mg)
from a spherical region with radius rgn = 5 X 108 cm. This energy
is injected during 1 s by assuming a velocity v = +/2Egn/MgN.
From the same radius, we inject two relativistic jets (but only the
one propagating with positive velocities is simulated), with a total
energy E; = 2 X 1031 erg, a Lorentz factor I'; = 10, an opening
angle 6; = 0.2 rad, and with a duration ¢; = 20 s, so that the jet
luminosity is given as L; = Ej/tj = 10°0 erg s~!. These values are
typical of LGRBs. The jet and the SN are launched into a massive,
compact Wolf-Rayet progenitor. We employ the E25 model of Heger
et al. (2000) This is a 25 Mg star which has lost most of its mass
by winds. The final mass of the progenitor is ~ 5 Mg and its final
radius is ~ 3 x 10!0 cm. Outside the stellar envelope, we set the
ambient density by considering a typical Wolf-Rayet wind. Thus, the
density is given as p = M, [ (4nr3v,,), with vy, = 108 cm s~! and
M =107 Mg yr~!. In the initial conditions, we neglect the wind
velocity, as it is much smaller than the jet and cocoon velocities. We
use a computational box with size L, X L.

To illustrate the different outcome resulting from the interaction
between the SN and the relativistic jet, we run two simulations with
a small computational box size (L, = L, = 1.2 X 10! cm), in
which the supernova (spherical) has an energy Esn = 1072 erg and
Egn = 4 x 1072 erg respectively. In this simulations, we employ a
grid with 40x40 cells, resolved with 9 levels of refinement. Then,
the minimum cell size is 1.2 x 107 cm. To describe the early phases
of interaction between the SN and the cocoon, we run a simulation
with a larger computational box (L, = L; = 3 X 102 ¢m). In this
case, we consider a lower supernova energy Egn = 4 x 1072 erg,
injected asymmetrically, i.e. with a density of the material injected
from the inner boundary scaling as cos(9)2, being 6 the polar angle.
Our coarsest grid has 40x40 cells and we use 15 levels of refinement,
corresponding to a maximum resolution of 4.5 X 106 em.

2 Three dimensional numerical simulations change quantitatively the dy-
namics of the jet (see., e.g., Harrison et al. 2018) but not the general picture
outlined in this paper.
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Figure 1. Schematic representation of the outcome resulting from the interaction of the supernova (yellow), the relativistic jet (dark blue), the jet cocoon (light
blue), and the progenitor star (gray). The outcome depends mainly on the time needed for the cocoon and the SN to break out from the progenitor star (z; p, and
tsN,bo respectively), and on the time needed for the cocoon to completely engulf the progenitor star (z). In case a), the SN breaks out first. Then, the GRB might
break out from the SN at larger distances, or fail to do so. In case b), the cocoon breaks out first, associated with a successful or a choked jet. If the SN shock
front breaks out before the cocoon engulfs completely the star, it expands mainly along the equatorial direction while the cocoon occupies the polar direction.
Otherwise, the SN shock front breaks out into the GRB cocoon, expands and might or not break out from it at late times.

2.1 Relativistic jet propagation

First, we briefly discuss the GRB propagation through the environ-
ment. In the collapsar model (Woosley 1993; MacFadyen & Woosley
1999), the relativistic jet is produced in a collapsing core which an-
gular momentum is large enough to form a disk and a black hole
(BH). Then, the relativistic jet is driven by magnetic forces, the rapid
BH rotation and/or neutrino annihilation on the symmetry axis. Al-
ternative models invoke the presence of magnetars.

As the jets drills through the envelope of the progenitor star, it
slows down. In the hydrodynamics case, the shock velocity can be
estimated by considering the balance between the ambient and the
jet ram pressures, as seen in the shock frame, that is (e.g., Begelman
& Ciofti 1989; Matzner 2003; Bromberg et al. 2011b; De Colle et al.
2012a)

pihjTiT; (Bj = Bn)* + Pj = pahaT3 B + Pa (1)

where the suffixes j, a, h refer to the jet, the ambient medium and the
jet head respectively, & = 1+ P/(pc?) is the specific enthalpy, and
p, P, T', 8 are the density, pressure, Lorentz factor and velocity. By
assuming that the shock is strong (i.e., Py < pal"%l), we get

B

= : 2)
L+ (pa/T5phj)/?

ﬁsh

In the dense, inner core of the star, = pa/(Fipjhj) > 1, and the jet

moves at sub-relativistic speeds, i.e. Bgp ~ r]’l/ 2 (above the recolli-

mation shock, I'; ~ 1 /6 i, see Bromberg et al. 2011b; Harrison et al.
2018). As the jet expands through the star, the head velocity increases,
achieving eventually mildly relativistic speeds in extended, low-mass
envelopes, while remaining newtonian in compact progenitors (see
Bromberg et al. 2011b for a detailed discussion).

Given the breakout time (Harrison et al. 2018)

, “1/3 ,4/3 ,2/3 4 ,1/3
fibo ~ V7L 500100 Ry My s 3

the jet breaks out of the star if lasts long enough, i.e. 7j 2 £ po—Rx/c,
being Ry the stellar radius. Otherwise, the reverse shock crosses the

jet material at a velocity ~ ¢, and the jet is chocked inside the star.
Then, most of the jet kinetic energy, Ec,i ~ Ljtj po ~ 1050 — 105!
erg s~ or Ec; ~ Ljt; for successful and failed jets respectively,
is dissipated into thermal energy, producing a hot, extended cocoon
component which expands through the progenitor star mainly along
the polar direction.

As the jet breaks-out from the stellar surface, the cocoon quickly
expands around the progenitor star at a velocity v (~ a fraction of the
speed of light). Then, in a time

7TR* R
tc ~ 7 +[j,b0 ~ lO—ZOES'FZj,bO (4)

the cocoon shock front arrives to the equatorial plane engulfing com-
pletely the star.

The outer cocoon velocity, energy and densities are strongly strat-
ified both along the radial and polar direction. The shock velocity
is highly relativistic (with a Lorentz factor of ~ 100) close to the
jet core, and drops to sub-relativistic speeds in the equatorial plane
(e.g., Lopez-Camara et al. 2013; Gottlieb et al. 2021; Suzuki &
Maeda 2021). The same steep gradient is present in the energy and
density distribution.

An order of magnitude estimation of the mass and energy of the
cocoon can be obtained by the following argument (see, e.g., Nakar
& Piran 2017). The cocoon mass is approximately given as the mass
shocked by the jet while moving inside the progenitor, i.e. by a
fraction Q /4r of the stellar mass, where Q; ~ 27193 is the jet solid
angle. Then, the mass of the cocoon is

Mc,i 2 0.05Mo 65 o My , )

for a star of 10 M and a jet with an opening angle 6; = 0.1 rad. On
the other hand, the cocoon energy is given by the energy deposited
by the jet while crossing the star at non-relativistic speeds. That is,

Ec ~ fipoLier ~ 173 100 L2 013 R M1 erg 571 6)

jet,50710° 11 10
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2.2 Supernova propagation

The GRB cocoon energy is typically large enough to unbind the
progenitor. Nevertheless, the GRB itself can not produce amounts
of S0Ni large enough to explain the observations (i.e., < 0.5 Mg).
In fact, as mentioned above, the amount of stellar mass shocked
by the jet solid angle Q;/4r ~ 5 x 10_3(0]~/0.1)2 corresponds
to a small fraction of the stellar material’, implying that Msey; <
M,Q/4n ~ 0.05 (M,/10 Mg) Mg. On the other hand, the cocoon
shock expanding inside the progenitor star is not strong enough to
produce a large amount of °Ni, and leads mainly to the production of
intermediate mass elements (e.g. 2881, 32Ca, etc, see, e.g., Tominaga
et al. 2007; Maeda & Tominaga 2009).

Among other possibilities, the SN shock front could originate into
awind ejected from the collapsar disk (MacFadyen & Woosley 1999),
or the SN can be associated to energy dissipation driven by a strongly
magnetized, rapidly rotating magnetar (Bucciantini et al. 2007, 2009;
Metzger et al. 2011, 2015), or it could be associated to the jittering
jet mechanism (see, e.g., Papish & Soker 2011, 2014). Typically,
for core collapse SNe, about ~ 0.07 — 0.3M¢ of S6Ni are produced
(Anderson 2019; Davis et al. 2021). From the nucleosynthesis and,
in particular, for large 56Ni masses, the explosion must be aspherical
(Thielemann 2019) which may be hard to explain within the frame-
work of ’classical’ neutrino driven explosions in non-rotating cores
which seem to work well in lower mass progenitors (Orlando et al.
2021).

The SN shock front will break out from the stellar surface in a
timescale tgN bo ~ tens of seconds for compact Wolf-Rayet progen-
itors leading to type Ic SNe, where the exact value depends on the
SN energy, and on the stellar structure and radius. The density of the
expanding SN, when breaking out of the star, is strongly stratified,
with p oc r™™ and n ~ 7—-10 (e.g., Tan et al. 2001). Thus, while most
of the mass (and energy) in the SN is moving at ~ 10* — 2 x 10* km
s~1, a fraction of the energy (~ 1046 — 10%7 erg) is moving at larger
speeds (~ 0.1 — 0.2 ¢). In typical SNe type Ib/c, the SN shock front
moves through the wind of the progenitor Wolf-Rayet star, which
typically has M ~ 107 — 107% Mo yr~!, and its velocity drops
with time as vg, o £ withm = (n —3)/(n-2) ~ 0.8 = 0.9
(Chevalier 1982). Electrons accelerated by the fast moving shock
emit synchrotron radiation, observed in radio, while the bulk of the
SN ejecta is responsible for the thermal optical emission commonly
observed in SNe.

2.3 Interaction between the supernova and the relativistic jet

Next, we discuss how this general picture is modified by the interac-
tion between the SN shock front, the GRB cocoon and the progenitor
star. It is unclear if the SN is launched before the GRB (or viceversa).
Observations are not very constraining, e.g. < 4 ks delay for the
SN 2006aj associated to GRB 060218 (Campana et al. 2006). In the
collapsar scenario, if the relativistic jet is launched once the proto-
neutron star collapses to a BH, a delay of a few seconds is possible,
with the SN launched from the standard neutrino mechanism or from
the accretion disk wind (see, e.g. Obergaulinger & Aloy 2017; Aloy
et al. 2018). The jet can be delayed by a few seconds also in the
case of a magnetar (e.g., Bucciantini et al. 2007, 2009) because of

3 In a recent paper, Barnes et al. (2018) obtained 0.24 Mg, of Ni*® by the
interaction of a relativistic jet with the stellar material, in apparent contradic-
tion with the simple analytical argument presented here. Actually, their figure
2 seems to indicate that the Ni%® is somehow produced in the jet material,
which mass available is much smaller than the one needed to power a SN.

MNRAS 000, 1-11 (2021)

0.0 1.0 2.0 3.0
R/c

Figure 2. Number density maps at 2.25 s, 4.5 s and 7.5 s (from top to bottom)
illustrating the scenario shown in the panels a) of figure 1. Lengths are in
units of the speed of light, while the number density is in units of cm™3. A
spherical SN is injected from an inner boundary located at 5 x 10% cm, with
an energy Egy = 4 X 1052 erg, and a mass MgNy = 0.1Mg. The grid has
asize L, = L; = 1.2 % 101! cm, with 40 x 40 cells at the coarsest level
of refinement, and 9 levels of refinement, corresponding to a resolution of
1.2 x 107 cm. The jet, injected 2 s after the SN explosion from the same
location as the SN, with an energy of 10°! erg, does not overcome the SN
shock front while it is still inside the progenitor star. Thus, the SN shock front
breaks out first, expanding into the wind of the Wolf-Rayet progenitor. The
GRB, then, moves through the highly stratified SN ejecta. At late times, the
relativistic jet will eventually be chocked or break out from the SN ejecta. A
similar outcome is expected in SNe with lower energies if associated to GRBs
with lower luminosities and/or launched with a larger delay with respect to
the SN.

neutrino driven wind is much more heavily baryon loaded for a few
seconds thereby limiting the jet speed, or in the collapsar scenario,
as long as the ram pressure of the collapsing material is larger than
the jet ram pressure.

Figure 1 shows a schematic representation of the complex dy-
namics resulting from this interaction. As we will discuss in some
detail in the following, the evolution of the system is mainly regu-
lated by three timescales: 1) 7 po, the cocoon break-out time from
the progenitor star, which coincides with the jet break out time for
successful GRBs; 2) tsN o the SN break-out timescale; 3) 7, the
time needed for the GRB cocoon to completely engulf the progenitor
star. As we discussed above, these parameters depend on the time
delay between the onset of the SN shock front and the GRB ejection,
on the amount of energy associated with the SN, on the progenitor
star radius and mass, and on the characteristics of the GRB (open-
ing angle, luminosity, presence of a dynamically important magnetic
field, etc).
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Figure 3. Number density maps at 4.5 s, 10 s, 13 s (from top to bottom).
Lengths are in units of the speed of light, while the number density is in
units of cm™3. The numerical simulation illustrates the scenario shown in the
panels b) of figure 1. The initial conditions of the simulation are the same as
those shown in figure 2, except for the SN energy which is lower in this case
(EsN = 1052 erg). The jet overcomes the SN shock front while still inside
the star. Then, it breaks out first. The jet cocoon engulfs completely the star.
The SN ejecta breaks out into the cocoon material (denser than the wind of
the Wolf-Rayet star) in a strongly asymmetric way, and expands mainly along
the equatorial plane. The case of the SN breaking out from the star before the
cocoon engulfs completely the star is also possible, and it is described in the
text.

2.3.1 Case ISN,bo < fj,bo

The left side of figure 1 shows the case in which the SN breaks out of
the star before the GRB (fsN,bo < fj,bo)- This corresponds to the case
in which the SN is launched long enough before the jet or if they are
launched at a similar time but the SN luminosity per unit solid angle
~ 8x10°0Es, /tgn erg s~! sr™! (being rgy and Es, the SN injection
time in seconds and energy in units of 1072 erg) is much larger
than the corresponding GRB luminosity ~ 8 X 10°YEs; /(6 7,0.1%},20)
erg s~! sr7! (being £ 20 the jet duration in unit of 20 seconds and
0;,0.1 the jet opening angle normalized to 0.1 rad). If the SN and
jet luminosity per unit solid angle are similar (or the SN luminosity
is slightly larger), the jet will arrives first to the stellar edge as the
collimation of the jet by the cocoon will significantly increase its
propagation velocity.

In this case, the SN shock break-out and dynamics through the
progenitor wind are like those described in a SN without an associated
GRB (see Figure 2). On the other hand, the propagation of the jet is
initially faster than in the progenitor star as the expansion of the SN
shock wave drops the density of the environment at small radii. In the
simulation shown in Figure 2, for instance, the density stratification
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in the progenitor star is pgN ~ 100(r/5x 108 cm)~27° g cm~3. This
is the density of the medium that the jet should have crossed if the
SN was not present. In our simulations, once the SN moves through
the medium, it leaves behind a cavity with a density of ~ 1 -10 g
em™3, i.e. a factor ~ 102 — 10° smaller than the density of the star
at similar radii. As stellar material is dragged by the SN shock front,
at the edge of the SN cavity the SN ejecta achieves densities much
larger than the stellar density at the same radius, e.g. 3 x 10? g cm™3
vs 2x 102 gem™3 at 7 ~ 109 em for the simulation shown in Figure
2.

As a consequence, the jet moves nearly at its injection velocity (i.e.
at highly relativistic speed) inside the SN cavity, arriving to its edge
in a time #; ~ R/c. The position R where SN and jet interact with
each other depends mainly on the time delay At between SN and jet
injection, i.e. R = vgNA#/(1-vgN/vj) ~ vsnAtr. This radius is inside
the stellar radius if At < 23(vgn/0.1 ¢)(R«/Ro) s. Theoretically,
the delay between SN and GRB is expected to be smaller than this
value, so that the interaction between the two shocks should always
happen inside the star.

Once the jet collides with the SN ejecta, it decelerates to non
relativistic speeds (e.g. to ~ 0.05 c in the simulations shown in
Figure 2). Then, in ~ several seconds it will break out from the SN
ejecta, as long as the SN ejecta still moves deep inside the star. Once
it approaches the stellar edge, where the density stratification drops
faster than =3, the SN shell expands radially, with the shock front
accelerating up to mildly relativistic speeds. Then, the jet will moves
through the highly stratified expanding material of the supernova
instead of the windy material surrounding the Wolf-Rayet progenitor,
and will remain confined inside the SN ejecta.

We expect that the jet will break out from the SN in the following
cases: 1) the jet head is very close to the SN shock front when the
SN breaks out from the star; 2) the jet duration is very large, such
that the jet has enough time to move through the SN ejecta®; 3) the
delay between the SN explosion and the relativistic jet injection is
very large (with a jet e.g. driven by material falling-back onto the
central engine), such that the SN ejecta has expanded substantially,
its density has dropped enough and the jet moves with relativistic
speed inside the SN. In all other cases, we expect the jet to be drown
inside the expanding SN. If the jet breaks out successfully, the SN
shocked material will occupy most of the solid angle of the expanding
ejecta, with the GRB (and its associated cocoon) moving with high
relativistic speed along the polar direction. The detailed dependence
of these scenarios on the jet/SN physical parameters and the possible
consequences on the observed SN light curve and spectra are left for
a future study.

2.3.2 Caset; < ISN,bo

Panel b) of Figure 1 illustrates the outcome of the system when the
jet reaches the SN shock front deep inside the star, and the jet and/or
cocoon’ break out first from the progenitor star (i.e., f¢c bo < SN,bo)
followed by the SN shock front.

The jet breaks out first, and the cocoon expands laterally around

4 But, it is important to notice that although the density of the expanding SN
ejecta is lower than the density of the progenitor star, its pressure increases
in the region close to the jet injection. Thus, long-lasting, low luminosity jets
can not be launched successfully, as the jet velocity at the injection point must
be larger than the sound speed of the medium (see the discussion by Aloy et
al. 2018).

5 Relativistic jets lasting ¢ i S tepo Will be chocked inside the star, forming
in this case a so called “failed GRB”.

MNRAS 000, 1-11 (2021)
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the star, eventually engulfing it in a time .. Then, there will be
two cases potentially leading to very different outcomes. If the SN
shock front arrives to the stellar edge before the cocoon completely
engulfs the star (i.e., fsNpo < f¢), it breaks out and it expands
through the wind of the progenitor star. As the highly pressured
cocoon is expanding laterally inside the star, its pressure prevents the
vertical expansion of the SN ejecta, which breaks out mainly along
the equatorial direction. Then, the SN and cocoon shock fronts will
expand side to side. Mixing along the discontinuity between the high
entropy cocoon and the dense SN ejecta will occur.

On the other hand, if the cocoon completely engulfs the star before
the SN breaks out from it, the SN breaks out into the jet cocoon (see
Figure 3). Then, the SN shock front will move inside the jet cocoon.
As we will show in the following, the evolution of the SN shock front
is strongly dependent on the radial density and velocity stratification
of the cocoon.

As discussed above, as the SN moves inside the star, it is pushed
sideways by the expansion of the jet cocoon, remaining confined
into a region with an ~ ellipsoidal shape while moving inside the
star. This, together with the cocoon density which is also strongly
stratified along the polar direction, results into a highly asymmetric
SN break out (see Figure 3, bottom panel).

Figure 4 (upper panel) shows the energy as a function of the
velocity 4-vector (1 = yf3) and integrated over different solid angles.
Close to the z-axis, most of the energy is carried by material moving
at large speed, i.e. the relativistic jet. At larger polar angles we have
the cocoon material which moves at sub-relativistic velocities, and
the SN shock front expanding at a fraction of the speed of light (v ~
0.1 -0.3 ¢). The separation between the SN and cocoon components
is clearly visible in the top panel of figure 4 as a break in the decay
of energy vs u curves.

The middle two panels of Figure 4 show the velocity and temper-
ature profiles at 17 s along different polar angles. While at 6 = 30°
the velocity profile is irregular (due to the contribution of the deepest
portion of the jet cocoon), at larger polar angles it acquires a typical
v o r structure characteristic of homologous expansion. The entropy
rich cocoon material has a temperature in the keV energy range (thus,
we expect it will emit soft X-rays, as we will discuss below), nearly
independent of the polar angle. The thermal energy density in the
cocoon — which is created by the GRB relativistic jet moving through
the progenitor star —is larger close to the jet axis and falls-off at larger
angles. Thus, the expansion of this material after break-out leads to
the temperature gradients seen between R ~ 5 ¢ and R ~ 10 ¢, with
the temperature of the cocoon at 30° being a factor of ~ 5 — 10 larger
than the temperature at 90°.

The cocoon, with a lower energy than the SN (= 10%0 — 10°!
ergs vs < 1072 ergs), decelerates faster. Close to the jet axis, the
jet/cocoon velocity is much larger than the SN shock front velocity.
In addition, the pressure difference between these two regions will
make impossible for the SN ejecta to break out from the cocoon along
the polar direction. Along the equatorial direction, the situation is
more complex. As the SN shock front moves through the cocoon, it
might arrive to the location in which the SN velocity is of order of
the cocoon velocity. Then, turbulence at the interface between the
SN shock front and cocoon material will mix the two components
(see figure 1). In this case, the density structure of the SN and cocoon
system will be different from the p o r~" solution predicted by self-
similar solutions of expanding SNe (see Section 2.2). This is clearly
illustrated in the second and fourth panels of figure 4. The SN shock
front, in particular, is visible as a small velocity jump at R ~ 1.8
¢ in the second and fourth panels. During this phase, the velocity
difference between the SN and cocoon is small < 15000 km s~
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Figure 4. Energy, velocity and temperature profiles as a function of radius
and time. In all the panels, the lengths and velocities are normalized to the
speed of light. An aspherical SN is injected from the same inner boundary as
the simulations presented in figures 2 and 3, with an energy scaling as cos? 6,
being 6 the polar angle, and a total energy of 4 x 103! erg. As in the previous
simulations, the jet is injected 2 s after the SN explosion. The grid has a size
L,=L;=3x% 10'2 cm, with 40 x 40 cells at the coarsest level of refinement,
and 15 levels of refinement, corresponding to a resolution of 4.6 x 10° cm.
Top panel: Integral of the energy over velocities larger than y/3, as a function
of y3, for different polar slices (at 50 s). Central panels: Velocity (normalized
with respect to the light speed) and temperature profiles, at 17 s and shown
for different polar angles. Bottom panel: velocity over radius as a function of
time, seen at 6 = 90°.
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Figure 5. Schematic representation of the emission from the GRB, cocoon
and SN ejecta. Both cocoon and SN emit thermal and non-thermal radiation.
In case a) (see figure 1), the relativistic jet dissipates its energy inside the
epanding SN ejecta. In case b) (see figure 1), the SN shock front expands
inside the GRB cocoon. As the jet velocity is much larger than the SN shock
front velocity, the SN shock front breaks out eventually only close to the the
equatorial plane. Then, thermal photons produced by the SN cross the GRB
cocoon when this is seen on-axis, while they might arrive directly to the
observer when it is nearly perpendicular with respect with the jet direction of
propagation.

Subsequently, the velocity difference quickly disappears leading to
mixing at the interface between the SN ejecta and the cocoon (see
the bottom panel).

As the energy is injected in the computational box with a cos? ()
profile in the simulation shown in figure 4 (with respect to a spherical
injection in the simulation shown in figures 2 and 3), the SN energy is
lower along the equatorial plane in the former case. Thus, we suggest
that a different outcome, with a much stronger SN shock propagating
through the external cocoon, might be realized if the cocoon energy
close to the equatorial plane is much smaller or if the SN energy is
much larger in the equatorial plane. Then, the SN shock front could
potentially decelerate but break-out of the cocoon before reaching its
local velocity and mixing within the cocoon (figure 1).

3 THERMAL AND NON-THERMAL EMISSION FROM
THE SYSTEM

Figure 5 shows a schematic representation of the emission coming
from the the SN ejecta, the relativistic jet and its cocoon. As dis-
cussed before, the angular extension of the cocoon (represented in
figure 5 by curved black arrows) depends on the SN energy, on the
progenitor star, on the properties of the relativistic jet and on the
delay between the jet and SN launching. The two extreme cases are:
1) the GRB cocoon (associated to a successful or failed GRB) com-
pletely engulfing the SN ejecta; 2) the SN shock front covering most
of the solid angle. Anyway, we notice that all intermediate cases are
in principle possible.

A variety of observational signatures can be associated to the inter-

SN, non thermal
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action of SNe and GRB cocoon, covering all electromagnetic spec-
trum (i.e., from radio to yy-ray emission). Non-thermal synchrotron
emission comes from the GRB shock front (in case of a successful
GRB), the cocoon and the SN shocks expanding through the wind of
the progenitor star, and from the SN shock eventually moving through
the cocoon material (see figures 1 and 5). Thermal emission from
the cocoon is short lasting, peaking at ~ hundred of seconds after
the cocoon break-out, in the X-ray band, and lasting much longer (~
days) in UV and optical. Depending on the solid angle occupied by
the cocoon, the SN thermal emission will by scattered by the cocoon
low-density material. Also, the SN will be energized by hot photons
coming from the cocoon. In this section, we give a qualitative de-
scription of these components. A more detailed calculation is left for
a future work.

3.1 Non-thermal emission

We assume that a fraction y, of the shocked electrons is accelerated at
relativistic speeds by the shock front, creating a population 7, (y) o
y~P of accelerated electrons. We also assume that a fraction €, and
ep of the post-shock thermal energy ey, ends up in the energy of
the accelerated electrons and in the post-shock magnetic field energy
density, i.e., € = eacc/em and eg = B%/8mey,. The synchrotron
emission depends on these three parameters and on the post-shock
thermal energy ey, < Pamb (Vsh—Vamb)2§ where vy, the shock velocity
and pamp & Vamb the density and velocity of the environment. If the
environment is shaped by the wind of the progenitor Wolf-Rayet star,
it is expected that vymp ~ 108 cms™! <« vg,. On the other hand
Vamb S Vsh if the SN shock front is propagating through the cocoon.

As discussed in section 2.2, the SN shock front velocity depends
on the structure of the progenitor star, with vy, o 1703 0.1,
Nevertheless, as shown by the numerical simulations (see figure
3), the presence of a cocoon can affect the propagation of the SN
shock front inside the star, modifying the ejecta structure and its
deceleration in the external environment, specially at the interface
with the cocoon.

For a decelerating spherical blast wave (i.e. the GRB jet at least
during the late afterglow emission), vy, is completely determined
by the explosion energy and the stratification of the environment, as
venlsh & (E/pR3)! /2 This is not the case for the expanding cocoon.
Similar to the SN case, the unshocked cocoon material crosses the
reverse shock continuously energizing it. In addition, the cocoon
is strongly structured both in energy and density along the polar
direction. For instance, numerical simulations presented by De Colle
etal. (2018a) showed that the cocoon velocity evolves as vgp, ~ ¢70-05
at 45° and vy, ~ 1701 at 90°.

Figure 6 shows an example of radio light curves produced by
a LGRB, its cocoon and the SN as seen by observers located at
different angles 0, With respect to the direction of propagation of the
relativistic jet. The light curves have been computed by considering a
decelerating top-hat jet (De Colle et al. 2012b), the cocoon associated
to it (De Colle et al. 2018a) and a typical SN light curve (following
the analytical prescription of Chevalier 1998).

We consider a relativistic jet with an isotropic energy Ejy, = 105
ergs moving into a windy medium with mass-loss rate M,, = 2x107°
Mo yr‘1 and a wind velocity v,, = 108 cm s~ (De Colle et al.
2012b). The jet is initialized as a wedge with an opening angle 6 =
0.2 rad with a shock Lorentz factor of 20v?2. The post-shock density,
pressure and velocity are given by the (Blandford & McKee 1976)
self-similar solution. The cocoon velocity structure is taken from the
numerical simulations presented by De Colle et al. (2018a). In these
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Figure 6. Light curves at 8.46 GHz produced by the GRB (black lines),
cocoon (blue) and SN (red). Upper panel: the curves correspond to a LGRB
located at a distance of 200 Mpc, seen at s = 0, 0.8, 7r/2 (full, dashed,
dotted line). The SN emission is taken as spherically symmetric, so that all
observing angles see the same flux. Bottom panel: curves corresponding to
a LGRB located at 200 Mpc, seen by an observer located at Gyps = /2. 6y
correspond to the angle separating the cocoon from the SN, i.e. 6y = 0.4 rad
indicates that the cocoon and SN occupy a region 6 < 0.4 rad and 6 > 0.4
respectively. The microphysical parameters used to compute each curve are
reported in the main text.

71000

simulations, we launched a jet with a total energy of 2 x 107! ergs,
an opening angle §; = 0.1 and a duration #; = 10 s. The progenitors
star is the same used in the simulations presented in this paper (the
E25 model of Heger et al. 2000). The computational box extends up
to 1016 cm along the r and z-axis, and is resolved by 60 x 60 cells
at the coarsest grid and 26 levels of refinement. The microphysical
parameters are €, = 107! and €p = 10_3, p = 2.2 for both the GRB
and the cocoon. These values are typical of GRBs (Panaitescu &
Kumar 2002; Santana et al. 2014). The SN shock front is assumed to
move with a velocity vg, = 109 (¢/10 days)_o'2 ems™, e =03,
ep = 0.3 (i.e., equipartition) and p = 3 through the same windy
medium. These are typical values of the microphysical parameters
usually considered when interpreting observations of radio SNe (see,
e.g. Chevalier & Fransson 2017). Self-absorption is not included in
the calculation of the GRB light curve (it can be important at times
< 1day) but is included in the calculation of the cocoon and SN light
curves.

Non thermal emission from the GRB has been extensively stud-
ied. It is strongly beamed along the direction of propagation of the
relativistic jet. For off-axis observers, the GRB radiation will enter in
the field of view when I'; < 1/6;; where I';j and 6 are the Lorentz
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factor and opening angle of the highly relativistic moving material
(e.g., Granot et al. 2018).

While the GRB dynamics during the deceleration phase is in gen-
eral well described by the Blandford & McKee (1976) self-similar so-
lution (except for the lateral expansion happening whenT'; < 1/6;),
the dynamics of the cocoon is more complex, as it is regulated by
the energy stratification of the ejecta. Along each polar direction,
each shell of the cocoon decelerates at a different deceleration ra-
dius, given by (Hotokezaka & Piran 2015) M(R)(v[') = E(> BI),
where M (R) is the mass included up to the distance R from the cen-
tral engine, and v(I') are the velocity/Lorentz factor of the cocoon
(but notice that lateral expansion is more important in GRB cocoons
as they move at mildly/sub relativistic speed at all times - as in the
GRB case, its effect can be captured precisely only by numerical
simulations).

The cocoon energy is determined by the jet break-out time (i.e.,
Ec ~ Ljtp), while the jet total energy is given by E ~ L;j(tf —1p,),
being 7 ¢ the total injection time of plasma from the central engine, #;,
the breakout time and L ; the jet luminosity (assumed constant). It is
expected that high luminosity LGRB emission dominates when seen
on-axis with respect to the cocoon emission, while the bolometric
cocoon emission can be larger than the GRB emission at late times
(see the upper panel of Figure 6) if the total energy of the cocoon is
larger than the GRB energy, potentially producing a flattening of the
light curve ~ months - years after the explosions. Then, the cocoon
emission is expected to be more prominent in long GRBs lasting for
a shorter time or in progenitors with large radius, in which the jet
emerges from the surface of the progenitor star with only a small
fraction of its initial energy.

A flattening of the radio light curve has been observed in several
GRBs and interpreted as evidence of the deceleration of the jet to
non-relativistic speeds (Frail et al. 2004; Chen et al. 2020). Our
results suggest that an alternate explanation might be the onset of the
cocoon emission at late times.

On the other hand, the cocoon dominates the emission on
timescales of 10-1000 days (depending on the observing angle and
on the density of the ambient medium) for off-axis GRBs (consis-
tent with observations of GRB 170817A), specially if the jet is seen
nearly perpendicular to its axis. Also in this case, the light curve
can present one or two peaks depending on the GRB and cocoon
characteristics and on the observing angle.

We also notice that a different choice of the microphysical param-
eters, e.g., with €, and ep increasing as the shock velocity drops
(consistently with the gradient of values observed when considering
relativistic GRBs and non-relativistic SNE), could increase the im-
portance of the cocoon possibly producing a double peak structure
(see figure 6 of De Colle et al. 2018a). The SN emission is always
negligible in this case in radio frequencies.

Non thermal emission from the GRB cocoon is mildly beamed
at early stages when the cocoon moves with Lorentz factors of ~ a
few, and isotropic at later stages as the cocoon velocity drops with
time (see, e.g., De Colle et al. 2018a). In figure 6, bottom panels, we
consider the different cases shown in Figure 5. In our calculations,
the SN radio emission peaks at ~ 10 days, while the cocoon emission
peaks at ~ 1 — 10 days (once the region closer to the jet core slows
down and becomes visible). The cocoon and SN can cover different
solid angle fractions. Then, the SN peak is observable if the SN shock
front covers most of the solid angle (i.e., if the SN breaks out from
the progenitor star before or a few seconds after the GRB cocoon).
Although the importance of each component depends on the energy
distribution of each component and on the density stratification of the
environment, our results show that, at least for some combinations of



the physical parameters, one, two or three peaks could be observed
when a GRB is observed off-axis. Future observations of synchrotron
radiation from off-axis GRBs will then provide information on the
SN and jet ejection processes.

An additional source of non-thermal synchroton emission can be
produced by the propagation of the SN shock front through the co-
coon. The cocoon density can be several orders of magnitude larger
than the density of the wind of the progenitor star at the same radius.
The radio emission strongly depends on the velocity difference be-
tween the SN shock front and the cocoon. During the free-expansion
phase, the cocoon and SN velocities are given as v (r,t) = r/t and
vsN(7,t) = r/(t — Ar), while the cocoon and SN shock fronts are
given as R. = V.t and Rgn = Vsn(f — At), being At the time delay
between the cocoon and the SN break out from the progenitor star.
Thus, the cocoon velocity at the position of the SN shock front is
ve(RsN, 1) = Rgn/t and the velocity difference is

At
VsN — Ve = VSNT , (7

fort > Atr. Atearly times, r > At, and the velocity difference is ~ Vgn,
i.e., the SN collides with the slowing moving cocoon component. As ¢
increases, the SN shock front expands through cocoon material which
moves with increasing velocity. Then, the thermal energy in the SN
post-shock region (i.e., the energy available to produce radiation)
quickly drops with time (o< (Vgn — ve)? o 172,

The cocoon is radiation-pressure dominated, with a sound speed
(computed from numerical simulations) ¢ ~ v/p/pc? ~ 0.01 ¢ in
the equatorial plane, and ~ ¢/V3 at small polar angles. As the SN
shock front expands mainly along the equatorial plane, the Mach
number is, after the SN stellar break-out, > 5, and particles can be
accelerated efficiently. On the other hand, the SN radio emission is
typically strongly self-absorbed (see the SN emission in the upper
panel of Figure 6), and the SN shell is optically thick until ~ 100
days. In the self-absorbed part of the spectrum, the flux is

F, o« R2BY/2,5/2 ®)

Assuming a constant ep (i.e., a magnetic energy density proportional
to the thermal energy density), we get B = 87 (ege) /2, e o« pe (Vsn—
vc)2 o pcvszNAt/tz, being p. the cocoon density, and

~1/4 Ar\ 4
where the last term in parenthesis represents the correction to the
flux emitted by a SN shock front moving through the wind of the
progenitor WR (represented by the other terms in the equation).
As the density of the cocoon is several orders of magnitude larger
than the density of the WR wind at the same distance, the flux is
strongly reduced until # > Ar. At late times, the emission from
the SN interacting with the cocoon is larger than the corresponding
emission from a SN moving through the wind of the progenitor star
only if the shock remains strong. For instance, in the simulation
shown in figure 4, the SN shock front becomes subsonic after ~ 50 s,
thus suppressing any particle acceleration. We conclude that the non-
thermal emission from the SN interacting with the cocoon is unlikely
to be observable when the SN shock front breaks out from the star
in the dense jet cocoon material, although detailed calculations are
needed to confirm this result.

3.2 Thermal emission

In this subsection, we describe qualitatively the thermal emission
from the GRB cocoon, the expected changes in the SN light curves
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due to the presence of the GRB and its associated cocoon, and the
modification of the geometry of the SN ejecta which, in principle,
can be inferred from polarization observations.

The cocoon thermal emission has been studied analytically (Nakar
& Piran 2017) and by numerical simulations (Suzuki & Shigeyama
2013; De Colle et al. 2018b). Numerical studies have shown that
the cocoon emits a short-lived, nearly thermal spectrum peaking in
the soft X-rays (corresponding to a temperature of ~ 1 keV, see
figure 4). Its light curve lasts for ~10 minutes in the observer frame.
The photon diffusion timescale across the cocoon is (Arnett 1979)
ta ~ (Mck[vee)' /2 ~ 10%s, being M ~ 102M the cocoon mass,
k the opacity per unit mass, and v, the average cocoon velocity over
time. As the cocoon is initially moving at mildly to sub-relativistic
speeds, the observer time is related to the lab frame time as #,,g =
tqi—R/c ~tq/ 21"% ~ 102-103 s, which is then the expected timescale
for the cocoon X-ray thermal emission. As the cocoon expands, it
slows down. The X-ray emission will be followed by emission in UV
and optical on a timescale of ~ days (Nakar & Piran 2017), as inner,
slower and colder regions are exposed during the cocoon expansion.

The X-ray light curve and spectrum can be observed only if asso-
ciated to intrinsically low-luminous GRBs or to GRBs seen off-axis
(De Colle et al. 2018b). SN 2017iuk/GRB 171205A show strong
evidence of this emission (Izzo et al. 2019), with a thermal X-ray
flux consistent within a factor of ~ a few with the numerical models.
This general picture is modified by the presence of the SN. As the
cocoon is mildly relativistic during the thermal emission phase, the
emission is likely to be suppressed along the equatorial plane if the
SN shock front occupies a large fraction of the solid angle (see figure
5). Observations of a sample of off-axis GRBs and of their thermal
X-ray emission will then shed light on the structure of the system.

In general, in core collapse supernovae the shock front breaking
out from the progenitor star consists of the fluid shock moving at
~ 0.1 = 0.3 ¢ and two precursors, namely the ionization front with
a speed related to the energy flux and the light front moving with
the speed of light (Mair et al. 1992). For the cores of massive star,
color temperatures at shock breakout reach several million degrees
resulting in a brief X-ray flash followed by softening and UV radiation
(Katz et al. 2010).

While typical Wolf-Rayet winds (with M ~ 1075 -107° M) yr~!
have optical depths < 1 — 10 at the stellar surface, and thus optically
thin to X-ray and UV emission at the shock break-out radius, the
cocoon remains optically thick up to large distances. Assuming a
uniform density distribution in the cocoon, we get T = or pR/my, =
307 Mq/(4nmpg R?). Thus, T < 1, for the cocoon, is obtained at
radius R > 10'* cm. This should be taken as a very rough estimate
as the cocoon is strongly stratified in density along the polar direction
(see figure 3, central panel), the SN shock breakout is expected to
happen at smaller radii along the equatorial plane then along the
jet propagation direction. SN shock breakout happening at a larger
radius will be brighter (although at a lower energy) and last much
longer®.

Velocity differences between the SN shock front and the GRB
cocoon produce strong shocks and free-free emission. During the
optically thick cocoon expansion phase, this radiation will represent
an extra heating source in the SN ejecta. Once the cocoon becomes
optically thin (at R > 1012-10"% cm depending on the cocoon mass),
these X-rays may backshine on the photoshere, leading to a boost of

6 The shock breakout has also a non-thermal component associated with
inverse-Compton scatterings of photons, and possibly some contribution from
synchrotron radiation.
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the optical luminosity and may lead to a slowly rising LC prior to
maximum light (e.g., Dragulin 2015; Hsiao et al. 2020). The light
curve associated to bipolar SN explosions can then decline quickly
for an observer located along the equatorial plane (Kaplan & Soker
2020; Soker & Kaplan 2021).

Finally, we notice that the geometry of the SN ejecta is strongly
modified by its interaction with the GRB cocoon. When the SN breaks
out in the GRB cocoon, pressure and density gradients make the
break out very asymmetric (see Figure 1). Polarization measurements
of ~ 2 — 3%’ have consistently shown that the explosion results
into strongly asymmetric cores with a dominant axial-symmetric
component with axis ratios of about 2 (Hoflich 1991; Wang et al.
1996; Hoeflich et al. 1996; Wang et al. 2001; Leonard et al. 2002;
Maund et al. 2007; Tanaka 2017). A similar evidence of asymmetry
has been obtained by emission by forbidden lines during the nebular
phase of SNe (Taubenberger et al. 2009). Our results suggest as an
alternative to an asymmetric explosion that, in massive stars, the
interaction between GRB environment and the SNe envelope may
produce the asymmetries observed.

4 DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we described the rich landscape resulting from the in-
teraction of the SN, the GRB and its cocoon. As shown in figure 1,
the outcome of the system depends on the SN and cocoon breakout
time from the stellar progenitor, and on the timescale for the cocoon
to engulf completely the progenitor star. In the case of weak jets,
or jets injected with a large time delay with respect to the SN, the
SN expands into the progenitor star and the surrounding medium,
with the jet being drowned inside the SN ejecta, or breaking out at
a much later stage (see figure 1, panel a). In this case, most of the
cocoon energy is deposited inside the SN ejecta. Mixing between the
jet cocoon plasma and the surrounding medium then increases the
average velocity of the SN ejecta. Also, in the case, even when the SN
explosion is spherically symmetric, the SN ejecta will become asym-
metric due to this interaction. We expect that the thermal emission
will be characterized by broad absorption lines, while non-thermal
synchrotron emission from the SN shock front will be observed at
radio frequencies. These characteristics are common to broad-line,
type Ic SNe not associated with GRBs, which can be drowned into
the SN ejecta or can be pointed in a direction away from the observer,
thus remaining undetected.

A very different outcome is expected when the relativistic jet and
its surrounding cocoon are the first to arrive at the progenitor star
surface. This is expected to happen when the jet and the SN are
launched approximately at the same time, and the jet luminosity per
solid angle is at least of order of the SN kinetic luminosity (also per
solid angle). In this case, the GRB-jet cocoon will expand directly
into the progenitor wind. The SN shock front might break out from
the stellar progenitor into the wind or into the GRB cocoon. In the
latter case, the SN shock front will possibly break out from the GRB
cocoon at a later time, being the final outcome of the system in this
case mainly regulated by the cocoon structure once the SN breaks-out
from the progenitor star. The cocoon structure depends on the stellar
structure, with more compact stars producing more massive cocoons,
and on the jet characteristics, e.g., opening angle, luminosity, etc.
which regulates the amount of mass and energy deposited into the
cocoon. Magnetically dominated jets, in particular, are expected to

7 Note that P o P(max) sin’ 6 being 6 the observer angle.
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present cocoon with lower mass and energy which will be more easily
swapped up by the SN ejecta.

The cocoon shock front is expanding initially at relativistic speeds,
with lorentz factors of ~ 5-10, then decelerating to sub-relativistic
speeds. Synchrotron emission associated with mildly relativistic ma-
terial has been observed in relativistic SNe, and it is naturally ex-
pected in all systems in which the cocoon is propagating directly
through the progenitor wind (see figure 6). We showed that the co-
coon emission can also explain the late time flattening observed in
several cosmological GRBs, as the cocoon emission will be larger
than the GRB emission at late times, specially for short duration long
GRBs (this prediction can be easily checked observationally). The
SN shock front moving inside the cocoon is also expected to pro-
duce non-thermal emission. While for the initial conditions employed
in our simulations we showed that this emission is short-lived and
probably undetectable, a more complete exploration of the parame-
ter space is needed before drawing firm conclusions. In particular, in
the case of a less dense cocoon (with respect to that obtained in the
simulations shown in this paper), the SN shock front is expected to
travel much longer distances before mixing with the cocoon material,
or possibly breaking out from it.

Thermal emission from the SN is affected in a few different ways
by the presence of the cocoon and GRB: 1) the presence of highly
pressured cocoon makes the SN propagation asymmetric (see figure
3), which will have an affect on the SN polarization. 2) The GRB
cocoon can be denser than the progenitor wind at the same radius.
Thus, the interaction between the SN ejecta and the cocoon produces
free-free emission, which represents an extra energy source in opti-
cally thick regions, and can be detected in X-rays once the cocoon
becomes optically thin. 3) The cocoon is optically thick when the
SN shock front breaks out from the progenitor star surface. As a
result, the radiation from the shock breakout will be delayed, and the
breakout flash we see is released when SN shock front has moved to
a much larger distance.

Finally, we stress that the model presented in this paper is a natural
consequence of the “standard” LGRB model, in which a relativistic
jet is associated with the collapse of a massive star and to the SN
production. Although the interaction between SN and GRB cocoon
has been studied in the past analytically and numerically, this has been
done by considering only their late interaction, i.e. weeks to months
after the explosion (Ramirez-Ruiz & MacFadyen 2010; Margalit &
Piran 2020). In this paper, we showed that it is the early evolution
of the system (i.e., while the jet and SN-shock are moving inside the
star or have just broken out from it) that mainly determines the fate of
the system. Future modeling of the rich landscape described in this
paper, and detailed comparison with present and future observations,
will test the different scenarios and ultimately provide information
regarding the mechanism responsible for the jet and SN creation.
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