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A B ST R A C T

The opticalash accom panying GRB 990123 isbelieved to be powered by
the reverse shock ofa thin shell. W ith the best �tted physicalparam eters
forGRB 990123 (Panaitescu & Kum ar2001)and the assum ption thatthe
param etersin theopticalash arethesam easthose in the afterglow,we show
that:1)theshellisthick butnotthin,and wehaveprovided thelightcurvefor
thethick shellcasewhich coincideswith theobservation;2)thetheoreticalpeak
ux oftheopticalash accountsforonly 3� 10� 4 oftheobserved.In orderto
com pensate thisdivergency,thephysicalparam etersthe electron energy ration
and them agnetic ratio �e,�B should be0.61,0.39 respectively,which arem uch
di�erentfrom thosein thelateafterglow.

Subjectheadings:gam m a-rays:bursts:theory

1. Introduction

BeppoSAX ushered in 1999 with the discovery ofa super-bright-ray burst,GRB
990123.ThisGRB wasintensively studied by m any groupsworld wide.Atthattim e this
burstwasnotablefortherichnessofnew results:thediscovery ofprom ptopticalem ission
by ROTSE (Akerlofetal. 1999),the discovery ofthe brightestopticalafterglow and its
redshiftz = 1:6004 leadsto a hugeenergy releaseof1:6� 1054ergsin � raysalone(Briggs
etal.1999;Kulkarnietal.1999a),and abreak in theopticalafterglow lightcurve(Fruchter
etal.1999;Castro-Tirado etal.1999),and theradio are(Kulkarnietal.1999b).In the
pastthree years,allofthese phenom ena have been discussed in greatdetail.Forinstance,
the steepening ofthe r-band lightcurve from aboutt� 1:1 to t� 1:8 aftertwo daysm ightbe
due to a jetwhich hastransited from a spherical-like phase to sidewaysexpansion phase
(Rhoads1999;Sari,Piran & Halphern 1999;Huang etal2000 a,b,c,d;W ei& Lu 2000).
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Thesteeping m ightalsobeduetoadensem edium which hasslowed down theshock quickly
to a non-relativisticone(Dai& Lu 1999).

The m ostnaturalexplanation forthe strong opticalem ission accom panying GRB
990123 isthesynchrotron em ission from a reverse shock propagating into the�reballejecta
afteritinteractswith the surrounding gas(Sari& Piran 1999;M �esz�aros& Rees1999).
Underthisfram ework,thelightcurveofGRB opticalash in a hom ogenousm edium orin a
stellarwind and itscorresponding Synchrotron self-Com pton em ission have been discussed
in greatdetail(Kobayashi2001;W ang,Dai& Lu 2001 a,b;W u etal. 2002;Fan etal.
2002).Severalauthorsattem pted to constrain theintrinsicparam eters,such astheLorentz
factorofthe shocked �reballejecta relative to the unshocked �reballejecta (�rs)(W ang,
Dai& Lu 2000;Sari& Piran 1999).Itshould benoted,however,thattheseestim ateswere
m adebeforeaccurateburstparam etersforGRB 990123wereknown,and consequently they
include approxim ationsand param etersfrom otherGRB afterglows. Recently,by �tting
the m ulti-frequency afterglow lightcurves,physicalparam etersforeightGRBs,including
GRB 990123 havebeen reported (Panaitescu & Kum ar2001,hereafterPK01).This�tting
hasprovided usthepossibility to study thisunique eventm orequantitatively.W ith these
param etersSoderberg & Ram irez-Ruiz (2002,hereafterSR02)have estim ated the prom pt
reverse shock em ission to beexpected fortheseeightbursts.

Aftera carefulcalculation with the param eters forGRB 990123 (we assum e these
param etersin theopticalash arethesam easthosein thelateafterglow),in section 2 we
�nd theshellisthick and weprovidetheadjusted lightcurveforthethick shellcasewhich
coincideswith theobservation.In section 3,we�nd thetheoreticalpeak ux oftheoptical
ash accountsforonly 3� 10� 4 oftheobserved,ifitisthereverseshock which accountsfor
theopticalash.In orderto com pensate thisgreatdivergency,the physicalparam etersof
the electron energy ratio and m agnetic �eld energy ratio �e,�B in the opticalash phase
should be m uch di�erentfrom those in the late afterglow phase. In the �nalsection we
m akesom ediscussionsand giveourconclusions.

2. Light curves ofthe reverse shock em ission for the thick shellcase

By �tting m ulti-frequency afterglow lightcurves,physicalparam etersfor8 GRBshave
been reported in PK01. Best�tted param eters forGRB 990123 are: initialjetenergy
in afterglow phase E j;50 = 1:5+ 3:3� 0:4 ,initialopening angle �0 = 2:1+ 0:1� 0:9deg,environm ent
num berdensity n0;� 3 = 1:9+ 0:5� 1:5,�e;� 2 = 13+ 1� 4,�B ;� 4 = 7:4+ 23� 5:9,and the electron distribution
power-law index p= 2:28+ 0:05� 0:03.
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The thin shelldeceleration tim e,t can be estim ated by t ’ 3E 1=3

52 n
� 1=3

0;5 �
� 8=3

300

(Kobayashi2000),where the param etersare scaled asE 52 = E =1052,n0;5 = n0=5cm � 3,
�300 = �=300,� isthe initialLorentz factorofthe �reballatthe end ofthe Gam m a-ray
burst,herewetakeitsbestestim ated value� = 900 (SR02),E istheisotropicenergy ofthe
�reballin afterglow.W ith theseparam etersm entioned abovewehavet ’ 8s< �=c’ 20s,
where 4 istheshellwidth.Therefore theshellisthick butnotthin.In factiftheshellis
thin,the reverse shock willbe in sub-relativistic. Howeveritisgenerally suggested that
� ’ 900 to 1200 (W ang,Dai& Lu 2000;SR02),and atthe reverse shock crossing tim e �,
theLorentzfactorofthe�reball’ 300 (PK01),i.e.�rs ’ 5=3 to 2 which ism id-relativistic,
so theshellshould be thick.Thisconclusion coincideswith the resultofW ang,Dai& Lu
(2000).Som eauthorsargued thatiftheshellwasthick,thetheoreticlightcurve would be
m uch di�erentfrom whatoneobserved (Sari& Piran 1999;Kobayashi2000;SR02).Below
weinvestigatethatproblem .

In thethick shellcase,thereverse shock crossesthe shellatT ’ �=c.Atthe reverse
shock crossing tim eT thebreak frequency �m and thepeak ux are

�m = 1013(
p� 2

p� 1
)2(

�e

0:1
)2(

�B

10� 3
)1=2(

n

10� 2
)1=2(

�A
300

)2(�rs � 1)2
1

(1+ z)
Hz; (1)

F�m = 1:2� 10� 2(
D

1028
)� 2

N e

1052
(
�A
300

)2(
n

10� 2
)1=2(

�B

10� 3
)1=2(1+ z)Jy; (2)

wheretherelationsm = (p� 2)=(p� 1)(mp=m e)�e(�rs � 1)forp > 2,F�m = N e�A P�m (1+ z)

4�D 2 ,

P�m = �p

p
3e3B

m ec
2 and B = 3:9� 10� 2n1=21 (�B =10� 2)1=2�A have been used,�A isthe Lorentz

factoroftheshocked shell,�rs isapproxim ated by (�A=�+ �=�A)=2for�A,� � 1,Ne isthe
totalnum berofelectronsin theshell,D isthelum inosity distance (weassum e H 0 = 65km
s� 1 M pc� 1,
M = 0:3,
^ = 0:7),z istheredshiftoftheburst,�p isa function ofp,whose
valueis� 0:6 forp� 2:28 (W ijers& Galam a 1999).

The scalingsbeforeand afterT in the hom ogenousm edium case have been discussed
by Kobayashi(2000).A di�erence between Kobayashi’sand ourscalingsis:atearly tim es
thereverseshock isNewtonian (Kobayashiassum ed itwasrelativistic),so �rs� 1/ �2Af

� 1,
�A ’ � (Sari& Piran 1995).In the thick shellcase:the spreading isnotim portant,then
f �

n4
n1

/ R � 2. Noting R � 2�2Atc,we have f / t� 2,i.e. �rs � 1 / t2. Substituting this
relation into equation (1)we obtain �m / t4. Noting N e(t)/ t(Kobayashi2000)and
substituting thisrelation into equation (2),we have F�m / t. For�m < � < �c we have
F� / t2(p� 1)F�m / t2p� 1.

For�rs � 1,(�rs � 1)2�2A � �2=4,equation (1)reducesto �m � constant,asthecase
suggested by Kobayashi(2000).Com bining Kobayashi’sresultsand ourswegettheux at
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a given frequency �,for�m < � < �c

F�(t< T)/

(

t2p� 1; for�rs � 1� 1;
t1=2; for�rs � 1� 1;

(3)

F�(t> T)/ t
� (73p+ 21)=96

: (4)

The observed opticallightcurve ofGRB 990123 atearly tim esshows a fastrise and a
slowerdecay,whosepower-law indicesare3.3 and -2.0 respectively.On theotherhand,for
p= 2:28 wehave2p� 1= 3:56 and � (73p+ 21)=96= � 1:95,then weexpectthatthelight
curve risesfasteratearly tim es(fora power-law index 3.56)then slowly (fora power-law
index 0.5)before itreachesitspeak. Unfortunately,the lack ofdata forthe opticalash
preventsusto check itm orequantitatively.By now wehavesuccessfully explained thefast
riseoft3:3 and slow decay oft� 2:0 in thethick shellcase.

3. T he expected peak ux ofthe opticalash

W ith the best�tparam etersofGRB 990123 afterglow fora hom ogeneousm edium
with 90% con�dence level,we have (see in PK01 ): M jet ’ 0:28� 10� 6M � ,�0 ’ 300.
Correspondingly,N e and �A in equation (2)areN e ’ 5� 1053,�A ’ 300 respectively.The
synchrotron spectrum for�m < �obs < �c isgiven by

Fobs = F�m (�obs=�m )
� (p� 1)

2 : (5)

Substituting equations(1)and (2)into equation (5)wehave

Fobs;peak = 0:012� [0:14(
p� 2

p� 1
)(
�e

0:1
)(�rs� 1)]p� 1[(

�B

10� 3
)(

n

10� 2
)]

p+ 1

4 (
D

1028
)� 2

N e

1052
(1+z)

3� p

2 (
�A
300

)p+ 1Jy:

(6)
W hen �obs = 5� 1014Hz,�rs � 1’ 1 and otherbest�tted param etersofGRB 990123 have
been taken into calculation,we have Fobs;peak = 3� 10� 4Jy,which ism uch lessthan what
weobserved,Fpeak ’ 1Jy (Akerlofetal.1999).

One m ay argue thatifthe opticalash wasborn in a dense envelope,forinstance
n ’ 40cm � 3,the divergency willdisappear. However,there isno m ore evidence forthat.
Anotherway isto assum e thatthe physicalparam etersin the opticalash are di�erent
from those in the late afterglow,forexam ple �e ’ 0:61,�B ’ 0:39 (n isthe sam e asthat
in afterglow phase )can com pensate thisdiscrepancy safely. Butthism eansin di�erent
phases(theGRB,very early afterglow and thelateafterglow)thephysicalparam etersm ay
be m uch di�erent. In fact,asearly asin 2000,ithasbeen proposed thatthe high energy
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spectralpower-law indices(�)forGRBs970508,990123,990510,991216 are -1.88,-2.30,
-2.49,-2.00 respectively (Fenim ore& Ram irez-Ruiz2000),i.e.,corresponding p in theGRB
phase are 1.76,2.60,2.98,2.00 respectively. However the best�tted p in the afterglow
phase are 2.18,2.28,1.83,1.36 respectively forthese fourGRBs(PK01). Obviously they
arequitedi�erent.

Dai& Lu (1999)have proposed the dense m edium m odelto explain the afterglow
decay ofGRB 990123.Theparam etersderived from thatm odelare�e � 0:1,�B ;� 6 � 0:02,
n � 3� 106. In thiscase,ifwe set �A ’ 300,N e = E iso;=�0m pc

2,p = 2:3,we have
Fobs;peak ’ 1Jy.However,according to thejum p conditionsoftheshock,theLorentzfactor
oftheshocked shellshould approxim ately equalto thatofshocked ISM .TheLorentzfactor
oftheforward shocked ISM could beobtained from thestandard afterglow m odel(e.g.Sari,
Piran & Narayan 1998):�A ;fs(t)’ 6(E 52

n
)1=8( td

(1+ z)
)� 3=8.ForE 52 � 22 and n � 3� 106,we

have�A ;rs(50s)= �A ;fs(50s)’ 32,which ism uch below 300.From equation (6),such sm all
�A ;rs willlead to a m uch sm allerFobs;peak than theobserved.Thisnegativeresultfavorsour
opinion thatthese param etersforlaterforward and early reverse shocksare di�erent,at
leastin thecaseofGRB 990123.

4. Sum m ary and discussion

W ith the param eters forGRB 990123 provided in PK01,we have shown thatthe
shellisthick butnotthin. The adjusted lightcurve forthe thick shellcase can account
forthe observed lightcurve ofthe opticalash ofGRB 990123. However the expected
peak em ission ux ism uch lessthan theobserved.Theparam etersderived from thedense
m edium m odelby Dai& Lu (1999)have been considered,too,butthe expected peak
em ission isstillm uch lessthan observation.Iftheopticalash wasreally produced by the
reverse shock,the param eters�B ,�e,even p in opticalash should bem uch di�erentfrom
thatin the late afterglow. Unfortunately there isno enough data forusto study itm ore
quantitatively. New observationsareneeded to provide usa chance to understand optical
ashesin m oredetail.

W ith eightGRBs’param eters,SR02 have estim ated the reverse shock peak em ission
forseven bursts| forreasonableassum ptionsaboutthevelocity ofthesource expansion,a
strongopticalash m V � 9wasexpected from thereverseshock,then thebestobservational
prospects fordetecting these prom pt ashes are high-lightened. It is easy to see that
equation (6)in thisnote providessim ilarresults. Forinstance:forGRB 000926,we have
Fobs;peak � 0:2(�rs � 1)p� 1Jy.Surprisingly,although m any researchershavetried theirbest,
there isno m ore opticalashesthathave been observed (Akerlofetal.2001;Kehoeetal.
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2001).SR02 suggested thatthe dustobscuration seem ed to be the m ostlikely reason for
non-detection. However,considered the discrepancy between the observed peak ux and
the theoretically expected value,the reverse shock em ission m ightbe insigni�cant,m ore
reliablem odelto explain that"unique" observation isneeded.

W e would like to thank D.M .W ei,X .Y.W ang,X.F.W u and Z.Liforvaluable
discussion.Thiswork wassupported by theNationalNaturalScienceFoundation ofChina,
the National973 project(NKBRSF G19990754),the SpecialFundsforM ajorState Basic
Research Projects,and the Foundation forthe Author ofNationalExcellent Doctoral
Dissertation ofP.R.China (ProjectNo:200125).
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