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GRB afterglows with energy injections in AGN accretion disks
Bao-QuaN Huang,! Tone Liu,' X1ao-YaN L1t AND YuN-FENG WEL

L Department of Astronomy, Xiamen University, Xiamen, Fujian 361005, China

ABSTRACT

Active galactic nucleus (AGN) disks are widely considered potential hosts for various high-energy
transients, including gamma-ray bursts (GRBs). The reactivation of GRB central engines can provide
additional energy to shocks formed during the interaction of the initially ejected GRB jets with the
circumburst material, commonly referred to as energy injections. In this paper, we study GRBs
occurring in AGN disks within the context of energy injections. We adopt the standard external
forward shock (EFS) model and consider both short- and long-duration GRB scenarios. Light curves
for two types of radiation, namely the radiation from the heated disk material (RHDM) and GRB
afterglows, are computed. We find that the energy injection facilitates the EFS to break out from the
photosphere of the low-density AGN disk at relativistic velocity. Moreover, the energy injection almost
does not affect the RHDM but significantly enhances the peak flux of the GRB afterglows.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The accretion disks in active galactic nuclei (AGNs)
have been extensively investigated since the discovery
of AGNs in the last century (see reviews by Pringle
1981; Kato et al. 2008; Abramowicz & Fragile 2013). It
is commonly accepted that AGN disks harbor numer-
ous stars and compact objects. These stars and com-
pact objects can either form within the disks (e.g.,
Goodman 2003; Artale et al. 2019; Dittmann & Miller
2020; Cantiello et al. 2021; Fan & Wu 2023) or be
captured from outside (e.g., Artymowicz et al. 1993;
Fabj et al. 2020; MacLeod & Lin 2020; Nasim et al.
2023; Generozov & Perets 2023; Wang et al. 2024), and
some of them probably exist in binary systems (e.g.,
Baruteau et al. 2011; Pfuhl et al. 2014; Bartos et al.
2017).  The collapses, explosions, or tidal disrup-
tions of the stars, as well as the collisions/mergers be-
tween or among the compact objects, are generally fol-
lowed by various transient events across electromag-
netic wavelengths, such as gamma-ray bursts (GRB,
e.g., Perna et al. 2021; Zhu et al. 2021; Yuan et al. 2022;
Lazzati et al. 2022; Qi et al. 2022a; Wang et al. 2022;
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Tagawa et al. 2023; Ray et al. 2023; Lazzati et al. 2023;
Kathirgamaraju et al. 2023).

GRBs stand as the most brilliantly luminous explo-
sions in the Universe. They are broadly categorized into
two groups: short- and long-duration GRBs (SGRBs
and LGRBs), where SGRBs are generally considered
to be associated with the mergers of compact objects,
whereas LGRBs are linked to the collapses of massive
stars (see reviews by Woosley & Bloom 2006; Nakar
2007; Zhang 2018). Additionally, they are widely be-
lieved to be generated by ultrarelativistic jets originat-
ing from their central engines, which could be either a
stellar-mass black hole (BH) surrounded by a hyperac-
cretion disk (for reviews, see Liu et al. 2017) or a mas-
sive millisecond magnetar (e.g., Duncan & Thompson
1992; Usov 1992; Dai & Lu 1998b; Zhang & Mészaros
2001).

In general, after the prompt ~-ray emission, endur-
ing multiband afterglows arise from synchrotron radi-
ation, which stems from electrons accelerated by ex-
ternal forward shocks (EFSs) formed as the jets inter-
play with the circumburst material (e.g., Zhang et al.
2006). Observationally, a substantial portion of X-
ray afterglows exhibit single or double plateaus (e.g.,
Li et al. 2018; Hou et al. 2021; Yi et al. 2022) and sin-
gle or multiple flares (e.g., Mu et al. 2016; Liu & Mao
2019) in light curves. Regarding these phenomena,
primary explanations involve the reactivation of GRB
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Figure 1. Illustration of a GRB jet propagating in an AGN
disk.

central engines. This reactivation can directly con-
tribute to the flares (e.g., Burrows et al. 2005; Dai et al.
2006), or provides energy injections into EFSs to indi-
rectly form the plateau phase (e.g., Zhang & Mészdros
2001; Liet al. 2016; Hou et al. 2018; Lin et al. 2018;
Huang & Liu 2021). According to the statistical analy-
ses, we consider that most of X-ray plateaus and flares
might have the same physical origin but appear with
different features (e.g., Yi et al. 2022).

Recently, significant attention has been directed to-
wards GRBs occurring in AGN disks. Unlike typical en-
vironments, GRBs within AGN disks can experience dif-
fuse emergence due to the high densities of disk material
(Perna et al. 2021). Additionally, the diffuse afterglows
are fairly weak and peak at very late stages (Wang et al.
2022). To comprehend the role of reactivated GRB cen-
tral engines within AGN disks, we investigate the effects
of energy injections resulting from their reactivation on
the dynamical evolution of EFSs and the characteristics
of relevant radiations in this work.

The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we
present the AGN disk model, the EFS-dynamics model,
and relevant radiation mechanism. The main results are
outlined in Section 3, and the conclusions and discussion
are made in Section 4.

2. METHOD

We investigate the physical processes of EFSs with en-
ergy injections propagating in AGN disks. We assume
EFSs are generated during the initially ejected GRB jets
interact with the circumburst medium. Here, GRB jets
are assumed to be launched close to the equatorial plane
of the disks and to move vertically upward, as depicted
in Figure 1. During the propagation of EFSs in the
disks, on the one hand, the reactivation of GRB cen-
tral engines pushes out new jets; these new jets catch

up with EFSs, continuously providing them with energy
injections. On the other hand, the radiation emitted
by EFSs is significantly scattered and absorbed by the
high-density material of the disks. For simplicity, we as-
sume that the material eventually absorbs all radiation
from EFSs in regions where the optical depth exceeds
one, leading to heating and subsequent thermal emis-
sion, hereafter referred to as radiation from the heated
disk material (RHDM). Conversely, we neglect the ma-
terial’s effects on photon propagation in regions where
the optical depth is less than one. Thereby, once EFSs
penetrate through the photosphere of the disks, GRB af-
terglows become transparent. Note that here the EFSs
involve the initially ejected GRB jets.

2.1. AGN accretion disk model

We adopt the accretion disk model proposed by
Sirko & Goodman (2003). This disk model considers
the effect of self-gravity and provides an accurate de-
scription for the radial structure from inner regions
out to ~ 2 x 1O5Rg, where R, = 2GMpp/c? is the
Schwarzschild radius with G being the gravitational con-
stant, Mpg being the mass of BHs, and ¢ being the
speed of light. Additionally, within this disk model,
the supermassive BH (SMBH) spin is not involved, and
the outer part of the accretion disks belongs to the
non-ionizing region due to significantly low tempera-
tures. The SMBH masses are set to Mgy = 106, 107,
and 108 M, the SMBH accretion efficiency Igqq = 0.5
(lgaa = O.lMc2/LEdd, where M and Lgqq are the ac-
cretion rate and the Eddington luminosity, respectively),
and the viscosity parameter o = 0.01.

For the vertical structure, we utilize a Gaussian func-
tion to depict the density distribution, which is written
as follows

R

pdisk(Rr, R2) = po(R;) exp {—W] , (1)

where R, represents the radial radius, R, stands for the
vertical distance from the equatorial plane, po(R,.) de-
notes the density at the equatorial plane, and H(R;)
signifies the half-thickness of accretion disks. Further,
the photospheric radius of accretion disks, Rph, qisk, de-
fined as the location where the optical depth is one from
the surface of accretion disks inwards, can be calculated
by

H
(Ry) = /R ko(Ro)passe(Ros Ro) AR, = 1, (2)
ph,disk

where ko(R,) is the opacity of accretion disks.

2.2. Dynamical evolution of EFSs with energy
injections
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Figure 2. The initial radii of EFSs in SGRBs (REs,s)
and LGRBs (Rgs,1), the photospheric radius of AGN disks
(Rph,disk), and the disk disk half-thickness (H) evolving with
radial locations for different SMBH masses, including 10® My
(top panel), 10° Mg (middle panel), and 10% My (bottom
panel).
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Assuming the initially ejected GRB jets to be thick
shells, the initial position of EFSs can be written as
(Sari & Piran 1995)

Riss = Rggo A%, (3)
where Rsedqov represents the Sedov radius defined by the
integral

Rsedov
/ 41 R*pc* dR = Figo, (4)
Ro
with Ry and Eis, being the initial position and isotropic
energy of the initially ejected GRB jets, and A = ¢T'
is the lab-frame jet width with 7" being the duration
of GRBs. p is the density of the circumburst medium
with p = paisk inside the disks and p = nismm,, out-
side the disks, where nigy is the number density of the
interstellar medium (ISM) and m,, is the proton mass.
In this work, we consider both SGRB and LGRB sit-
uations, and denote the corresponding initial radii of
EFSs as Rgs s and Rgg. R represents the distance from
the central engines. Here the jet direction along the z
axis is considered. For SGRBs, we set Ry = 107 cm,
Ei, = 10°'erg, and T = 1s. Meanwhile, for LGRBs,
we set Ry = 10'° cm, Eiy, = 10°3 erg, and T = 10s.

We use an approximate dynamical evolution model to
discuss the evolution of EFSs, which contains differential
equations listed as follows (Huang et al. 1999),

dm dEin
d_F: _(F2_1)T+CL2 dt (5)
dt  Mj+em+2(1—¢el'm’

dm dR

e 27(1 — cos Hjct)R2p%, (6)
dR ch
dt — (1—Bcosy)(1+2) (@)

Here, I', m, €, and ¢ are the Lorentz factor, swept
mass of the external medium, radiation efficiency of
EFSs, and jet-half opening angle, respectively. M; =
Exiso(1 — cosbiet)/2(Tg — 1)c? is the mass of the ini-
tially ejected GRB jets, where Ej i, is the isotropic ki-
netic energy. 8 = /1 —1/T2? is the EFS velocity. ¢ is
the time measured in the observer’s frame. 6, is the
viewing angle, which is the angle between the jet axis
and the line of sight, and it is set to 0° here, i.e., on-axis
viewing. z is the redshift and is set to 0.5. In addition,
the functional form of dEj, /dt can be simply described
as (Lin et al. 2018)

dEi — wu Tst,in <t< Tst,in + Tst,dua
dt 0, others,

(8)
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where Pigoin, Tit,in, and T qu are the isotropic power,
start time, and duration of energy injections, respec-
tively. For simplicity, in this work we only consider a
constant injected power, namely Pigo in = constant.

2.3. RHDM

We assume that the disk material begins to be heated
as EFSs form. Therefore, the lower position of the region
of the heated disk material is at the initial radius of
EFSs, and the upper position of this region is set to the
photospheric radius of the disks, as shown in Figure 1.
To calculate the radiation from this region, we divide it
into a series of shell layers from bottom to top, which
is similar to the treatment of the kilonova or supernova
radiation calculations (e.g., Chen et al. 2022; Qi et al.
2022b; Li et al. 2023). For each shell layer, the evolution
of the internal energy can be written as

dE 0, R(ty) < Ri1,
dtbz =4 Linj— Li, Ri1 < R(ty) < Ripo, 9)
—Li, Ri72 < R(tb).

Here the subscript ¢ represents the ¢th layer, so F; is
the internal energy of the ith layer, L; is the observed
luminosity contributed by the ith layer, R; ; is the lower
radius of the ¢th layer, and R;» is the upper radius of
the ith layer. t, is the time measured in the lab frame,
and the corresponding observer time is equal to t,(1 +
z) for the shell layers. Note that the observer time,
before EFSs form, is approximately equal to Rgs(l +
2)/2T3c. R(tp) is the radius of EFSs, and Liy; is the
luminosity of the radiation escaping from EFSs, which
can be expressed as (e.g., Panaitescu et al. 1998; Piran
1999)
Linj = €T — 1)c2%. (10)
The observed luminosity contributed by the ith layer
can be obtained by the following formula,
E;

Li=——t 11
max|[tdq, tc,i] (11)

where ti.; = R;/c represents the light-crossing time,
and tq; is the radiation diffusion timescale, which can
be written as

3:%0 2 m;
ta; = 1 12
N 12)

where m; and R; are the mass and the middle radius of
the jth layer. Here, m; = QC(RiQ — R?)l)pdisk/?), and
Q. = 27(1—cosb,), with 6, being the half opening angle
of the heated disk metarial, which is set as 10°.

The overall bolometric luminosity of the heated disk
metarial finally can be calculated by accumulating the
contributions from each shell layer,

Lpn =) Li. (13)
=1

Assuming that this radiation approximately satisfies the
blackbody spectrum and is emitted from the photo-
sphere of the disks, the effective temperature can be
expressed as

I 1/4
Top = | oy — ; 14
<QcR}29h,diskUSB ) 04

where ogp is the Stephan-Boltzmann constant. In addi-
tion, the flux density can be written as

B 2rhy’

(1+2) Qchh,disk
Fl’obs (t) - L

2 exp(hw/kTew) —1 4nDE

(15)

where v represents the local frequency, related to the ob-
server frequency vops by a factor of (14 z), k denotes the
Boltzmann constant, and Dy, is the luminosity distance
in the standard ACDM cosmology model (2, = 0.27,
Qp =0.73, and Hy = 71 km s~ Mpc~1).

2.4. Synchrotron radiation

After EFSs break out of disk photospheres, afterglows
become transparent. At this stage, we calculate the syn-
chrotron radiation emitted by the electrons of the cir-
cumburst medium accelerated by the EFSs.

Based on the above-mentioned EFS dynamics, the
evolution of the shock-accelerated electrons is obtained
by the following formula (Fan et al. 2008),

! !/ !
0 (dNe) +i (d% dNe) _0. (16)

OR \ dv} oyl \ dR d},
where dN!/d~! is the instantaneous electron energy
spectrum, . is the Lorentz factor of the shock-
accelerated electrons, dv./dR is the cooling term of
electrons with the Lorentz factor v, and @ is the in-
jection term for newly shocked-accelerated electrons.
Since the shock-accelerated electrons are assumed to
follow a power-law distribution, one can express ) =
K~7P, with K =~ 27(1 — cosbje)(p — 1)R2n73;i1n,
for Fyé,min < Vé < Vé,max7 where p (> 2)7 ’Yé,min’
and 7, . represent the power-law index, the mini-
mum Lorentz factor, and the maximum Lorentz factor
of the shock-accelerated electrons, respectively. Here,
the minimum and maximum Lorentz factor can be ex-
pressed as v, i, = (' = 1)(p — 2)mp/(p — I)me +
1 and 9 pax = V9mM2c?/8B'e3(1+Y), respectively,
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Table 1. The parameter values for selected 9 cases. These parameters are the SMBH masses, the radial locations from the
centers, the initial radii of EFSs in SGRBs, the initial radii of EFSs in LGRBs, the photospheric radii of AGN disks, and the

half-thickness of AGN disks, respectively.

Cases Mgpu (Mg) Ry (Rg) Rpss (Rg) REs )1 (Rg) Ry, disk (Rg) H (Rg)
1 106 103 2.49 x 10° 1.563 x 10° 1.262 x 10t 1.262 x 10t
2 106 10* 4.701 x 10° 2.787 x 10! 9.703 x 10! 9.705 x 10!
3 106 10° 1.708 x 10* 9.652 x 10! 1.721 x 103 1.726 x 103
4 107 103 3.181 x 10~1 1.831 x 10 8.377 x 10° 8.379 x 10°
5 107 10* 9.606 x 10~1 5.414 x 100 1.171 x 102 1.171 x 102
6 107 10° 5.401 x 10° 3.038 x 10! 1.648 x 103 3.718 x 103
7 108 103 5.405 x 1072 3.043 x 1071 7.893 x 10° 7.895 x 10°
8 108 104 3.037 x 10~1 1.708 x 10° 2.522 x 102 2.524 x 102
9 108 10° 1.708 x 10° 9.605 x 10° 0.0 8.010 x 103

with B’ = /327(T — 1)pepc® (Kumar et al. 2012),
where €. is the fraction of the thermal energy den-
sity that is shared by accelerated elections, €p is the
fraction of the thermal energy density that is shared
by magnetic filed, e is the electron charge, m, is the
electron masses, and Y is the Compton parameter
(Fan & Piran 2006). Additionally, the radiation effi-
ciency of EFSs can be expressed as € = €paq€e, with
€rad = min[l, (%,min/vé)(”‘”], where . is the efficient
cooling Lorentz factor of electrons (Sari & Esin 2001).
Note that quantities with a superscript accent sign are
defined in the comoving frame of EFSs.

The spectral power of synchrotron radiation at fre-
quency v/ can be expressed as (Rybicki & Lightman
1979)

Ye,max AN’
Ps/yn(yl) - , Pe/(V/vﬁ)/é) d,y/ed'yg’ (17)
’Ye,min ©
where V38
3e’ B’ v
PV, 7e) = WF<7>’ (18)
€ C

represents the power of a single election with the Lorentz
factor ”ye Here, v, = 3eB'y2/4mmec, F(V' /V)) =
W[5 v jor Ksya(@)da, and Kgj3(z) is a modified
Bessel function of order 5/3. Since elections with 7, < 3
are thought to be difficult to produce synchrotron ra-
diation, the lower integration limit in Equation (17) is
set to 3 if v, ;. < 3. In addition, the self-absorption
effect of synchrotron radiation is taken into account in
this work, and the corresponding optical depth is given
by (Rybicki & Lightman 1979)

1 d (dN./dv.
Trot (V') = W /Pc/(V/a%)VfW (T) dv,
(19)

with f = 27(1 — cosfje;) R?. Consequently, the spec-
tral power of synchrotron radiation considering the self-
absorption effect can be written as

Tt PI (Y
P:a/yn bd( /) = /0 ﬁ((y/)) exp (_T)dT' (20)

We consider a top-hat jet and divide it into a number
of emitters. Therefore, the observed flux density is cal-
culated by accumulating the flux density of the emitters
at the same observer time, which can be derived as (e.g.,
Granot et al. 1999)

1+ 2 byl’l sa /) 3
F, Do, (21
obs 4.7TD2 // 27(1 — cos Bjet) 21
tEATS)

where “EATS” refers to the equal-arrival time surface
corresponding to the same observer time, v/ = (1 +
Z)Vobs/ D, and D represents the Doppler factor of the
emitters.

3. RESULTS

Figure 2 illustrates the evolutions of the initial EFS
radii, disk photospheric radius, and disk half-thickness
concerning the radial radius. The top, middle, and bot-
tom panels present the results corresponding to SMBH
masses of Mgy = 105, 107, and 108 M, respectively.
In Figure 2, it is evident that EFSs in LGRBs exhibit
larger initial radii compared to those in SGRBs. Ad-
ditionally, at smaller radial radii, the initial EFS radii
surpass the disk half-thickness, indicating the forma-
tion of EFSs outside the disks. However, with the in-
crease in radial radius, the disk half-thickness undergoes
a significant increase. At a specific location, the ini-
tial EFS radii suddenly become smaller than the disk
half-thickness, implying the inception of EFS forma-
tion within the disks from that radial location onwards.
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Figure 3. R and I of evolving EFSs in 9 cases. In each panel, green (purple) lines represent the evolution of R in SGRBs
(LGRBs), and the red (yellow) lines represent the evolution of I" in SGRBs (LGRBs), where solid (dashed) lines denote the
results with (without) energy injections. In addition, the black dot-dash lines show the photospheric radius of AGN disks

(Rph,disk)-

Moreover, irrespective of the SMBH masses, the pho-
tospheric radius of the disks (yellow lines) essentially
aligns with the disk half-thickness (red lines) within the
region of R, < 10°R,. This alignment suggests con-
siderable opacity of the disks in this area, with the
photospheres almost coinciding with the disk surfaces.
Beyond this region, however, the disks quickly become
completely transparent. In this study, to encompass all
scenarios, namely EFSs forming in both the optically
thin and thick regions of the disks as well as outside
the disks, while minimizing computational efforts, we
adopt three radial radii: R, = 103, 10%, and 10°R, for
each SMBH mass, according to the results of Figure 2.

Consequently, our investigation encompasses 9 cases, as
outlined in Table 1. Our focus lies on studying the EFS
dynamical evolution and the characteristics of relevant
radiations across these 9 cases, with particular emphasis
on the effects of energy injections on the EFSs.

In general, there are two forms of continuous en-
ergy injection into EFSs, one due to a long-lived cen-
tral engine (e.g., Dai & Lu 1998a; Zhang & Mészaros
2001; Kumar et al. 2008; Huang & Liu 2021) and the
other due to a stratification of the ejecta Lorentz fac-
tor (e.g., Rees & Mészdros 1998; Sari & Mészéros 2000;
Granot et al. 2003). Regardless of whether the pro-
genitor is the merger of compact binaries or the col-



Table 2. The chosen values of EFS parameters for both
SGRBs and LGRBs.

Parameter Unit SGRB LGRB
By iso erg 1051 1053
To 2 x 102 2 x 102
€o 101 101
€B 1073 1073
nISM cm™3 1 1

P 2.5 2.5
Ojet degree 5 5
Tst,in s 10! 10!
Tau,in s 2 x 102 2 x 103
Piso,in erg/s 1049 1051

lapse of massive stars, either a rapidly rotating stellar-
mass BH or a massive millisecond magnetar is involved
in the center. In the case of BH engines, continuous
energy injections are attributed to material accretion,
and in the case of magnetar engines, continuous energy
injections are supplied by the Poynting flux/electron-
positron wind. The energy of the magnetar wind cannot
exceed the maximum rotational energy of ~ 2x10°2 erg,
but this limit does not exist in the BH accretion sce-
nario. Compared to the normal circumstellar environ-
ment, in AGN disks, more massive progenitor stars pre-
fer to produce BHs and more massive fallback accretion
material should prolong the duration of energy injec-
tions and improve the total energy injected. Thus, con-
tinuous energy injections in the BH accretion scenario
are effective in helping EFSs to break out of the disk
photospheres. However, to be conservative, we do not
consider specific scenarios and only base on the results
of the observed sample statistics to set Ey iso = 10°! erg,
Pioin = 10 ergs™! and Tyy in = 2 x 102 s for SGRBs,
and By iso = 10°3 erg, Pgoin = 10° ergs™, and Ty in =
2 x 10%s for LGRBs, additionally T in = 10s for both.
The detailed values of EFS parameters are listed in Ta-
ble 2.

3.1. Ewolutions of EFSs

Figure 3 displays the evolutions of R and I' across
observer time in 9 cases, with each panel correspond-
ing to a distinct case. Within each panel, two sec-
tions are present: the upper section delineates the R
evolutions in SGRBs (green lines) and LGRBs (purple
lines), while the lower section exhibits the I evolutions
in SGRBs (red lines) and LGRBs (yellow lines). In both
sections, solid lines depict the results considering the
energy injections, whereas dashed lines represent the re-
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sults without the energy injections. Furthermore, the
black dot-dashed line in the upper section denotes the
photospheric radius of the disks, i.e., Rph disk-

In Figure 3, the evolution of R reveals that EFSs
with the energy injections penetrate the disk photo-
spheres earlier than those without the injections. This
effect is notably more pronounced in LGRBs compared
to SGRBs, indicating that higher injection powers and
longer injection durations expedite EFSs’ breakout from
the disk photospheres. In addition, the I'" evolution re-
veals that in some cases with relatively low disk densities
and relatively small radii of the disk photospheres, the
EFSs remain at relativistic velocities after breaking out
of the disk photospheres due to the energy injections,
such as the EFS with the energy injections in LGRBs
of case 2 maintaining the Lorentz factor I' ~ 3. How-
ever, these cases constitute a minority among all cases.
In the majority, despite the energy injections, EFSs still
exit the photospheres at non-relativistic velocities due
to the hindrance posed by the high-density disk mate-
rial. This suggests that, in most cases, higher injection
powers and longer durations than those considered in
this study would be necessary for EFSs to still maintain
relativistic velocities after leaving the photospheres.

There are two exceptional cases, cases 1 and 9. In
case 1, EFSs in LGRBs have initial radii outside the
disk. In our study, outside the disk, the assumed en-
vironment is the ISM. Consequently, LGRBs in case 1
belong to typical LGRBs. Hence, we can observe that
the corresponding I' exhibits significantly larger values
in the initial phase and decays more slowly over time, in
contrast to SGRBs (within the same case) where EFSs
form inside the disk and their velocities decrease rapidly
as they propagate in the high-density disk. In case 9, we
can firstly see in Table 1 that the photospheric radius is
0. This indicates that the corresponding disk region is
optically thin and low-density. Thus, in this case, there
is no the RHDM, and the afterglows would appear ear-
lier and brighter compared to those with EFSs formed
in the optically thick regions. In addition, due to a low
disk density, I' reach about 20 for SGRBs and 30 for
LGRBs in the initial phase, much larger than those in
cases 7 and 8 with higher disk densities.

3.2. Light curves

There are two types of radiation discussed in our work.
As mentioned in Section 2, one is the RHDM and the
other is the afterglow synchrotron radiation from EFSs
after they break out of the disk photospheres. Here we
show their light curves.

3.2.1. RHDM
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Figure 4. Optical light curves of RHDM. The purple (green) solid lines represent the results of SGRBs (LGRBs) with the
energy injections, and the red (yellow) dashed lines denote the results of SGRBs (LGRBs) without the energy injections.

Figure 4 shows the RHDM optical (5 x 10* Hz) light
curves. The purple and red lines denote the light curves
in SGRBs, and the green and yellow lines represent the
light curves in LGRBs. Meanwhile, the solid and dashed
lines exhibit the results with and without the energy
injections, respectively.

In the figure, the light curves with and without the
energy injections are overlapped in all cases, indicating
that the effects of the energy injections caused by the re-
activation of GRB central engines are minimal for this
type of radiation. The reason is that the observed lumi-
nosity from the shell layers heated before EFSs received
the energy injections dominates the total observed lu-
minosity, compared to the observed luminosity from the
shell layers heated during EFSs received the energy in-
jections, this is because the Lorentz factors of EFSs have
been decayed to relatively lower values in the energy in-
jection phase than in the initial formation phase due to
the resistance of the high-density disk material. In ad-

dition, the fluxes of the light curves do not obviously
change with the observer time. This is attributed to
the fact that the densities of the disk material are large
enough to lead to significantly long diffusion times and
thus to observed luminosities much smaller than the in-
jection luminosities, i.e., Ly < Linj, which means that
the energy of the heated disk material cannot be effec-
tively radiated. Moreover, since the EFSs form outside
the disk, there is no the RHDM in the LGRB scenario
of case 1.

It can be found that the fluxes improve significantly
overall with the increasing radial radius by comparing
the cases with the same SMBH masses but different
radial radii, such as case 1 (10°Mg, 103R,), case 2
(106Mg), 10'R,), and case 3 (105M, 10°R,), which in-
dicating RHDM fluxes are directly proportional to the
radial radius of the disks. The reason is that, given the
model parameter values, the larger the radial radius, the
larger the photospheric radius of the disks (before about
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Figure 5. Afterglow light curves for cases 1 (first column), 2 (second column), and 9 (third column). The first, second, and
third rows show the X-ray, optical, and radio light curves, respectively. Green and red lines represent the results of SGRBs and
LGRBSs, where solid and dashed lines denote the results with and without the energy injections, respectively.

R, < 10°R,), which hints that EFSs break out of the
disk photospheres with more time, and thus more energy
from the EFSs is absorbed by the disk material.

3.2.2. Afterglows

Figure 5 shows the afterglow light curves at X-ray
(1keV), optical (5 x 10'* Hz), and radio (10° Hz) bands
for cases 1, 2, and 9. The top, middle, and bottom
rows represent the X-ray, optical, and radio light curves,
respectively. The green and red lines depict the light
curves for SGRBs and LGRBs, while the solid and
dashed lines differentiate the results with and without
the energy injections.

In Figure 5, light curves with the energy injections
exhibit notable distinctions in both profiles and peak
fluxes compared to those without, suggesting evident

effects of the energy injections on the afterglow light
curves. This stands in contrast to the RHDM.

In case 1, the light curves in LGRBs peak considerably
earlier and exhibit significantly larger peak fluxes com-
pared to those in SGRBs. This is because, in this case,
EFSs in LGRBs form outside the disk, whereas EFSs
in SGRBs form inside the disk and have become unrel-
ativistic as they break out of the disk photosphere. In
case 2, although both the EFSs in SGRBs and LGRBs
form inside the disk, the EFS in LGRBs, supported by
the energy injections, maintains relativistic velocities af-
ter breaking out of the disk photosphere (as seen in
Figure 3). Consequently, an earlier peak time and a
larger peak flux are observed in this scenario compared
to that without the energy injections in LGRBs and to
those in SGRBs. In case 9, the disk reaches an optically
thin state, allowing the afterglow radiation to nearly in-
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Figure 6. Spectral energy distributions of the disk, RHDM,
and synchrotron afterglows for Mpuy = 10%,10" My, lg =
0.5, and a = 0.01, where solid and dashed lines denote the
results with Mpn = 10° Mg and 107 Mg, respectively.

susceptibly pass out of the disk. However, significantly
strong synchrotron self-absorption occurs in the radio
wavelengths when the radiation is produced by the EFSs
so that the radio fluxes are markedly lower. In addition,
also due to the higher synchrotron self-absorption, the
flux gap between the X-ray and optical bands is larger
than that in case 1 with the afterglows produced out-
side the disk and than that in case 2 with the after-
glows contributed by the EFSs after the breakout from
the disk photospheres. Finally, the light curves in the
other cases, regardless of whether they are in LGRBs or
SGRBs, resemble those of SGRBs in cases 1 and 2, i.e.,
rather weak afterglows. Therefore, we have not included
the afterglow light curves for these cases here.

4. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSION

In this paper, we focus on the effects of energy injec-
tions supported by the reactivation of GRB central en-
gines on the dynamical evolution of EFSs propagating in
AGN disks with a Gaussian density profile in the vertical
direction, as well as on the light curves of two types of
radiation, the RHDM and the afterglows. As results, we
find that EFSs with the energy injections can break out
of the disk photospheres faster than those without, and
the EFSs with the energy injections in LGRBSs occurring
at locations with low densities and small photospheric
radii still retains relativistic velocities after penetrating
the disk photospheres. Furthermore, we find that the
light curves with and without the energy injections are
not distinct for the RHDM but are notable differences
in peak fluxes for the afterglows.

A hollow cone would appear behind the EFS as an
EFS driven by an initially ejected GRB jet sweeps up

the disk material, and the hollow cone should gradually
fill with the heated disk material. If the hollow cone is
completely filled before new ejected jets catch up with
the EFS, there would be no energy injections. Thus,
here we estimate the time scale of the fully filled hollow
cone to evaluate the rationality of the adopted start time
of energy injections. This time scale can be estimated
by t. &~ R./v., where R, is the inner radius of the cross
section of the heated disk material, and v, = P./paisk is
the lateral expansion velocity (Begelman & Cioffi 1989;
Bromberg et al. 2011). P, = E./2V., E. = Lze Linjdty,
and V., = mR?(R. — Rgs)(tan? 6, — tan? 9_jet) are the
pressure, energy, and volume of the heated disk material,
respectively. tg is the time of EFS formation in the local
rest frame, ¢, is the start time of the energy injections
in the local rest frame, and R, is the location of the
EFS at the start time. In this work, the start time of
energy injections is set to 10s in the observer frame, i.e.,
Tst.in = 10s. Using the SGRB with the energy injections
in case 1 for an example, one have ts ~ 25s, t, =~ 67s,
and R, = 1.8 x 10'2cm. Further, we obtain the time
scale of the fully filled hollow cone t. ~ 98s, which is
larger than the start time of the energy injections (¢, ~
67s), indicating that setting Ty in = 10s is reasonable.

Using the same disk parameters as mentioned in
Section 2.1, we estimate the spectral energy distri-
butions of the disk model (Goodman 2003), RHDM,
and synchrotron afterglows, and compare the optical
(5x 104 Hz) luminosity from the RHDM and afterglows
and the X-ray (1keV) luminosity from the afterglows
with the corresponding disk luminosity. Regarding the
RHDM, the optical luminosity at smaller radial radii
is overshadowed by the optical luminosity of the disk
model. However, at larger radial radii, the optical lu-
minosity can outshine that of the disk model. For ex-
ample, in case 3, the optical luminosity of the RHDM
reaches 2.4 x 10*3 ergs™!, exceeding the corresponding
disk luminosity values of 8.3x10%*2 ergs—'. Although the
optical luminosity of the RHDM outshines that of the
disk model at larger radial radii, they may be indistin-
guishable due to two factors: (1) the luminosity excess
is not markedly obvious, and (2) the diffuse timescale is
sufficiently large, causing the optical luminosity of the
RHDM not to decay significantly over relatively short
times. Regarding the afterglows, the optical luminos-
ity is encompassed by the optical luminosity of the disk
model in optically thick regions. However, it can surpass
the corresponding disk luminosity in optically thin re-
gions (e.g., case 9) or when EFSs form outside the disks
(e.g., the LGRBs in case 1). The X-ray luminosity sce-
nario is similar to the optical luminosity scenario. But,
if EFSs still maintain relativistic velocities after break-



ing out of the disk photospheres, such as the LGRB with
the energy injections in case 2, the X-ray luminosity can
exceed the corresponding disk luminosity. Here, in con-
trast to the RHDM, the afterglows can be easily distin-
guished from the disk radiation due to their relatively
short durations. Finally, as an example, Figure 6 shows
the spectral energy distributions of the disk model (red),
RHDM at R, = 10° R, (purple), and synchrotron after-
glows at R, = 104 R, (green) for Mpu = 105,107 My,
lg = 0.5, and o = 0.01. It can be seen that the spectral
energy distributions of the afterglows are significantly
broader than those of the disk model and RHDM. How-
ever, for the same accretion rate, the afterglow lumi-
nosities decrease dramatically with the SMBH masses
increasing. They are well below the luminosity of the
AGN disk, which implies that it is more difficult to ob-
serve the afterglows for the more massive SMBHs.
Moreover, different values of parameters of accretion
system can significantly affect the above results. For the
given accretion rate and viscosity parameter, the SMBH
mass has inverse correlation with the disk densities and
positive correlation with the disk half-thicknesses and
luminosity (e.g., Kato et al. 2008). This implies that
EFSs require more time to penetrate the disk photo-
sphere for larger SMBH mass. Similarly, the accretion
rate is inversely proportional to disk density and pro-
portional to disk half-thickness and luminosity. In con-
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trast, the viscosity parameter is inversely proportional
to disk density, half-thickness, and luminosity. There-
fore, a low-mass SMBH, the low accretion rate, as well
as the large viscosity parameter, could favor the appear-
ance of GRB afterglows.

In this work, the assumed durations of energy injec-
tions in SGRBs and LGRBs are referenced to times ob-
tained from GRBs occurring in typical environments.
However, in the AGN disk, the long-duration fallback
accretion to the central BH might be maintained to pro-
long the timescale of the energy injection. Besides, if
cavities with radii close to the disk half-thickness are
involved (Kimura et al. 2021; Yuan et al. 2022), EFSs
will encounter less deceleration while propagating within
these cavities, enabling them to maintain relativistic ve-
locities as they escape from the disk photospheres, which
suggests the anticipation of stronger afterglows.
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