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A B ST R A C T

The discovery by Swiftthat a good fraction ofG am m a Ray Bursts (G RBs) have a

slowly decaying X-ray afterglow phaseled to thesuggestion thatenergy injection into

the blastwavetakesplace severalhundred secondsafterthe burst.Thisim pliesthat

right after the burst the kinetic energy ofthe blast wave was very low and in turn

the e� ciency ofproduction of
-raysduring the burstwasextrem ely high,rendering

the internalshocks m odelunlikely.W e re-exam ine the estim ates ofkinetic energy

in G RB afterglowsand show thatthe e� ciency ofconverting the kinetic energy into


� raysism oderateand doesnotchallengethestandard internalshock m odel.W ealso

exam ineseveralm odels,includingin particularenergyinjection,suggested tointerpret

this slow decay phase.W e show that with proper param eters,allthese m odels give

rise to a slow decline lasting severalhours.However,even those m odels that � t all

X-ray observations,and in particulartheenergy injection m odel,cannotaccountself-

consistently for both the X-ray and the opticalafterglows ofwellm onitored G RBs

such as G RB 050319 and G RB 050401.W e speculate about a possible alternative

resolution ofthispuzzle.

K ey w ords: G am m a Rays:bursts� ISM :jets and out
 ows{radiation m echanism s:

nontherm al� X-rays:general

1 IN T R O D U C T IO N

TheX-raytelescope(XRT)on board Swifthasprovided high
quality early X-ray afterglow lightcurvesofm any G am m a-
ray Bursts (G RBs).O ne of the m ost rem arkable and un-
expected features discovered by Swift was that m any of
these X-ray afterglow light curves are distinguished by a
slow decline| The 
ux F decreases with observer’s tim e t
asF / t

[0;� 0:8],lasting from a few hundred secondsto few
hours (Nousek et al.2005,Cam pana et al.2005;Vaughan
etal.2005;Cusum ano etal.2005;de Pasquale etal.2005).
Such a phase is unexpected in the standard �reballm odel.
A sim ple explanation is thatthe slow decline arises due to
a signi�cantenergy injection (Zhang etal.2005;Nousek et
al.2005;Panaitescu et al.2006,G ranot & K um ar 2006),
as suggested previously (For baryon-rich injection:Rees &
M �esz�aros1998;Panaitescu etal.1998;K um ar& Piran 2000;
Sari & M �esz�aros 2000; Zhang & M �esz�aros 2002; G ranot,
Nakar & Piran 2003. For Poynting 
ux dom inated injec-

? Lady D avis Fellow,E-m ail:yzfan@ pm o.ac.cn
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tion1:D ai& Lu 1998a;Zhang & M �esz�aros2001;D ai2004).
Ithasbeen argued thatconsequently theresulted G RB e�-
ciency,i.e.,theratio ofthe energy em itted in 
� ray energy
to thetotalenergy (thesum ofthe
� ray energy and theki-
neticenergy oftheejecta powering theafterglow),should be
90% orhigher.Som e extrem e assum ptionsare needed (Be-
loborodov 2000;K obayashi& Sari2001)toreach such ahigh
e�ciency within the fram ework of the standard internal-
shocksm odel(Paczynski& Xu 1994;Rees& M �esz�aros1994;
Sari& Piran 1997a ,1997b;K obayashi,Piran & Sari1997;
D aigne & M ochkovitch 1998;Piran 1999).

W ere-exam inethisissuefocusingon twocriticalaspects
ofthe analysis.The estim ate ofthe kinetic energy of the
ejectafrom theafterglow observationsand in particularfrom

1 Ifthe out
ow ejected from the centralengine afterthe gam m a

ray burst phase is highly m agnetized, at a radius � 1015 cm ,

the M H D condition breaks down.Signi�cant m agnetic �eld dis-

sipation processesare expected to happen which converts energy

into radiation.A slong asthe highly m agnetized out
ow issteady

enough,strong and slowly decaying X -ray em ission ispossible(see

Fan,Zhang & Proga [2005a]and the references therein).
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theX-ray 
ux and theneed ofenergy injection.W eshow in
x2 that even for these Swift G RBs with long duration X-
ray 
attening the
-ray conversion e�ciency ishigh butnot
unreasonable.

W e then turn to the puzzling slow decline seen in the
�rstfew hoursoftheX-ray afterglow.W eexplorein x3 sev-
eralm odelsthatm ay give rise to slowly decaying X-ray af-
terglows:(i)Energy injection.(ii)A sm all�e,in which only
a sm allfraction,�e � 1 ofthe electrons are accelerated to
high energies and contribute to the radiation process.(iii)
Evolvingshock param eters,wherethem icroscopicshock pa-
ram eters �e and/or �B (the fraction ofshock energy given
to them agnetic�led)vary in tim eand areinversely propor-
tionalto the Lorentz factor ofthe ejecta.(iv) A very low
variable externaldensity m odel,in which the num berden-
sity ofthem edium isnotonly very low butitalso a function
ofthe radius.(v)Highly m agnetized out
ow where 
atten-
ing m ightarisebecauseofa slow conversion ofthem agnetic
energy to kinetic energy oftheexternalm atter.W e present
in x3 analyticalderivation aswellasnum ericalcalculations
ofthe expected light curves in allthese m odels except the
last one.In x4 we com pare the m odels to the observations
of G RB 050319 and G RB 050401. W e sum m arize our re-
sultsand discusstheirim plicationsin x5.W econcludewith
a speculation on the nature ofthe solution to thispuzzle.

2 IS T H ER E A G R B EFFIC IEN C Y C R ISIS?

O neofthecriticalfactorsthatcharacterizetheem itting ofa
G RB istheenergy conversion e�ciency.The
-ray e�ciency
isde�ned as:

�
 � E
=(E 
 + E k); (1)

where E 
 is the isotropic equivalent energy of the 
� ray
em ission and E k is the isotropic equivalent energy of the
out
ow powering the afterglow.Following the Swiftobser-
vations of
attening in the X-ray afterglow light curve of
m any G RBs,it has been argued that typicalvalues of�

could be ashigh as90% oreven higher(Zhang etal.2005;
Nousek et al.2005;Ioka et al.2005;for the discussion of
pre-SwiftG RBs,see Llod-Ronning & Zhang 2004,hereafter
LZ04).Thisvery high e�ciency would challengem ost
-rays
em ission m odelsand in particularitchallengesthestandard
�reballm odelthatisbased on internalshocks.

These claim sarise from revised estim atesofthekinetic
energy im m ediately following the G RB. Therefore, in or-
derto explore thisissue we re-exam ine the estim atesofthe
kineticenergy from theX-ray observations.Aswe show be-
low,ata late afterglow epoch,the X-ray band isabove the
cooling frequency.In thiscasetheX-ray 
ux isindependent
ofthe poorly constrained n and the X-ray lum inosity is a
good probeofE k (Freedm an & W axm an 2001,K um ar2000,
LZ04).

In thestandard G RB afterglow m odel(e.g.,Sari,Piran
& Narayan 1998;Piran 1999),the X-ray afterglow is pro-
duced by a shock propagating into thecircum -burstm atter.
The equations that govern the em ission of this shock are
(Yostetal.2003)2

2 To derivetheseequations,thedeceleration ofthe�reballisgov-

erned by the energy conservation �2M c2 = E k,where M is the

F�;m ax = 6:6 m Jy (
1+ z

2
)D � 2

L ;28:34�
1=2

B ;� 2
E k;53n

1=2

0 ; (2)

�m = 7:6� 1011 Hz E 1=2

k;53
�
1=2

B ;� 2
�
2
e;� 1C

2
p(
1+ z

2
)1=2t� 3=2

d
; (3)

�c = 1:4� 1015 HzE � 1=2

k;53
�
� 3=2

B ;� 2
n
� 1

0 (
1+ z

2
)� 1=2

t
� 1=2

d

1
(1+ Y )2

;(4)

where z is the redshift,D L is the corresponding lum inos-
ity distance,p is the power-law index ofthe shocked elec-
trons,we use p = 2:3 throughout this work,C p � 13(p �
2)=[3(p � 1)]and td is the observer’s tim e in unit ofdays.

Y = (� 1+
p
1+ 4��

K N
�e=�B )=2 isthe Com poton param -

eter,where � = m inf1;(�m =�c)(p� 2)=2
g (e.g.Sari,Narayan

& Piran 1996;W ei& Lu 1998,2000),0 � �
K N

� 1 isa co-
e�cientaccounting fortheK lein-Nishina e�ect,which is
 e

(the random Lorentz factorofthe electron)dependent(see
Appendix A fordetail).Here and throughoutthistext,the
convention Q x = Q =10x hasbeen adopted in cgsunits.

For the typicalparam eters taken here,�m crosses the
observerfrequency �X � 1017 Hzattd � 4� 10� 4.Itisquite
reasonable to assum e �X > m axf�c;�m g,and the predicted
X� ray 
ux is

F�X = F�;m ax�
1=2
c �

(p� 1)=2
m �

� p=2

X

= 3:8� 10� 4 m Jy (
1+ z

2
)(2+ p)=4

D
� 2

L;28:34�
(p� 2)=4

B ;� 2
�
p� 1

e;� 1

E
(p+ 2)=4

k;53
(1+ Y )� 1

t
(2� 3p)=4

d
�
� p=2

X ;17
: (5)

The 
ux recorded by XRT is

F =

Z
�X 2

�X 1

F�X d�X

= 1:2� 10� 12 ergss� 1 cm � 2 (
1+ z

2
)(p+ 2)=4

D
� 2

L ;28:34

�
(p� 2)=4

B ;� 2
�
p� 1

e;� 1E
(p+ 2)=4

k;53
(1+ Y )� 1

t
(2� 3p)=4

d
; (6)

where �X 1 = 0:2 keV and �X 2 = 10 keV.This equation is
now inverted to obtain E k from the observed 
ux.

In som e specialcases,�m < �X < �c,the 
ux recorded
by XRT should be

F = 1:5� 10� 11 ergss� 1 cm � 2 (
1+ z

2
)(p+ 3)=4

D
� 2

L ;28:34

restm assofthe shocked m edium (e.g.,Blandford & M cK ee 1976;

Sariet al.1998;Piran 1999).The distribution ofthe fresh elec-

trons accelerated by the shock is assum ed to be dn=d
e / 

� p
e

for
e � 
e;m ,where 
e;m = (m p=m e)[(p � 2)=(p � 1)]�e(� � 1),

governed by the strict shock jum p conditions (Blandford & M c-

K ee 1976). The other crucial param eter is the cooling Lorentz

factor 
e;c = 6(1 + z)�m ec=[�T �B
2t(1 + Y )],above which the

energy loss due to the synchrotron/inverse-Com poton radiation

is im portant (Sari et al. 1998; Piran 1999), where �T is the

Thom pson cross section and B is the m agnetic �eld of the

shocked m edium .�m and �c are the corresponding synchrotron

radiation frequency of electrons with Lorentz factor 
e;m and


e;c, respectively. The m axim um speci�c 
ux is estim ated as

F�;m ax � (1 + z)M �e3B =(4�m pm ec
2D 2

L
) (Sariet al.1998;W i-

jers & G alam a 1999),where e is the charge ofelectron.The �c

and F�;m ax taken herearecom parablewith thatofm ostprevious

works(e.g.,G ranotetal1999;W ijers& G alam a 1999;Panaitescu

& K um ar 2002;LZ04).The �m is close to that taken in Sariet

al.(1998),G ranotetal.(1999)and W ijers& G alam a (1999),but

is about 30 � 40 tim es sm aller than that taken in Panaitescu &

K um ar(2002)and LZ04.Such a largedivergency m ay ariseifone

ignoresthe term (p � 2)=(p � 1)when evaluating 
e;m .
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�
(p+ 1)=4

B ;� 2
�
p� 1

e;� 1n
1=2

0 E
(p+ 3)=4

k;53
t
3(1� p)=4

d
; (7)

2.1 T he e� ciency ofthe pre-SwiftG R B s

W ith equation (6),the corresponding X-ray lum inosity at
td = 0:4 (� 10h,to com pare with the resultsofLZ04)is

LX = 4�D 2
L F =(1+ z)

= 1:1� 1046 ergss� 1 cm � 2 (
1+ z

2
)(p� 2)=4

�
(p� 2)=4

B ;� 2
�
p� 1

e;� 1(1+ Y )� 1
E

(p+ 2)=4

k;53
; (8)

which in turn yields

E k = 9:2� 1052 ergsR L
4=(p+ 2)

X ;46
(
1+ z

2
)(2� p)=(p+ 2)

�
� (p� 2)=(p+ 2)

B ;� 2
�
4(1� p)=(p+ 2)

e;� 1 (1+ Y )4=(p+ 2)
; (9)

where R � [t(10h)=T90]17�e=16 isa factoraccounting forthe
energy radiative lossduring the �rst10 hoursfollowing the
prom pt gam m a-ray em ission phase (Sari1997;LZ04),T90
is the duration of the G RB.The num ericalfactor of our
equation (9)islarger than thatofequation (7)ofLZ04 by
a factor of9:2(1 + Y )4=(p+ 2) due to the facts that (1) The
�m taken here,which m atches the num ericalresult better
(one can verify thiswith a sim ple code to calculate the dy-
nam icalevolution as wellas �m num erically),is about one
and halforders sm aller than that taken in LZ04.(2) The
inverseCom pton e�ecthasbeen taken into account.Sim ilar
conclusions have been reached by G ranot,K �onigl& Piran
(2006).However,it is not easy to estim ate Y since it de-
pends on �B sensitively (see Appendix B for discussion).
O ne good way to estim ate the G RB e�ciency m ay be to
take Y � 0 and (1+ Y )� (�e=�B )1=2,respectively.In both
cases,our estim ates of�
 (Table 1) are signi�cantly lower
than those of LZ04.3 Sm aller �
 m ay be possible in view
of that both �e and �B m ight be signi�cantly lower than
the standard param eters taken here (Panaitescu & K um ar
2002).W e suggest thatthe typicalG RB e� ciency ofthese

pre-Swiftburstsis� 0:1 (see Table1 fordetail).Such values
are wellunderstood within the internalshock m odel.

Additionalsupport for this conclusion arises from late
energy estim ates.Berger,K ulkarni& Frail(2004) used the
late tim e radio observation to estim ate the kinetic energy
at this stage.The �nd high energies and correspondingly
low 
-ray e�ciency.ForG RB 970508 and G RB 970803,the
e�cienciesare0.03 and 0.2 respectively,which coincidewith
ourestim ates(see Table 1).

The coe�cient of our equation (9) are very di�erent
from thatofequation (7)ofLZ04.Below wecheck itsvalid-
ity num erically.The code used here has already been used

3 W hile our results are very close to the recent calculations of

G ranot,K �onigl& Piran (2006),they also show thattheestim ates

of E k are very sensitive to the exact expressions used for �c,

�m ,and F�;m ax.Sim ilar conclusion can be drawn by com paring

previousresultsofG ranotetal(1999),W ijers& G alam a (1999),

Freedm an & W axm an (2001),Panaitescu & K um ar (2002) and

LZ04.Therefore,an alternativeexplanation fortheapparenthigh

e�ciencies is that the blast wave energy estim ates using L X are

sim ply inaccurate.
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Figure 1. X -ray (0.2-10 keV ) afterglow light curves: A nalyti-

cal(dashed line) lightcurve,and num erical(solid line) when In-

verse Com poton e�ecthasbeen ignored.The divergence isabout

a factor of 2.N um ericalestim ates when the inverse Com poton

e�ect has been taken into account with (dotted line) and with-

out(dashed -doted line)a K lein-N ishina correction.Clearly,the

K lein-N ishina correction is unim portant for the �ducialparam e-

terslisted in the �gure.

in Zhang et al.(2005) and has been tested by J.D yks in-
dependently (D yks,Zhang & Fan 2005).Here we just de-
scribe brie
y the technicaltreatm ent.The dynam icalevo-
lution of the out
ow is calculated with the form ulae pre-
sented in Huang etal.(2000),which areableto describethe
dynam icalevolution ofthe out
ow in both the relativistic
and the non-relativistic phases.The electron energy distri-
bution iscalculated by solving thecontinuity equation with
the power-law source function Q = K 


� p
e ,norm alized by

a localinjection rate.The cooling ofthe electrons due to
both synchrotron and inverse Com pton (M oderski,Sikora
& Bulik 2000)hasbeen taken into account.

Fig.1 depicts the num ericalresults.O ne can see that
the num ericalresults m atch the analyticalones to within
a factor of2.W e therefore conclude that equation (6) and
equation (9)are reasonable approxim ationsto thefullsolu-
tion ofthe problem .

2.2 T he G R B e� ciency ofSwiftG R B s w ith X -ray


 attening

Early 
atteningisevidentforagood fraction oftheX-rayaf-
terglow lightcurvesrecorded by theSwiftXRT.D eterm ina-
tion oftheG RB e�ciency oftheseG RBsisquitechallenging
since,as we see in x4 the underlying physicalprocess that
controls the slow decline is unclear.A com m on interpreta-
tion forthis
atdecay isenergy injection,which essentially
increasesthe required initialG RB e�ciency.In spite ofthe
uncertainties concerning the applicability ofthis m odelwe
consideritsim plication to the e�ciency.

Theenergy injection ischaracterized by a factorf such
that fE k (f � a few� ten,in the following discussion,we
takef = 5)istheenergy injected into the�reball(Zhang et
al.2005).The initialG RB e�ciency should be
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Table 1. G R B energies and e�ciencies,L X used in equation (9) and E 
 are alltaken from LZ04.The num ericalvalues quoted in

parentheses are for(1+ Y )’ (�e=�B )
1=2.

G R B E 
=10
52ergs E k=10

52ergs e�ciency � 


970228 1.42 17.5 (47.5) 0.08 (0.03)

970508 0.55 9.1 (24.8) 0.06 (0.02)

970828 21.98 37.4 (101.5) 0.37 (0.18)

971214 21.05 78.0 (212) 0.21 (0.09)

980613 0.54 11.2 (30.5) 0.05 (0.02)

980703 6.01 22.2 (60.2) 0.21 (0.09)

990123 143.8 186.6 (507) 0.43 (0.22)

990510 17.6 121.1 (329) 0.13 (0.05)

990705 25.6 3.1 (8.5) 0.89 (0.75)

991216 53.5 337.1 (916) 0.14 (0.06)

000216 16.9 4.6 (12.5) 0.78 (0.58)

000926 27.97 91.7 (249.3) 0.23 (0.1)

010222 85.78 209.7 (569.8) 0.29 (0.13)

011211 6.72 12.1 (33) 0.36 (0.17)

020405 7.2 42.3 (115) 0.15 (0.06)

020813 77.5 203.9 (554) 0.28 (0.12)

021004 5.56 76.8 (208.8) 0.07 (0.03)

X R F 020903 0.0011 0.09 (0.25) 0.01 (0.004)

~�
 � E
=(E 
 + E k)= f�
=[1+ (f � 1)�
] (10)

where �
 � E
=(E 
 + fE k) is the G RB e�ciency derived
at td � 0:4.LZ04 �nd that �
 > 0:4,and therefore,~�
 >

0:8,which istoo high within thefram ework ofthestandard
(internal-shocks)�reballm odel.However,asshown in x2.1,
�
 presented in LZ04 has been overestim ated signi�cantly.
W e suggest that �
 � 0:1,therefore even when correcting
for the additionalenergy ~�
 � 0:3,which is stillconsistent
with thism odel.

Asan exam ple weconsiderthe
-ray e�ciency ofG RB
050319.Both theoptical(M ason etal.2005)and theX-ray
(Cusum anoetal.2005)lightcurvesarewellrecorded forthis
burst and can be used to constrain the e�ciency (see x4.1
for a detailed discussion).(1) The tim e averaged optical-
to-X-ray spectrum (t� 200 � 900 s) is a single power law
with an index � = � 0:8 (M ason et al.2005).This im plies
that �m (t � 100 s) < �R = 4:3 � 1014 Hz.(2) The very
early R-band observation suggeststhatF�;m ax(t� 100 s)�
1 m Jy (assum ing that energy injection takes place at t �
400 s).(3) �c > �X � 1017 Hz holds up to t � 106 s,as
suggested by the XRT spectrum .W e have (see equations
31� 33)�e � 4� 10� 2,�B � 4� 10� 5,and E k � 1:3� 1054

ergs (the energy carried by the initial out
ow).W ith K -
correction, the isotropic energy of the 
� ray em ission of
G RB 050319 is E 
 � 1:2� 1053 ergs (Nousek et al.2005),
so ~�
 = E 
=(E 
 + E k)� 0:1.Itissu�ciently low to bewell
understood within the standard �reballm odel.

3 M O D ELS FO R A SLO W LY D EC A Y IN G

X -R A Y A FT ER G LO W

W eturn now to explore(both analytically and num erically)
m odels thatcan give rise to a slowly decaying X-ray after-
glow phase.The m odels we discuss include:(i) Energy in-
jection.(ii)A sm all�e.(iii)Evolving shock param eters.(iv)
A very low nonconstant circum -burst density.W e also ex-

am inethepossibility oftheX-ray 
attening isattributed to
a highly m agnetized out
ow.In the num ericalcalculations
thatwe presenttheparam etersarechosen to reproducethe
XRT light curve ofG RB 050319 (for t > 380 s).W e also
presentthe corresponding R-band lightcurve.

3.1 Energy injection

In the standard �reballm odel,the �reballthatissweeping
the circum -burst m atter decelerates and its bulk Lorentz
factor evolves with the tim e as � / t

� 3=8.W ith continu-
oussigni�cantenergy injection,the�reballdeceleratesm ore
slowly and slowly decaying m ulti-wavelength afterglows are
expected.Thism odelhasbeen analytically investigated by
m any authors (Sari& M �esz�aros 2000, Zhang et al.2005;
Nousek etal.2005;Panaitescu etal.2006;G ranot& K um ar
2006).Asshown in Zhang etal.(2005),fordE inj=dt/ t

� q

we�nd �m / t
� (2+ q)=2,�c / t

(q� 2)=2,and F�;m ax / t
1� q.In

thissubsection,we take q = 0:5 and �nd:

F� /

8
>>><

>>>:

t
(8� 7q)=6

� t
0:75

; for� < �c < �m ;
t
(2� 3q)=4

� t
1=8

; for�c < � < �m ;
t
(8� 5q)=6

� t
0:92

; for�c < � < �m ;
t
[(6� 2p)� (p+ 3)q]=4

� t
� 0:32

; for�m < � < �c;
t
[(4� 2p)� (p+ 2)q]=4

� t
� 0:68

; for� > m axf�c;�m g.

(11)

Following Zhang et al.(2005),we consider an energy
injection rate of the form (1 + z)dE inj=dt = Ac

2(t=t0)� q

for t0 < t < te,where A is a constant.W ith the energy
injection,the equation (8)ofHuang etal.(2000)should be
replaced by (see also W ei,Yan & Fan 2005)

d� =
(1� �2)dm + A(t=t0)� q[dt=(1+ z)]

M ej + �m + 2(1� �)�m
; (12)

where M ej is the rest m ass ofthe initialG RB ejecta,m is
the m ass ofthe m edium swept by the G RB ejecta,which
is governed by dm = 4�R 2

nm pdR ,m p is the rest m ass of
proton,dR = �(�+

p
�2 � 1)cdt=(1+ z),� = ��e istheradi-
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Figure 2.The X -ray (0.2-10 keV ) afterglow light curve and the

R -band lightcurve forthe energy injection m odel.

ation e�ciency.O urnum ericalresults,theR-band em ission
and the 0.2-10 keV em ission,are shown in Fig.2.

3.2 Sm all�e

In the standard afterglow m odel,itisassum ed thata frac-
tion �e oftheshock energy isgiven to allthefresh electrons
that are swept by the shock front.However,it is possible
that only a fraction �e offresh electrons has been acceler-
ated,as suggested by Papathanassiou & M �esz�aros (1996).
W ith thiscorrection,equations(2)and (3)take the form

F�;m ax = 6:6 m Jy �e(
1+ z

2
)D � 2

L ;28:34�
1=2

B ;� 2
E k;53n

1=2

0 ; (13)

�m = 7:6� 1011 Hz�� 2
e E

1=2

k;53
�
1=2

B ;� 2
�
2
e;� 1C

2
p(
1+ z

2
)1=2t� 3=2

d
;(14)

respectively.
For �c < �X < �m ,F�X / t

� 1=4.A steeper decline is
possible(thesteepestoneisF�X / t

� 4=7),dependingon the
radiative correction,as shown in the upperpanelofFig.2
ofSarietal.(1998).

The transition ofthe slow decline to a norm aldecline
(F�X / t

� 1:2)usually takesplace att� 0:1 day or earlier,
when �X = �m .So we have

�e ’ 0:016E 1=4

k;53
�e;� 1�

1=4

B ;� 2
t
� 3=4

d;� 1
C p[2=(1+ z)]1=2: (15)

The num ericallight curves is presented in Fig.3.O ne
can see thata long tim e m ulti-wavelength 
attening isevi-
dentwith a sm all�e.

Beforeand afterthetem poraldeclinetransition,theen-
ergy spectrum oftheXRT observation should beF� / �

� 1=2

and F� / �
� p=2,respectively.In otherwords,afterthebreak

in thelightcurve,theX-ray spectrum should bem uch softer
(seealso Zhang etal.2005),which isinconsistentwith m ost
XRT observations(Nousek etal.2005).In addition,in this
m odel,thespectralindex oftheXRT afterglowsin theslow
decline phase is� 1=2.Itism uch harderthan thatofm ost
SwiftX-ray afterglows (see Table 1 ofNousek et al.2005).
The Swiftobservations therefore provide usrobustevidences
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Figure 3.The X -ray (0.2-10 keV ) afterglow lightcurve and the

R -band lightcurve forthe sm all�e m odel.

of that signi� cant part of, rather than a sm allfraction of

electrons,have been accelerated in the shock front.

3.3 Evolving shock param eters

In the standard afterglow m odel,the shock param eters �e
and �B are assum ed to be constant.However,itisalso pos-
sible that�e or�B ,orboth,vary with tim e (see Yostetal.
(2003) for detailed discussion).Fan et al.(2002) and W ei
et al. (2006) m odeled the optical 
ares detected in G RB
990123 and G RB 050904 and found that both �e and �B

ofthe forward shock (ultra-relativistic) and reverse shock
(m ild-relativistic to relativistic) were very di�erent. This
provides an indication evidence for a dependence of the
shock param eterson thestrength oftheshock.Possibleevi-
dencefortheshock strength dependent�B wasalsofound by
Zhang,K obayashi& M �esz�aros(2003),K um ar& Panaitescu
(2003),M cM ahon,K um ar& Panaitescu (2004),Panaitescu
& K um ar (2004),Fan,Zhang & W ei(2005b) and Blustin
et al.(2006).Yost et al.(2003) and Ioka et al(2005) con-
sidered afterglow em ission assum ing �B and �e are tim e-
dependent,respectively. Here we sim ply take (�e; �B ) /

(�� a
; �� b) for� > � o; otherwise (�e;�B )� const:,where

�o isthe Lorentz factorofthe out
ow atthe X-ray decline
translation,both a and b are taken to be positive.Forsim -
plicity,we discussonly the case ofa = b for� > � o.Below
�o,the solution isthe usualone.

Thetypicalsynchrotron radiation frequency�m satis�es

�m / (�=� o)
� 5a=2

t
� 3=2

/ t
(15a� 24)=16

; (16)

where � � 25E 1=8

iso;53
[2=(1+ z)]� 3=8

t
� 3=8

d;� 1
n
� 1=3

0 .
The cooling frequency �c satis�es

�c / (�=� o)
3a=2

t
� 1=2

/ t
� (8+ 9a)=16

; (17)

The m axim um spectral
ux F �;m ax satis�es

F�;m ax / (�=� o)
� a=2

/ t
3a=16

: (18)

The observed 
ux behaves as (in this subsection,we take
a = 1):
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Figure 4. The X -ray (0.2-10 keV ) and R -band afterglow light

curves for the evolving shock param eter m odel.The param eters

are listed in the �gure.

F�X /

8
>>>>>>>>>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>:

F�;m ax�
� 1=3
c / t

4+ 9a

24 � t
0:55

;

for�X < �c < �m ;

F�;m ax�
1=2
c / t

�
8+ 3a

32 � t
� 0:35

;

for�c < �X < �m ;

F�;m ax�
� 1=3
m / t

4� a

8 � t
0:38

;

for�X < �m < �c;

F�;m ax�
p� 1

2
m / t

15ap� 9a� 24p+ 24

32 � t
� 0:2

;

for�m < �X < �c;

F�;m ax�
1=2
c �

p� 1

2
m / t

16� 18a� 24p+ 15ap

32 � t
� 0:65

;

for�X > m axf�c;�m g.

(19)

Theafterglow lightcurvesareshown in Fig.4.Asboth
�e and �B increase with tim e,the 
ux ofthe early X-ray
em ission isdim m erthan thatofthe constantshock param -
eters m odeland the decline is m uch slower.Both are con-
sistentwith the currentSwiftXRT observations(Nousek et
al.2005).

3.4 A very low nonconstant density

In thestandard ISM afterglow m odel,thenum berdensity of
the m edium istaken asa constant.In the wind m odel,the
num berdensity n decreases with the radius R as n / R

� 2

(M �esz�aros,Rees & W ijers 1998;D ai& Lu 1998;Chevalier
& Li2000).Here we discussthe generalcase n / R

� k (0 �
k < 3).

First, we show that for a �reball decelerating in the
BM self-sim ilar regim e (Blandford & M cK ee 1976),no X-
ray 
attening isexpected regardlessofthe choice ofk.The
energy ofthe �reballis nearly constant and it is given by
E iso � �2M c

2, where M / R
3� k is the total m ass of

the swept m edium . So � / R
� (3� k)=2. Considering that

dR / �2dt / R
� (3� k)

dt, we have R / t
1=(4� k) and

� / t
� (3� k)=[2(4� k)].
Now �m decreaseswith tas

�m / �4R � k=2
/ t

� 3=2
; (20)

and �c and F�;m ax satisfy
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Figure 5. X -ray (0.2-10 keV ) afterglow light curve for a very

low nonconstant density: n = 10� 4 cm � 3 for R < 1016 cm ;

n = 10� 4 (R =1016)� 1 cm � 3 for 1016 < R < 1019 cm and

n = 10� 7 cm � 3 forR > 1019 cm .

�c / �� 4
R
3k=2

t
� 2

/ t
(3k� 4)=[2(4� k)]

; (21)

F�;m ax / R
3� 3k=2�2 / t

� k=[2(4� k)]
; (22)

respectively.Thisresultsin:

F�X /

8
<

:

t
� 3(p� 1)=4� k=[2(4� k)]

; for�m < �X < �c;
t
� 1=4

; for�c < �X < �m ;
t
� (3p� 2)=4

; for�X > m axf�m ;�cg.
(23)

The last two are independent ofk.So no X-ray 
attening
appears.

However,ifthe num ber density is su�ciently low,the
deceleration tim escale (/ n

� 1=3)can be very long and even
as long as � 104 s.In this case,a slowly decaying X-ray
afterglow m ay be obtained.O ne exam ple has been plotted
in Fig.5,in which thedensity pro�leofthem edium istaken
asn = 10� 4 cm � 3 forR � 1016 cm ,n = 10� 4

R
� 1

16 cm � 3 for
1 � R16 � 103,and n = 10� 7 cm � 3 forR 16 > 103.An X-ray

attening appears when the shock front reaches R = 1019

cm .However,whiletheshapeofthelightcurveiscorrectthe
X-ray 
ux istoo low to accountform ostXRT lightcurves.

3.5 M agnetized out
 ow

A Poynting 
ux dom inated out
ow (Usov 1994;Thom pson
1994;Lyutikov & Blandford 2003) is an alternative to the
standard baryonic�reballm odel.W ithin thecontextofthis
discussion it is ofinterest since it m ay also give rise to a
slowly decaying X-ray afterglow (Zhang et al. 2005). W e
investigate,here,brie
y thispossibility,extended discussion
willbe presented elsewhere.

W e assum e thatthe electrom agnetic energy E p willbe
transform ed continuously into the kinetic energy ofthe for-
ward shock.Thedynam icalevolution oftheshocked m edium
isgoverned by (Huang etal.2000;W eietal.2006):

d� = �
(�2 � 1)dm + dEp=c

2

M ej+ �m + 2(1� �)�m
; (24)
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where E p � �2V B 02
=(4�), V is the volum e of the m ag-

netized out
ow (m easured by the observer) and B
0 is the

com oving strength ofthe m agnetic �eld.
If the m agnetic pressure is higher than the therm al

pressure of the shocked m edium , the m agnetic pressure
works on the shocked m edium and the kinetic energy of
the forward shock increases. A pressure balance between
the shocked m edium and the m agnetized out
ow is estab-
lished, so we have (see also Lyutikov & Blandford 2003)
B

02
=(8�)= pgas ’ 4�2nm pc

2
=3,where pgas is the therm al

pressure ofthe shocked m edium .Therefore E p can be esti-
m ated by4

E p = 2�2PgasV � 8�4nm pc
2
V=3: (25)

dE p=c
2 can becalculated asfollows.Assum ing thatthe

wholesystem (theshocked m edium and them agnetized out-

ow) is adiabatic (i.e.,the radiation e�ciency � = 0),the
energy conservation yields

2�2pgasV + 3�2pgas(Vtot� V )= Etot � �(M ej+ m )c2;(26)

where Vtot � 4�R2� is the totalvolum e ofthe system ,�
is the width of the system , which is described by d� =
(�fsh� �)dR and �fsh ’

p
�2 � 1=[�� 1

4�+ 3
]isthevelocity of

the forward shock.D i�erentiating equation (26)we obtain:

dE p=c
2 = 2f(16�3nm pVtot + M ej+ m )d�+ 16�� 4

R nm p

[R (�fsh � �)+ 2�]dR + �dm g: (27)

After sim ple algebra,equation (24) can be rearranged
as:(note thatnow we take � = 0)

d� = �
(�2 + 2A�� 1)dm + B dR

M ej+ 2�m + 2A(16� 3nm pVtot + M ej+ m )
; (28)

where A = 1 for dE p=dR � 0, otherwise A = 0; B =
32A�nm p�4R [(�fsh � �)R + 2�].

W ith proper boundary conditions and the relations
dm = 4�nm pR

2
dR ,dR = �c�2(1 + �)dt=(1 + z),Vtot =

4�R 2� and d� = (� fsh � �)dR ,equation (28)can besolved
num erically.In our num ericalexam ple,we take E k = 1052

ergs,n = 1 cm � 3,E p = 10E k and the width ofthe out
ow
istaken as3� 1011 cm .Thestarting pointofourcalculation
is at R = 2 � 1016 cm (� Rdec,the deceleration radius of
the out
ow,where � Ek=2 has been given to the shocked
m edium ),atwhich � = 360 5.W e�nd outthatm ostofthe

4 Providing that V / R 2+ c�� d,E p / �8+ 2c� dt2+ c / t� � (c,d,

and � are alllarger than 0),we have � / t� (2+ c+ �)=(8+ 2c� d),

which should be 
atter than �� 3=8 (the canonical dynam ical

evolution of a ejecta without energy injection).It requires that

2c+ 3d < 8 � 8�,otherwise dEp=dt< 0 has been violated.It is

evident that in the spreading phase,i.e.,c = 1 and d = 2,E p

can notbe converted into the kinetic energy ofthe forward shock

e�ectively.
5 At that radius,the reverse shock has crossed the ejecta and a

pressure balance between the shocked m edium and the m agne-

tized out
ow isreached.In thiswork,we do notcalculate the re-

verseshock em ission (seeFan,W ei& W ang (2004a)forthereverse

shock em ission with m ild m agnetization and Zhang & K obayashi

(2005) for reverse shock em ission with arbitrary m agnetization).

W ith the idealM H D jum p condition,the reverse shock can not

convert the m agnetic energy into the kinetic energy of the for-

ward shock e�ectively,as shown in K ennel& Coronitti(1984),

Fan,W ei& Zhang (2004b) and Zhang & K obayashi(2005) both

analytically and num erically.

m agnetic energy hasbeen converted into thekinetic energy
ofthe forward shock in a very short tim e � 50(1 + z) s.
A sim ilar result has been obtained by Lyutikov & Bland-
ford (2003).Though thistim escale ism uch longerthan the
crossing tim e ofthe reverse shock,itis notlong enough to
accountforthe X-ray 
attening detected in m ostG RBs.

4 C A SE ST U D IES:C O N ST R A IN IN G T H E

M O D ELS

G RB 050319 and G RB 050401, have wellrecorded X-ray
and opticalafterglows,with which the m odels discussed in
x3 can be constrained.W e discuss these constraints in de-
tailhere.Form ost SwiftG RBsonly the X-ray afterglow is
welldetected.Such burstsprovide,ofcourse,m uch weaker
constraints on the m odel.W e discuss one exam ple,G RB
050315,brie
y.

4.1 G R B 050319

Both the opticaland X-ray afterglowsofG RB 050319 have
been wellrecorded (W o�zniak etal.2005;M ason etal.2005;
Cusum ano etal.2005;Nousek etal.2005).Theoptical
ux
declines with a power law slope of� = � 0:57 between �

200saftertheburstonsetuntilitfadesbelow thesensitivity
threshold ofthe UVO T after5� 104 s.The opticalV-band
em ission lieson theextension oftheX-rayspectrum ,with an
spectralslope � = � 0:8 (M ason etal.2005).The tem poral
behaviorofthe X-ray afterglow ism ore com plicated.After
a steep decay (� = � 5:53) up to t= 370s,the light curve
shows a slow decay with a tem poralindex of� = � 0:54.
It steepens to � = � 1:14 at t= 2:60 � 104s.The spectral
indicesin theslow declinephaseand thenorm aldecay phase
are � = � 0:7 and � = � 0:8,respectively (Cusum ano etal.
2005;Nousek etal.2005;However,seeQ uim by etal.2006).
Below we exam ine whether the m odels discussed above (in
x3) can explain both the opticaland the X-ray afterglows
self-consistently.

Energy injection:The energy injection m odelis be-
lieved to able to explain the observation (e.g., Zhang et
al. 2005; M ason et al. 2005; Cusum ano et al. 2005). As
shown in x3.1,for q = 0:6 and p = 2:4,both the optical
and the X-ray afterglows decline as F�X / t

� 0:54 when
�m < �R < �X < �c, the corresponding spectral index
should be � = � (p � 1)=2 � � 0:7. Allthese values are
consistentwith theobservation.However,thenon-detection
ofthe further X-ray break caused by the spectraltransla-
tion (�c < �X )up to � 106 safterthe triggersuggeststhat
�B � 5� 10� 3 and n � 10� 3 cm � 3 (Cusum ano etal.2005).
The problem is that F�X depends on n and �B sensitively
for �X < �c (see equation (7)).The sm aller n and �B ,the
sm aller F�X .W e show below thatitis quite di�cultto re-
producethedetected X-ray and opticallightcurveswith the
energy injection m odel.

The earliest R-band data is collected at � 200 s (note
that the realonset of G RB 050319 is about 130 s before
the Swift trigger tim e taken in W o�znik et al. (2005), see
Cusum ano et al. (2005) for clari�cation), and the 
ux is
aboutF�R � 0:7 m Jy.Atthattim e,the totalenergy ofthe
out
ow isstilldom inated by the initialE k,and F�;m ax and
�m arestilldescribed by equations(2)and (3),respectively.
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The conditions F�;m ax � 0:7 m Jy and �m (t� 200 s)� �R

yield

�
1=2

B ;� 2
E k;53n

1=2

0 � 0:8 ) Ek;53 � 0:8�� 1=2

B ;� 2
n
� 1=2

0 ; (29)

E
1=2

k;53
�
1=2

B ;� 2
�
2
e;� 1 � 0:04 ) �e � 0:02E� 1=4

k;53
�
� 1=4

B ;� 2
; (30)

respectively.The condition �c � �X � 1017 Hz holding up
to t� 106 sgives

E
� 1=2

k;53
�
� 3=2

B ;� 2
n
� 1

0 (1+ Yo)
� 2

� 940

) �B � 10� 4
E

� 1=3

k;53
n
� 2=3

0 (1+ Yo)
� 4=3

; (31)

whereYo istheCom pton param eteratt� 106 s.To derived
thisrelation,weassum ethatatt� 200 s,�c isdescribed by
equation (4),and �c / t

(q� 2)=2
� t

� 0:7 up to t� 2:6� 104

s(i.e.,in theenergy injection phase),then �c / t
� 1=2 up to

t� 106 s.Com bing equations(29-31),we have

E k;53 � 13n� 1=5

0 (1+ Yo)
4=5

; (32)

�e � 0:06E� 1=6

k;53
n
1=6

0 (1+ Yo)
1=3

: (33)

Now Y0 � 0 (see the Appendix for detail), we have

E k > 1:3 � 1054 ergs n� 1=5

0 .O n the other hand,the en-
ergy injection coe�cient A

0 � Ac
2 � (1 + z)Ek=t0 �

1:4 � 1052n� 1=5

0 ergss� 1 for t0 � 370 s. Please note
that A 0 is com parable to the recorded lum inosity ofm ost
G RBs and the X-ray lum inosity recorded by XRT is just
� 1048 ergss� 1.The out
ow accounting for the late tim e
injection is so energetic that strong soft X-ray to 
� ray
em ission powering by shocksorm agneticdissipation areex-
pected.They willquitelikely dom inateoverthecorrespond-
ing forward shock em ission,which is inconsistent with the
observation.

Thism odelisalso disfavored by the di�erenttem poral
behavioroftheX-ray and theopticalafterglowsatt> 2:6�
104 s.W ethereforeconcludethattheenergy injection m odel
can’t account for the m ulti-wavelength afterglows ofG RB
050319.W etried to�tboth theR-bandand X-rayafterglows
with reasonable param etersnum erically butfailed.

Provided that the energy injection m odelworks (i.e.,
there isa m echanism to keep such energetic out
ow steady
enough and there is no m agnetic dissipation), the initial
G RB e�ciency in thiscaseisaslow as~� 
 = E 
=(E 
 + E k)�

0:08 n1=50 .
Sm all�e:Thism odelisdisfavored by two facts.O neis

thatin theX-ray 
attening phase,�c < �X < �m ,thecorre-
sponding spectralindex is� � � 1=2,which only m arginally
m atchestheobservation � � 0:7.Theotheristhatafterthe
tem poraltransition at t� 104 s,�c < �m < �X ,the spec-
tralindex should be� = � p=2 � � 1:2,which isinconsistent
with the observation.

Evolving shock param eters:As shown in x3.3,for
�m < �R < �X < �c,p = 2:4 and a = b= 0:6,(F�R ;F�X )/
t
� 0:54 and thespectralindex � = � (p� 1)=2 � � 0:7,areall
consistentwith theobservation.Aftertheshock param eters
saturate at t� 2:6 � 104 s,F�X / t

� 1:1 and � = � 0:7 as
long as�X < �c,which also m atchesthe observation.How-
ever,the opticallight curve should be m uch steeper since
�m < �R < �c also holds.The UVO T observation and the
ground based R-band observation suggestthatthedeclineof
opticalem ission doesnotchangeup to t� 2� 105 s,though
the scatter ofthe 
ux is quite large (K iziloglu et al.2005;

Sharapov etal.2005;seeM ason etal.2005 fora sum m ary).
Thereforetheevolving shock param eterm odelisdisfavored.

V ery low nonconstantdensity:W ith properparam -
eters as wellas proper density pro�le,an X-ray 
attening
doesappear(seeFig.5).However,asalready m entioned,the

ux istoo low to m atch m ostobservations,here we do not
discussitfurther.

O � -beam annular jet m odel. Recently,Eichler &
G ranot(2005)suggested thatthe
atpartoftheXRT light
curve m ay be a com bination of the decaying tail of the
prom pt
� ray em ission and the delayed onsetofthe after-
glow em ission observed from viewing anglesslightly outside
ofthe edge ofthe jet(i.e.,o�-beam ).This m odel,like oth-
ers m entioned above,can account for the slow decline of
m any X-ray afterglows,butm ay be unable to explain both
the opticaland the X-ray afterglows ofG RB 050319 self-
consistently,asshown below.

Following Eichler& G ranot(2005),weassum ethatthe
o�-beam angle is �� � 1=�int, where �int is the initial
Lorentzfactoroftheout
ow.Larger�� islessfavored since
theslowly decayingR-band afterglow hasbeen wellrecorded
as early as t� 200 s,which im plies that the afterglow on-
sethasnotbeen delayed so m uch.In theo�-beam case,the
typicalsynchrotron radiation frequency should be

�m � 7:6� 1011 HzE 1=2

k;53
�
1=2

B ;� 2
�
2
e;� 1C

2
p(
1+ z

2
)1=2a1=2t� 3=2

d
;(34)

where a � [1+ (�int��)2]� 2 isthe D opplerfactor.There-
fore the condition �m (t� 200 s)< �R resultsin

�e � 0:017E� 1=4

k;53
�
� 1=4

B ;� 2
(a=2)� 1=4

: (35)

For �� � 1=�int, the late tim e (i.e., the norm al decline
phase) afterglow em ission is quite sim ilar to the on-beam
case (Eichler& G ranot2005).

W euseequation (7)toestim atethelatetim eX-ray
ux,
though the predicted 
ux ofthe annular jet m odelshould
be som ewhat di�erent from that ofour conicaljet m odel
(G ranot 2005; Eichler & G ranot 2005). The XRT 
ux �

8� 10� 12 ergss� 1 cm � 2 attd � 0:3 gives

E k;53 � 0:33�4(1� p)=(p+ 3)

e;� 1 �
� (p+ 1)=(p+ 3)

B ;� 2
n
� 2=(p+ 3)

0 : (36)

The condition �c > �X � 1017 Hz holding up to t� 106 s
yields

�B < 3� 10� 4
E

� 1=3

k;53
n
� 2=3

0 : (37)

Com bing equations (35-37), we

have E k > 1055 ergs n� 1=5

0 (a=2)3(p� 1)=10.W hile we m an-
age to �tboth X-ray and opticaldata,theenergy needed is
too large for any realistic progenitor m odels.W e therefore
suggest that the o�-beam annular jet m odelis also unable
to accountforthe afterglowsofG RB 050319.

4.2 G R B 050401

Theearly X-raylightcurveisconsistentwith abroken power
law with � = � 0:63 and � 1:41 respectively,the break is
at tb � 4480 s (de Pasquale et al.2006).The X-ray spec-
tralindices before and after the break are nearly constant
� � 0:90.Therefore thesm all�e m odelisruled outdirectly.
Zhang etal.(2005)also show thatthe
atelectron distribu-
tion m odel(1 < p < 2) is unable to account for the X-ray
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afterglow observation.Theafterglow hasalso been detected
in R-band,which decaysasa sim ple powerlaw / t

� 0:76 up
to t� 3:5� 104 s(Ryko� etal.2005).

Energy injection (p � 2:8).Afterthebreak,thelight
curve is consistent with an ISM m odelfor �m < �X < �c

with p � 2:8.Beforethebreak,itisconsistentwith thesam e
m odelwith q = 0:5 (see also Zhang et al.2005).As far as
the R-band afterglow em ission is concerned,there are two
possibilities.O neisthat�m < �R < �c,theopticalafterglow
should follow thetem poralbehavioroftheX-ray afterglow,
which isnotthe case.The otheristhat�R < �m fort� tb,
the afterglow increases as t0:9 for q � 0:5 (see x3.1),which
isinconsistentwith the observation.W e therefore conclude
thatthepopularenergy injection m odelisunabletoaccount
forthe data in thisburstaswell.

Evolving shock param eters (p � 2:8). The light
curve after the break is consistent with an ISM m odelfor
�m < �X < �c with p � 2:8.Beforethebreak,itisconsistent
with the sam e m odelwith a = b = 0:7.Can it reproduce
theopticalafterglow? Theanswerisnegative.Provided that
�R < �m fort� tb,the opticalafterglow should increase as
t
0:4 (seex3.3),which isinconsistentwith thedata.Thecase
of �m < �R is ruled out directly in view of the di�erent
tem poralbehaviorofX-ray and R-band afterglows.

4.3 G R B 050315

Aftera steep decay up to tb1 = 308 s,the X-ray lightcurve
showsa 
at\plateau" with a tem poralindex of� = � 0:06
(the spectral index of XRT data is � = � 0:73). It then
turnsto � = � 0:71 attb2 = 1:2� 104 s,thespectralindex is
� = � 0:79.Finally there isa third break attb3 = 2:5� 105

s,afterwhich thetem poraldecay index is� = � 2:0 and the
spectralindex is � = � 0:7 (Nousek et al.2005;Barthelm y
etal.2005).

There are two possible interpretations for the long
term constant spectral index � � � 0:7. O ne is that
m axf�c;�m g < �X after t = 308 s and the power law in-
dex of the shocked electron p � 1:5. The other is that
�m < �X < �c fortb1 < t< tb3 and p � 2:5.

Energy injection (p � 2:5).Toobtain theslow decline
fortb1 < t< tb2,energy injection with q� 0:2isneeded.q �
0:9 isneeded to reproducetheX-ray afterglowsattb2 < t<

tb3.The late tim e sharp decay appearswhen the boundary
ofa non-spreading jetbecom esvisible.

Evolving shock param eters (p � 2:5).Asshown in
x3.3,with a = b = 1:2,we have a slow decline slope � =
� 0:06 between tb1 and tb2.To geta declineslope� = � 0:71
between tb2 and tb3,a = b= 0:45 are needed.The late tim e
sharp decay appearswhen theboundary ofa non-spreading
jetbecom esvisible and a = b= 0:45.

W e �nd thatboth m odelscan explain the observed X-
ray lightcurvesofG RB 050315.

5 SU M M A R Y & D ISC U SSIO N

D uringthepastseveralm onths,theSwiftXRT hascollected
a rich sam ple ofearly X-ray afterglow data.A good frac-
tion ofthese afterglows show a slow decline phase lasting
between a few hundred to severalthousand seconds.The
energy injection m odelis the leading m odelto account for

these slowly decaying X-ray afterglows (e.g.,Zhang et al.
2005;Nousek etal.2005;Panaitescu etal.2006;G ranot&
K um ar2006).Ithasbeen suggested thatin thism odel,the
G RB e�ciency m ight be as high as 90% .Such a high e�-
ciency challengesthe standard internalshock m odelforthe
prom pt
� ray em ission.

In thiswork,wehavere-exam ined theG RB e�ciency of
severalpre-SwiftG RBsand oneSwiftG RB.In addition,we
have explored severalm echanism which m ight give rise to
a slowly decaying X-ray lightcurve and we have com pared
thepredictionsofthesem odelswith thewellrecorded m ulti-
wavelength afterglowsofG RB 050319 and G RB 050401.W e
draw the following conclusions:

1.TheG RB e�ciency ofpre-SwiftG RBsthathasbeen
derived directly from theX-ray 
ux 10 hoursaftertheburst
has been overestim ated. For these Swift G RBs with long
tim e X-ray 
attening,the G RB e�ciency is also m oderate
(around 0.5),even when taking into accountthe possibility
ofenergy injection.Such e�ciency can beunderstood within
the standard internalshock m odel.

2.W ith a properchoice ofparam eters,theslow decline
slopeofX-rayafterglow liketheonedetected in G RB 050319
can bewellreproduced by severalm odels| theenergy injec-
tion m odel,evolving shock param eter m odel(in which the
shock param etersareassum ed to increasewith thedecrease
of the shock strength for t < 104 s),the sm all �e m odel
(in which the shock energy has been give to a fraction �e

of electrons,rather than total) and the very low noncon-
stant density m odel.O utofthese m odels,the last two are
ruled out by the X-ray data itself.In the last m odel,the
resulting X-ray afterglow is too dim to m atch m ost XRT
observations.Thesm all�e m odelisalso disfavored since(1)
In the slow decline phase,the XRT spectrum are usually
m uch softerthan �

� 1=2;(2)Afterthe lightcurve break,no
spectralsteepening hasbeen detected in m ostcases,which
isinconsistentwith them odel.The otherm odels,including
the energy injection m odeland the evolving shock param -
eter m odelseem to be consistent with the X-ray afterglow
observations.

3.W hile two m odels:the energy injection m odeland
theevolving shock param eterm odelareconsistentwith the
X-ray data,they failto reproduce both the X-ray and the
opticalafterglowsofG RB 050319 and G RB 050401.In each
burst,the optical
ux declines slowly up to � 105 s.O n
the other hand,the X-ray light curve decays slowly up to
t� 104 and then turnstothenorm alfasterdecay (F / t

� 1:2

orso).Thetem poralindex oftheslow decay X-ray phaseis
close to thatofthe opticallightcurve.The XRT spectrum
isunchanged before and afterthe X-ray break.Thism eans
thatthe break isnotcaused by a cooling break in which �c

crossesthe observed frequency..
The failure ofallm odelsthatwe considered to �tboth

the X-ray and the optical afterglow light curves suggests
that we should look for another alternative.An intriguing
possibility isbased on factthattheextrapolation backwards
ofthe late X-ray lightcurve isin agreem entwith (or1 to 2
orderlowerthan)theprom ptX-ray em ission.Thissuggests
that we face a "m issing energy problem ".Nam ely,during
theslow decay phase(in which theX-ray 
ux isratherlow)
wem issX-ray em ission.Isitpossiblethatduring thisphase
this energy is dissipated into a di�erent channeland not
into Synchrotron X-raysand thatthisdi�erentchannelbe-
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com esine�ective ataround ten hours? Putdi�erently,dur-
ing this phase the electrons within the forward shock em it
Synchrotron X-rays ine�ciently.A possibility ofthis kind
(that we have considered and found not to work) is ifthe
X-ray em itting electrons are cooled e�ciently via inverse
Com pton (and hence their Synchrotron X-ray em ission is
weaker).Asalready m entioned inverse Com pton cooling is
im portantin determ ining the X-ray 
ux.Furtherm ore,due
to the K lein-Nishina cuto� this cooling becom es unim por-
tant at approxim ately one day.However,this transition is
not sharp enough to produce the observed slowly decaying
X-ray lightcurves.W hileinverseCom pton cooling doesnot
work itispossible thatanother,yetunexplored,process of
thiskind isresponsible forthe observed lightcurves.
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Y (
e)=
PIC

Psyn

=
�
K N

Usyn

UB

=
��

K N
�e

[1+ Y (
e)]�B
; (A2)

where�
K N

isthefraction ofsynchrotron radiation energy of
totalelectronsem itted atfrequenciesbelow �̂.So we have

Y (
e)= (� 1+
p
1+ 4��

K N
�e=�B )=2: (A3)

Below we estim ate the param eter �
K N

in di�erent cooling
regim es.

A .Slow cooling.

F� = F0

�
(�=�c)� (p� 1)=2

; for�m < � < �c;
(�=�c)� p=2

; for�c < � < �M .
(A4)

where �M � 2:8 � 1022�=(1 + z) Hz is the m axim alsyn-
chrotron radiation frequency oftheelectronsaccelerated by
the forward shock. For p > 2, the total energy em itted
is
R
F�d� = 2F 0

(3� p)
�
(p� 1)=2
c [ 1

(p� 2)
�
(3� p)=2
c � �

(3� p)=2
m ],where

the photons with frequencies below �m have been ignored.
Throughoutthe Appendix,�c isstilldescribed by equation
(4)butwithoutthe correction of1=(1+ Y )2.W e have

�
K N

�

8
>>><

>>>:

0; for �̂ < �m ;
�̂
(3� p)=2

� �
(3� p)=2

m

1

(p� 2)
�
(3� p)=2

c � �
(3� p)=2

m

; for�m < �̂ < �c;

1� (3� p)�
1=2

c �̂
(2� p)=2

�

(3� p)

2
c � (p� 2)�

(3� p)

2
m

; for�c < �̂.

(A5)

For 1 < p < 2,the totalenergy em itted is
R
F�d� =

2F 0

(2� p)(3� p)
�
(p� 1)=2
c S1, where S1 = [(3 � p)�1=2c �

(2� p)=2

M
�

�
(3� p)=2
c � (2� p)�(3� p)=2

m ].Now �
K N

can be estim ated as

�
K N

�

8
>><

>>:

0; for �̂ < �m ;
(2� p)(�̂

(3� p)=2
� �

(3� p)=2

m )

S 1
; for�m < �̂ < �c;

1�
(3� p)�

1
2
c (�

(2� p)

2

M
� �̂

(2� p)

2 )

S 1
; for�c < �̂ < �M .

(A6)

B .Fast cooling.

F� = F0

�
(�=�m )� 1=2

; for�c < � < �m ;
(�=�m )� p=2

; for�m < � < �M .
(A7)

For p > 2, the total energy em itted is
R
F�d� =

2F0�
1=2
m [(p� 1

p� 2
)�1=2m � �

1=2
c ],where the em ission below �c has

been ignored.The �
K N

isestim ated as

�
K N

�

8
>><

>>:

0; for �̂ < �c;
�̂1=2� �

1=2

c

(
p� 1

p� 2
)�

1=2

m � �
1=2

c

; for�c < �̂ < �m ;

1� �
(p� 1)=2

m �̂
(2� p)=2

(p� 1)�
1=2

m � (p� 2)�
1=2

c

; for�m < �̂.

(A8)

For 1 < p < 2,the totalenergy em itted is
R
F�d� =

2F 0�
1=2

m

2� p
S2,whereS2 = [�(p� 1)=2

m �
(2� p)=2

M
� (p� 1)�1=2m � (2�

p)�1=2c ].W e have

�
K N

�

8
><

>:

0; for �̂ < �c;
(2� p)(�̂

1=2
� �

1=2

c )

S 2
; for�c < �̂ < �m ;

1�
�
(p� 1)=2

m [�
(2� p)=2

M
� �̂

(2� p)=2
]

S 2
; for�m < �̂ < �M .

(A9)

A P P EN D IX B : W H EN IS T H E K LEIN -N ISH IN A

C O R R EC T IO N IM P O R TA N T ?

In the shock front,the m agnetic �eld strength B is

B = 0:04��1=2
B ;� 2

n
1=2

0 : (B1)

The typicalsynchrotron radiation frequency ofan electron
with random Lorentz factor
e is

�(
e)=
2:8� 106

1+ z
Hz 
2e�B ; (B2)

A .T he X R T lightcurve

For �X � 1017 Hz, we have 
e(�X ) = 1:3 � 105[2=(1 +

z)]� 1=2�� 1

1 �
� 1=4

B ;� 2
n
� 1=4

0 and

�̂ � 5� 1015Hz [(1+ z)=2]1=2�21�
1=4

B ;� 2
n
1=4

0 ; (B3)

Therefore, the K lein-Nishina correction seem s to be
unim portant(i.e.,�

K N
� 1) for td � 1 (when �̂ � �c) and

�B � 0:01.
B .T he R -band lightcurve

For �R � 4:3 � 1014 Hz,we have 
e(�R )= 8� 103[2=(1 +

z)]� 1=2�� 1

1 �
� 1=4

B ;� 2
n
� 1=4

0 and

�̂ � 8� 1016Hz [(1+ z)=2]1=2�21�
1=4

B ;� 2
n
1=4

0 ; (B4)

Then, with �B � 0:01, the K lein-Nishina correction
seem stobeunim portantforalongtim e.O n theotherhand,
the factor � ’ m inf1;(�m =�c)(p� 1)=2

g � 1 for td < 1.Asa
consequence,the inverse Com pton e�ect is very im portant
both for the long wavelength afterglow calculation and for
the X-ray lightcurve calculation.However,itm ay be unim -
portantfora lower�B since �c / �

� 3=2

B
.


