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ABSTRACT

The optical ash accom panying GRB 990123 is believed to be powered by

the reverse shock of a thin shell. W ith the best tted physical param eters
for GRB 990123 (Panaiescu & Kum ar 2001) and the assum ption that the
param eters in the optical ash are the sam e as those in the afterglow , we show
that: 1) the shell is thick but not thin, and we have provided the light curve for
the thick shell case which coincides w ith the observation; 2) the theoretical peak

ux of the optical ash accounts oronly 3 10 * ofthe cbserved. In order to
com pensate this divergency, the physical param eters the electron energy ration
and the m agnetic ratio ., g should be 0.61, 039 respectively, which are much
di erent from those in the late afterglow .

Sub¥ct headings: gam m a-rays: burstsitheory

1. Introduction

BeppoSA X ushered In 1999 w ith the discovery of a superbright -ray burst, GRB
990123. This GRB was intensively studied by m any groups world w ide. At that tin e this
burst was notable for the richness of new results: the discovery of prom pt optical em ission
by ROTSE @Akerbofet al 1999), the discovery of the brightest optical afterglow and is
redshift z= 1:6004 Jeads to a huge energy release of 16  10%ergs in rays alone (B riggs
et al. 1999; Kukamiet al. 1999a), and a break in the opticalafferglow light curve EFruchter
et al. 1999; Castro-T irado et al. 1999), and the radic are Kulkamiet al. 199%). In the
past three years, all of these phenom ena have been discussed in great detail. For Instance,
the steepening of the rband light curve from about t '? to t '® after two daysm ight be
due to a $t which has transited from a soherical-like phase to sideways expansion phase
Rhoads 1999; Sard, Piran & Halphem 1999; Huang et a12000 a, b, ¢, d; W ei& Lu 2000).
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T he stesping m ight also be due to a dense m ediim which has slowed down the shock quickly
to a non—relativistic one @ai& Lu 1999).

The m ost natural explanation for the strong optical em ission accom panying GRB
990123 is the synchrotron em ission from a reverse shock propagating into the reball ecta
after it interacts w ith the surrounding gas (Sari & Piran 1999; M eszaros & Rees 1999).

U nder this fram ew ork, the light curve ofGRB optical ash in a hom ogenousm edium or in a
stellar w ind and its corresponding Synchrotron selfC om pton em ission have been discussed
In great detail K obayashi2001; W ang, Dai& Lu 2001 a, b; W u et al. 2002; Fan et al
2002) . Several authors attem pted to constrain the intrinsic param eters, such as the Lorentz
factor of the shocked reball efpcta relative to the unshocked rballefcta ( ) W ang,
Dai& Lu 2000; Sari & Piran 1999). It should be noted, however, that these estin ates were
m ade before accurate burst param eters for GRB 990123 were known, and consequently they
Include approxin ations and param eters from other GRB afterglow s. Recently, by tting
the m ultifrequency afterglow light curves, physical param eters for eight GRB s, Including
GRB 990123 have been reported (Panaitescu & Kum ar 2001, hereafter PK 01). This tting
has provided us the possibility to study this unigque event m ore quantitatively. W ith these
param eters Soderberg & Ram irez-Ruiz (2002, hereafter SR 02) have estin ated the prom pt
reverse shodk am ission to be expected for these eight bursts.

A fter a careful calculation w ith the param eters for GRB 990123 (we assum e these

param eters In the optical ash are the sam e as those in the late afterglow ), In section 2 we

nd the shell is thick and we provide the adjusted light curve for the thidk shell case which
coincides w ith the cbservation. In section 3, we nd the theoreticalpeak ux ofthe optical

ash accounts oronly 3 10 4 of the observed, if it is the reverse shock which acoounts for
the optical ash. In order to com pensate this great divergency, the physical param eters of
the electron energy ratio and m agnetic eld energy ratio ., g In the optical ash phase
should be much di erent from those in the late afterglow phase. In the nalsection we
m ake som e discussions and give our conclusions.

2. Light curves of the reverse shock em ission for the thick shell case

By ttihg multifrequency afferglow light curves, physical param eters for 8 GRB s have
been reported in PK0l. Best tted param eters for GRB 990123 are: initial gt energy
n afferglow phase E 550 = 1:5+Sj , Initial opening angle o = 2:41° gédeg, environm ent
num ber density no, 3= 192, , 2= 13", 5, 4 = 742}, and the electron distribution

power-aw index p= 228" J93.
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The thin shell deceleration tine, t can be estinated by t ' 3Eg, Ngs 09

K cbayashi 2000), where the param eters are scaled asEs, = E=10°%, ng;s = ne=5an >,
300 = =300, isthe Initial Lorentz factor of the rball at the end of the G amm a—ray
burst, here we take itsbest estin ated value = 900 (SR02), E isthe isotropic energy of the
reball n afferglow . W ith these param etersm entioned above wehavet ’ 8s< =c’ 20s,
where 4 isthe shell width. Therefore the shell is thick but not thin. In fact if the shell is

thin, the reverse shock willbe in sub-rehtivistic. However it is generally suggested that

” 900 to 1200 W ang, Dai& Lu 2000; SR02), and at the reverse shock crossing tine ,
the Lorentz factor ofthe rball’ 300 PKO01l), ie. .’ 5=3to 2 which ism id—relativistic,
0 the shell should be thick. This conclusion coincides w ith the result ofW ang, Dai& Lu
(2000) . Som e authors argued that if the shell was thick, the theoretic light curve would be
much di erent from what one ocbserved (Sari& P iran 1999; K cbayashi 2000; SR 02). Below
we Investigate that problen .

In the thick shell case, the reverse shodk crosses the shellat T /' =c. At the reverse
shock crossing tine T the break frequency , and thepeak ux are

1

2 n
- 108 2,2, B \1=2 1=2 , A 2 1 Hz; 1
n =100 ) G ) T ) () e )2(1+ ot (1)
D N n
m 2 0 (1028) 102 (300) (10 5) (10 3~ 1+ 2)Jy @)

where the relations , = © 2)=@ 1)@p=me) (s 1) Orp> 2,F, = Ne aP n Otz)

4 D2

P -
Pn= p—=f andB =39 10%n)" (5=10 ?)*? , havebeen used, » isthe Lorentz
factor ofthe shocked shell, s isapproximatedby ( o= + =,)=2Pr ,, 1,N. isthe

total num ber of electrons in the shell, D is the lum nosity distance we assume H o = 65km
s'Mpct!, y =03, ~= 0{),z isthe redshift of the burst, , isa function ofp, whose
valueis 06 Porp 228 W iprs& Galama 1999).

T he scalings before and after T In the hom ogenous m ediim case have been discussed
by K cbayashi (2000). A di erence between K cbayashi’s and our scalings is: at early tin es
the reverse shock isNewtonian (K obayashiassum ed it was relativistic), 0 s 1/ Zﬁf L,

a (Sari& Piran 1995). In the thick shell case: the soreading is not in portant, then
£ /R 2. Noting R 22tc,wehave £ / t ?,ie. . 1/ £. Substiuting this
relation into equation (1) we obtain , / t!. Noting N.(t) / t | cbayashi2000) and
substituting this relation into equation (), we haveF , / t. For , < < . wehave
F /20 bYp /&1L,

For . 1, (. 1¥ 2 2=4, equation (1) reduces to oonstant, as the case
suggested by K ocbayashi (2000). Combining K cbayashi’s results and ourswe get the ux at
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a given frequency ,for , < < ¢

(
e or o 1 1;

F €< T)/
( ) £2; Pbr . 1 1;

©)

F (t> T) / t (73p+21)=96: (4)

T he cbserved optical light curve of GRB 990123 at early tin es show s a fast rise and a

slow er decay, whose powerJdaw Indices are 3.3 and 2.0 respectively. O n the other hand, for
p= 228wehave2p 1= 356and (/3p+ 21)=9=  1:95, then we expect that the light
curve rises faster at early times (for a powerdaw index 3.56) then slow ly (for a power-law
Index 0.5) before it reaches its peak. Unfortunately, the lJack of data for the optical ash
prevents us to check it m ore quantitatively. By now we have successfully explained the fast
rise of £ and slow decay oft 2® in the thick shell case.

3. The expected peak ux ofthe optical ash

W ith the best t param eters of GRB 990123 afterglow for a hom ogeneous m ediim
with 90% con dence level, we have (see n PKO01 ): M 5 * 028 10°M , , ' 300.
Correspondingly, N, and , in equation (2) areN.’ 5 16, . ’ 300 respectively. The
synchrotron spectrum or , < g5 < ¢ isgiven by

Fos=F n(os=n) 2 : ®)

Substituting equations (1) and ) into equation (5) we have

Fopspear = 0012 [o;wi—i) ) (o DTS T (1]328> 2112; M+ 2)2 (P
(6)

When gs=5 10%Hz, . 1’ 1andotherbest tted param eters of GRB 990123 have

been taken Into caloulation, we have Fpeax = 3 10 *Jy, which ismuch Jess than what

we observed, Fpeax 7 1Jy Akerlofet al. 1999).

One m ay argue that if the optical ash was bom in a dense envelope, for instance
n’ 40an 3, the divergency will disappear. H owever, there is no m ore evidence for that.
Another way is to assum e that the physical param eters in the optical ash are di erent
from those In the late afterglow , Prexample .’ 061, 5 ' 039 (n isthe same as that
In afterglow phase ) can com pensate this discrepancy safely. But thism eans in di erent
phases (the GRB, very early afterglow and the late afterglow ) the physical param eters m ay
bemudh di erent. In fact, as early as in 2000, it has been proposed that the high energy
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soectral power-aw indices ( ) or GRBs 970508, 990123, 990510, 991216 are -1 .88, 230,
249, 200 reypectively Fenin ore & Ram irez-Ruiz 2000), ie., corresponding p n the GRB
phase are 1.76, 2.60, 2.98, 2.00 respectively. However the best tted p in the afterglow
phase are 218, 228, 1.83, 1.36 regpectively for these four GRBs PK01). Obviously they
are quite di erent.

Dai& Lu (1999) have proposed the dense m edium m odel to explain the afterglow
decay of GRB 990123. T he param eters derived from thatm odelare . 01, 5, ¢ 002,
n 3 10. In thiscase, ifweset » ’/ 300,N. = Ei, = o &, p = 2:3, we have
Fopspeax | 1Jy. However, according to the jum p conditions of the shock, the Lorentz factor
ofthe shocked shell should approxin ately equalto that of shocked ISM . T he Lorentz factor
ofthe forward shocked ISM oould be obtained from the standard afterglow m odel (eg. Sar,
Piran & Narayan 1998): s (t) / 6(52)° (ﬁ) 3% ForEs, 22andn 3 Wwe
have ,s(00s)= a,5s060s)’ 32, whith ismuc below 300. From equation (6), such snall

ars Willlead to amuch smaller F g peax than the cbserved. T his negative result favors our
opinion that these param eters for later forward and early reverse shodks are di erent, at

Jeast In the case of GRB 990123.

4. Summ ary and discussion

W ith the param eters for GRB 990123 provided in PK 01, we have shown that the
shell is thick but not thin. The adjusted light curve for the thick shell case can account
for the observed light curve of the optical ash of GRB 990123. However the expected
peak am ission ux ismuch less than the observed. T he param eters derived from the dense
medim modelby Dai& Lu (1999) have been considered, too, but the expected peak
em ission is stillmuch less than observation. Ifthe optical ash was really produced by the
reverse shodk, the param eters g, o, even p in optical ash should be much di erent from
that in the late afterglow . Unfortunately there is no enough data for us to study it m ore
quantitatively. New ocbservations are needed to provide us a chance to understand optical

ashes in m ore detail.

W ith eight GRB s’ param eters, SR 02 have estin ated the reverse shock peak am ission
for seven bursts| for reasonable assum ptions about the velocity of the source expansion, a
strong optical ashm y 9 was expected from the reverse shodk, then the best observational
prospects for detecting these prom pt ashes are high-lightened. It is easy to see that
equation (6) In this note provides sim ilar results. For instance: for GRB 000926, we have
Fomspeak  02(rs 1P 'Jy. Surprishgly, although m any researchers have tried their best,
there isno m ore optical ashes that have been observed @ kerlofet al. 2001; K ehoe et al.
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2001). SR 02 suggested that the dust cbscuration seem ed to be the m ost lkely reason for
non-detection. H owever, considered the discrepancy between the cbserved peak ux and
the theoretically expected value, the reverse shock em ission m ight be Insigni cant, m ore
reliable m odel to explain that "unique" observation is needed.

Wewould lke tothank D.M .Wei,X Y.Wang,X.F.Wuand Z.Lifor valuable
discussion. This work was supported by the N ational N atural Science Foundation of China,
the N ational 973 proect WKBRSF G 19990754), the Special Funds forM apr State Basic
Ressarch P rogcts, and the Foundation for the A uthor of N ational E xcellent D octoral
D issertation of P.R .China Progct No: 200125).
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