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ABSTRACT

1

INTRODUCTION

T he discovery by Swift that a good fraction of Gamm a Ray Bursts (GRBs) have a
slow Iy decaying X ray afterglow phase led to the suggestion that energy infction into
the blast wave takes place severalhundred seconds after the burst. T his in plies that
right after the burst the kinetic energy of the blast wave was very low and In tum
the e ciency of production of -rays during the burst was extrem ely high, rendering
the intemal shocks m odel unlkely. W e reexam ine the estin ates of kinetic energy
In GRB afterglow s and show that the e ciency of converting the kinetic energy into

rays ism oderate and does not challenge the standard intermalshock m odel. W e also
exam ine severalm odels, ncluding in particularenergy in fction, suggested to Interpret
this slow decay phase.W e show that w ih proper param eters, all these m odels give
rise to a slow decline lasting several hours. However, even those m odels that t all
X —-ray observations, and in particular the energy inection m odel, cannot account self-
consistently for both the X +ray and the optical afterglow s of well m oniored GRBs
such as GRB 050319 and GRB 050401. W e goeculate about a possbl altemative
resolution of this puzzle.

Key words: Gamma Rays: bursts ISM : gts and out ow s{radiation m echanisn s:
nonthem al X -rays:general

tioni:Dai& Lu 1998a; Zhang & M eszaros 2001; D ai2004).

TheX —ray telescope X RT ) on board Swifthasprovided high
quality early X -ray afterglow light curves ofm any G amm a—
ray Bursts (GRBs). One 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 w ith observer’s tine t
asF / t9% %% lsting from a fow hundred seconds to few

hours Wousek et al 2005, Cam pana et al. 2005; Vaughan
et al. 2005; Cusum ano et al. 2005; de Pasquale et al. 2005).
Such a phase is unexpected in the standard reballm odel.
A sin ple explanation is that the slow decline arises due to
a signi cant energy ingction (Zhang et al. 2005; N ousek et
al. 2005; Panaitescu et al. 2006, G ranot & Kum ar 2006),
as suggested previously (For baryon-rich injection: Rees &

M eszaros 1998; Panaitescu et al. 1998; Kum ar & P iran 2000;
Sari & M eszaros 2000; Zhang & M eszaros 2002; G ranot,
Nakar & Piran 2003. For Poynting ux dom lnated inc—
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It hasbeen argued that consequently the resulted GRB e -
ciency, ie., the ratio of the energy em itted In ray energy
to the totalenergy (the sum ofthe ray energy and the ki~
netic energy ofthe efecta pow ering the afterglow ), should be
90% or higher. Som e extrem e assum ptions are needed Be-
Ioborodov 2000; K cbayashi& Sari2001) to reach such a high
e clency wihin the fram ework of the standard intemal-
shocksm odel Paczynski& Xu 1994;Rees& M eszaros 1994;
Sari& Piran 1997a , 1997b; K obayashi, P iran & Sari1997;
D aigne & M ochkovitch 1998; P iran 1999).

W e reexam ine this issue focusing on tw o criticalaspects
of the analysis. The estin ate of the kinetic energy of the
efcta from the afterglow observationsand in particular from

1 Ifthe out ow ejcted from the central engine after the gamm a
ray burst phase is highly m agnetized, at a radius 101° am,
the M HD condition breaks down. Signi cant m agnetic eld dis-
sipation processes are expected to happen which converts energy
into radiation.A s long as the highly m agnetized out ow is steady
enough, strong and slow Iy decaying X -ray em ission ispossible (see
Fan, Zhang & Proga [R005a] and the references therein).
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theX -ray ux and the need ofenergy infction.W e show in
x2. that even for these Swift GRBs with long duration X —
ray attening the -ray conversion e ciency is high but not
unreasonable.
W e then tum to the puzzling slow decline seen in the

rst few hours ofthe X —ray afterglow . W e explore in x:§: sev—
eralm odels that m ay give rise to slow Iy decaying X —ray af-
terglow s: (1) Energy inection. (il) A snall ., in which only
a an all fraction, - 1 of the electrons are accelerated to
high energies and contrbute to the radiation process. (iii)
Evolving shock param eters, w here them icroscopic shock pa—
ram eters . and/or p (the fraction of shock energy given
to them agnetic led) vary in tim e and are inversely propor—
tional to the Lorentz factor of the efcta. (v) A very low
variable extemal density m odel, in which the num ber den—
sity ofthem edium isnot only very low but it also a function
of the radius. (v) H ighly m agnetized out ow where atten—
Ing m ight arise because ofa slow conversion of the m agnetic
energy to kinetic energy of the extemalm atter.W e present
n x3| analytical derivation as well as num erical calculations
of the expected light curves in all these m odels except the
last one. In x4 we com pare the m odels to the observations
of GRB 050319 and GRB 050401. W e summ arize our re—
sults and discuss their in plications in >§‘ W e conclude w ith
a speculation on the nature of the solution to this puzzl.

2 ISTHERE A GRB EFFICIENCY CRISIS?

O ne ofthe critical factors that characterize the em itting ofa
G RB isthe energy conversion e ciency.The -raye ciency
is de ned as:

E=E + Ey); 1)

where E is the isotropic equivalent energy of the ray
em ission and Ey is the isotropic equivalent energy of the
out ow powering the afterglow . Follow ing the Sw ift cbser-
vations of attening in the X ray afferglow light curve of
many GRBs, i has been argued that typical values of
could be as high as 90% or even higher (Zhang et al. 2005;
Nousek et al. 2005; Ioka et al. 2005; for the discussion of
preSwift GRBs, see Llod-Ronning & Zhang 2004, hereafter
LZ04).Thisvery high e ciency would challengem ost -rays
em ission m odels and in particular it challenges the standard
reballm odel that is based on Intemal shocks.

These claim s arise from revised estin ates of the kinetic
energy Inm ediately follow ing the GRB . Therefore, In or-
der to explore this issue we reexam ine the estin ates of the
kinetic energy from the X -ray observations.A swe show be-
low , at a Jate afterglow epoch, the X ray band is above the
cooling frequency. In this case the X -ray ux is independent
of the poorly constrained n and the X ray lum inosity is a
good probe ofEx (Freedm an & W axm an 2001, K um ar 2000,
Lz04).

In the standard GRB afterglow m odel (eg., Sari, P iran
& Narayan 1998; Piran 1999), the X ray afterglow is pro—
duced by a shock propagating into the circum -burst m atter.
The equations that govermn the em ission of this shock are
(Y ost et al. 2003)4

2 To derive these equations, the deceleration ofthe reball is gov—
ermed by the energy conservation ’M & = E xr where M is the

Fomax = L;228:34 éz;z 2Eki53né:2; @)
-2 1= 1+ z 4= -
m=76 10"HzE, 17, 2% ci 5 RPN C)
5 32 1,1+ 2z 15 12 1
c=14 1d HZEk53 5, 200 (T) " mi(‘l)

where z is the redshift, D1 is the corresponding lum inos—
ity distance, p is the power-law index of the shocked elec—
trons, we use p = 23 throughout this work, C, 13 @
=B P lﬁ and t is the observer’s tin e in uni of days.
Y= ( 1+ 1+4 ,, =8
eter, where = minfl;(n=.)® ?7%g (eg. Sari, N arayan
& Piran 1996; W ei& Lu 1998, 2000), 0 . 1 isa co—
e cient accounting for the K leinN ishina e ect, which is .
(the randorg Lorentz factor of the electron) dependent (see
A ppendix :Z-\: for detail) . H ere and throughout this text, the
convention Q y = Q =10" hasbeen adopted in cgs units.

For the typical param eters taken here, . crosses the
observer frequency x 10" Hzatty 4 10°. It isquite
reasonable to assume x > maxf ¢; n g, and the predicted
X ray uxis

)=2 is the C om poton param -

1=2 (e 1)=2 p=2

FX = F;maxc m X

4 1+ 2 2+p)=4 2 ® 2)=4 p 1
38 10 "mJy ( ) Dipj2s3an; 2 e 1

(p+ 2)=4 1,(2 3p)=4 p:2.
Ek;53 (l +tY ) td X ;17 ° (5)
The ux recorded by XRT is
Z X 2
F = F,dx
X1
1+ z -
= 12 107 ergss 'an ° (T)‘p”’ DL e
P 2)=4 p 1 (p+ 2)= 1,2 3p)=4,
B; 2 e; lEk ;53 (1+ Y) td 4 (6)

where x1 = 02 keV and x 2 = 10 keV . This equation is
now inverted to obtain Ey from the observed ux.

In som e specialcases, n < x < ,the ux recorded
by XRT should be

11 1 2 1tz

ergss  am ( )@+ D=4p

F = 15 10 N

rest m ass of the shocked m edium (eg., Blandford & M cK ee 1976;
Sariet al. 1998; P iran 1999). T he distribution of the fresh elec—
trons accelerated by the shock is assumed to be dn=d ¢ / °
for o em rWhere em = (mp=me)[(p 2)=@ Dlel 1),
govemed by the strict shock jum p conditions B landford & M c—
Kee 1976). The other crucial param eter is the cooling Lorentz
factor e;c = 6(1+ z) mec=[ 1t Bt + Y)], above which the
energy loss due to the synchrotron/inverse-C om poton radiation
is In portant (Sari et al. 1998; Piran 1999), where  is the
Thom pson cross section and B is the magnetic eld of the
shocked medium .  and . are the corresponding synchrotron
radiation frequency of electrons with Lorentz factor ¢;n and
ejcr respectively. The maximum speci c ux is estim ated as
F omax (+2zM e’B=@ mpmc?D?) (Sariet al. 1998; W i
Brs & Galam a 1999), where e is the charge of electron. The
and F ;y ax taken here are com parable w ith that ofm ost previous
works (eg. G ranot et all999; W ikrs& G alam a 1999; P anaitescu
& Kum ar 2002; 1.,Z04). The p is close to that taken in Sariet
al. (1998), G ranot et al. (1999) and W ifrs& Galam a (1999), but
is about 30 40 tim es sm aller than that taken in P anaitescu &
Kum ar (2002) and LZ04. Such a large divergency m ay arise ifone
ignoresthetemm (@ 2)=(@ 1) when evaluating em -



(p+1)=4 p 1 _1=2_, (p+3)=4,3Q p)=4,
B; 2 e; 1°°0 Ek;53 td ’ (7)

2.1 Thee cincy ofthe preSwitGRBs

W ith equation C§‘), the corresponding X -ray lum inosity at

tqg= 04 ( 10h, to com pare w ith the results of LZ04) is
Ly = 4D:F=Q+ z)
1+ -
= 11 10°emss 'an °? (TZ)(p 2
S Laey) T ®

which n tum yields

- 1+ z -
Ex = 092 107 ergs R Li;gp;z) (—2 y@ pimer
R ;(p22):(p+ 2) :;(1lp):(p+ 2) a+y )4:(p+ 2); ©)
where R E(lOh)=Tyo I’ =~1° is a factor acocounting for the

energy radiative loss during the rst 10 hours follow ing the
prom pt gam m a-ray em ission phase (Sari 1997; LZ04), Teo
is the dura‘t‘don of the GRB . The num erical factor of our
equation (:2) is Jarger than that of equation (7) ofLZ04 by
a factor of 92 (1 + Y )*"®*? due to the facts that (1) The
n taken here, which m atches the num erical result better
(one can verify thiswith a sin ple code to calculate the dy—
nam ical evolution as wellas  num erically), is about one
and half orders am aller than that taken in LZ04. (2) The
Inverse C om pton e ect hasbeen taken into account. Sin ilar
conclusions have been reached by G ranot, Konigl & P iran
(2006) . However, it is not easy to estim ate Y since it de—
pends on p sensitively (see Appendix @: for discussion).
One good way to estim ate the GRB e ciency may be to
takeY Oand 1+ Y) (=3 )2, respectively. In both
cases, our estim ates of (Table :1:) are signi cantly lower
than those of LZO4,B_: Sm aller may be possble n view
of that both . and s m ight be signi cantly lower than
the standard param eters taken here (Panaiescu & Kum ar
2002) . W e suggest that the typical GRB e clency of these
preSwiftburstsis  0: (see Tablejl for detail) . Such valies
are well understood w ithin the intemal shock m odel

A dditional support for this conclusion arises from late
energy estin ates. Berger, Kulkamié& Frail (2004) used the
late tim e radio observation to estin ate the kinetic energy
at this stage. The nd high energies and correspondingly
low -ray e ciency.ForGRB 970508 and GRB 970803, the
e clencies are 0.03 and 02 respectively, w hich coincide w ith
our estin ates (see Table :_ll) .

The coe cient of our equation (S#_; are very di erent
from that ofequation (7) ofLZ04.Below we check isvalid—
ity num erically. T he code used here has already been used

3 W hile our results are very close to the recent calculations of
G ranot, K onigl& P iran (2006), they also show that the estim ates
of Ex are very sensitive to the exact expressions used for .,

m s and F ;4 ax . SIn ilar conclusion can be drawn by com paring
previous results of G ranot et al (1999), W ikErs & Galama (1999),
Freedman & W axm an (2001), Panaitescu & Kum ar (2002) and
LZ04.Therefore, an altemative explanation for the apparent high
e ciencies is that the blast wave energy estin ates using L y are
sim ply inaccurate.
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Figure 1. X-ray (02-10 keV) afterglow light curves: A nalyti-
cal (dashed line) lightcurve, and num erical (solid line) when In-
verse C om poton e ect has been ignored. T he divergence is about
a factor of 2. Num erical estim ates when the inverse C om poton
e ect has been taken into account w ith (dotted line) and w ith—
out (dashed —doted line) a K lein-N ishina correction. C learly, the
K lein-N ishina correction is unim portant for the ducial param e—
ters listed in the gure.

In Zhang et al. (2005) and has been tested by J.D yks in—
dependently (O yks, Zhang & Fan 2005). Here we jast de—
scribe brie y the technical treatm ent. The dynam ical evo—
ution of the out ow is calculated with the formulae pre—
sented In Huang et al. (2000), which are able to describe the
dynam ical evolution of the out ow in both the relativistic
and the non-relativistic phases. T he electron energy distri-
bution is calculated by solving the continuiy equation w ith
the powerJaw source function Q = K ., nom alized by
a local lngction rate. The cooling of the electrons due to
both synchrotron and nverse Com pton M oderski, Sikora
& Bulik 2000) has been taken into account.

Fjg.:g: depicts the num erical resuls. O ne can see that
the num erical results m atch the analytical ones to w ithin
a factor of 2. W e therefore conclide that equation C§‘) and
equation {_Q) are reasonable approxin ations to the fiill solu-
tion of the problem .

22 TheGRB e ciency of Swit G RB s w ith X -ray
attening

Early attening isevident fora good fraction ofthe X —ray af-
terglow light curves recorded by the Swift XRT .D eterm ina-
tion ofthe GRB e clency ofthese G RB s is quite challenging
sihce, aswe see In x:ﬁil the underlying physical process that
controls the slow decline is unclear. A comm on interpreta-—
tion for this at decay is energy Injction, which essentially
Increases the required initial GRB e ciency. In spite of the
uncertainties conceming the applicability of thism odelwe
consider its im plication to the e ciency.

T he energy ingction is characterized by a factor £ such
that fE, (f a few ten, In the Pllow Ing discussion, we
take £ = 5) isthe energy in ected into the reball (Zhang et
al. 2005). The miialGRB e ciency should be



1
Table 1. GRB energies and e ciencies, L y used in equation &?) and E are all taken from LZ04. T he num erical values quoted in

parentheses are for (1+ Y)’ (=5 )'72.

GRB E =10%2%ergs Ey=10°2%ergs e ciency
970228 1.42 175 (47.5) 0.08 (0.03)
970508 0.55 9.1 (24.8) 0.06 (0.02)
970828 21.98 374 (101.5) 0.37 (0.18)
971214 21.05 78.0 (212) 021 (0.09)
980613 0.54 11.2 (30.5) 0.05 (0.02)
980703 6.01 222 (60.2) 021 (0.09)
990123 143.8 186.6 (507) 043 (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) 023 (0.1)
010222 85.78 209.7 (569.8) 029 (0.13)
011211 6.72 12.1 (33) 0.36 (0.17)
020405 72 423 (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)

XRF 020903 0.0011 0.09 (0.25) 0.01 (0.004)

~ E=E +Ex)=£f =01+ (£ 1) 1 (10)

w here E =E + fEx) isthe GRB e ciency derived
at ty 04.LZ04 nd that > 04, and therefore, ~ >
0:8, which is too high w ithin the fram ew ork of the standard
(ntemalshocks) reballm odel. H owever, as shown in x2.1,

presented in LZ04 has been overestin ated signi cantly.
W e suggest that 02, therefore even when correcting
for the additional energy ~ 03, which is still consistent
w ith thism odel

A san exam pl we consider the -ray e ciency ofGRB

050319. Both the optical M ason et al. 2005) and the X -ray
(Cusum ano et al. 2005) light curves are w ell recorded ﬁ)rt_hg's
burst and can be used to constrain the e ciency (see x{.l_:
for a detailed discussion). (1) The tim e averaged optical-
toX -ray spectrum (t 200 900 s) is a single power law
wih an ndex = 0:8 M ason et al. 2005). This in plies
that o € 100 s) < r = 43 10* Hz. ) The very
early R Jband observation suggests that F ;nax (€ 100 s)
1 mJy (assum Ing that energy in‘jction takes place at t
400 s). B) ¢ > x 137 Hz holds up to t 16 s, as
suggested by the XRT spectrum . W e have (see equations
81 133) . 4 10%, 5 4 10° andE, 13 1¥
ergs (the energy carried by the iniial out ow). W ith K-
correction, the isotropic energy of the ray em ission of
GRB 050319 isE 12 18 ergs Nousek et al 2005),
so~ =E =E + Eyg) 0d. It issu ciently low to bewell
understood w ithin the standard reballm odel.

3 MODELSFOR A SLOW LY DECAYING
XRAY AFTERGLOW

W etum now to explore (both analytically and num erically)
m odels that can give rise to a slow Iy decaying X -ray after—
glow phase. The m odels we discuss include: (i) Energy in-
fction. (i) A small .. (il Evolving shock param eters. (i)
A very low nonconstant circum burst density. W e also ex—

am ine the possibility of the X ray attening is attrbuted to
a highly m agnetized out ow . In the num erical calculations
that we present the param eters are chosen to reproduce the
XRT light curve of GRB 050319 (for t > 380 s).W e also
present the corresponding R band light curve.

3.1 Energy injction

In the standard reballm odel, the reball that is sweeping
the circum burst m atter decelerates and is bulk Lorentz
factor evolves with the tineas / t *~°.W ith continu—
ous signi cant energy in gction, the reballdeceleratesm ore
slow Iy and slow Iy decaying m ultiwavelength afterglow s are
expected. This m odel has been analytically investigated by
m any authors (Sari & M eszaros 2000, Zhang et al. 2005;
N ousek et al. 2005; Panaitescu et al. 2006; G ranot & Kum ar
2006).A s shown in Zhang et al. (2005), ©ordE py=dt/ t ¢
we nd o / t @Y%,/ t9 D2 andF n./ £ C.In
this subsection, we take g= 05 and nd:

8 £® Tw=6  ps, Br < o< n;

3 e o £°; or o< < nj;
o/ £® Sw=6  gw2, Br o< < .

% £l6 20) o+ 3)al=4 £0%2, for < < o

Tole e eraasd 068, gy s gy ;o g.

Follow ing Zhang et al. (2005), we consider an energy
indection rate of the orm (1 + z)dE ins=dt = A (=tp) ©
forty < t< t, where A is a constant. W ith the energy
inction, the equation (8) ofHuang et al. (2000) should be
replaced by (see also W ei, Yan & Fan 2005)

1 %)dm + A (=) ‘H=0+ 2)]

d = i

12)
Mes+ m+ 2(1 ) m

where M ¢4 is the rest m ass of the nitial GRB efcta, m is
the m ass of the medium swept by the GRB efcta, which
is govemed by dm 4 Rznmde,mp is the rest m ass of
proton,dR = ( + 2 1)od=@1+ z), = . istheradi-

o]l

11)
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Figure 2. The X ray (02-10 keV ) afterglow light curve and the
R -band light curve for the energy injction m odel.

ation e ciency.O ur num erical resuls, the R -band em ission
LA
and the 02-10 keV em ission, are shown in Fig.a.

3.2 Small .

In the standard afterglow m odel, it is assum ed that a frac-
tion . ofthe shock energy is given to all the fresh electrons
that are swept by the shock front. However, it is possble
that only a fraction . of fresh electrons has been acceler-
ated, as suggested by Papathan?'ssjou &”M eszaros (1996).
W ith this correction, equations @) and 3) take the form

1+ z 2 1=2 1-2
> D 1 o534 5, 2Bk;53N 7 as)

66mJIy o

F max —

- - 1+ z 4= -
2 1=2 1=2 2 2 )l—th3 2;(14)

1
n=76 10"Hz (B, 5, , 6 1Cp( >

respectively.

For ¢ < x < n,F, / t '™ .A steeper decline is
possible (the steepestoneisF , / t =7y, depending on the
radiative correction, as shown In the upper panel of Fig. 2
of Sariet al. (1998).

T he transition of the slow decline to a nom al decline
F , / t '?) usually takesplace at t  0: day or earlier,
when x = p .Sowehave

1=4 3=4 1=2

e’ 0016E, 5 o 1 5, oty 1CpR=0+ 2)] @s)

T he num erical light curves is presented in Fig. :;3' One
can see that a long tim e m uliwavelength attening is evi-
dentwith a small ..

Before and after the tem poraldecline transition, the en—
ergy spectrum ofthe XRT observation should beF / =2
andF / p=2 , respectively. In otherw ords, after the break
in the light curve, the X ray spectrum should bem uch softer
(see also Zhang et al. 2005), which is lnconsistent w ith m ost
XRT observations (Nousek et al. 2005). In addition, in this
m odel, the spectral ndex ofthe XRT afterglow s In the slow
decline phase is 1=2. It ismuch harder than that ofm ost
Swift X ray afterglow s (see Table 1 of Nousek et al 2005).
T he Sw ift observations therefore provide us robust evidences
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Figure 3.The X ray (02-10 keV ) afterglow light curve and the
R -band light curve for the sm all ¢ m odel.

of that signi cant part of, rather than a sm all fraction 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 .
and  are assum ed to be constant. H owever, i is also pos—
sble that . or s, orboth, vary wih time (see Yost et al.
(2003) for detailed discussion). Fan et al. (2002) and W ei
et al. (2006) m odeled the optical ares detected in GRB

990123 and GRB 050904 and found that both . and &
of the 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 eters on the strength ofthe shock.Possbl evi-
dence forthe shock strength dependent 5 was also found by
Zhang, K cbayashi& M eszaros (2003), Kum ar & Panaitescu
(2003), M iM ahon, Kum ar & Panaitescu (2004), P anaitescu
& Kumar (2004), Fan, Zhang & W ei (2005b) and B lustin
et al. (2006). Yost et al. (2003) and Ioka et al (2005) con—
sidered afterglow em ission assum ing s and . are tine—
dependent, respectively. Here we sinply take (<; s ) /
( 2; Py for > o; otherwise (e; 1) const: where
o is the Lorentz factor of the out ow at the X ray decline
translation, both a and b are taken to be positive. For sin —
plicity, we discuss only the case ofa= bfor > ,.Belw

o, the solution is the usualone.

T he typicalsynchrotron radiation frequency . satis es

o / (= O) 53:2t 3=2 / t(lSa 24):16; (16)
where 25E sy B=+ 2)] %, n,

T he cooling frequency . satis es
o/ (= o) 72 g Gromc-le, an
Themaxinum spectral ux F ;yax satis es
F ;m ax / (= o) azz / t3a:l6: (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. T he param eters
are listed in the gure.
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for x > maxf ¢; ng.

T he afterglow light curves are shown In Fjg.:_4'..A sboth
e and p Increase wih tine, the ux of the early X -ray
em ission is dim m er than that of the constant shock param —
eters m odel and the decline is m uch slower. Both are con-—
sistent w ith the current Swift XRT observations (N ousek et
al. 2005).

3.4 A very low nonconstant density

In the standard ISM afterglow m odel, the num ber density of
the m edium is taken as a constant. In the w ind m odel, the
num ber density n decreases w ith the radiusR asn / R 2
M eszaros, Rees & W iprs 1998; Dai& Lu 1998; Chevalier
& L12000).Here we discuss the generalcasen / R k0
k< 3).

First, we show that for a rball decelerating in the
BM selfsin ilar regine (Blandford & M cKee 1976), no X —
ray attening is expected regardless of the choice of k. The
energy of the reball is nearly constant and it is given by
E iso M ¢, where M / R?® ¥ is the total mass of
the svept medium . So  / R © ¥)72_ Considering that

dR / *dt / R ©® ¥dt, we have R / t°“ ¥ and
/ t 3 k)=R2@¢@ k)]

Now pn decreaseswih tas
/PR KPP/ (20)

and . and F m ax Satls-fy

XRT lightcurve (ergs s” cm?)
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Figure 5. X-ray (02-10 keV) afterglow light curve for a very
low nonconstant density:n = 10 4 am 3 for R < 10 am;
n =10 4 R=10'%) * an 3 Pr 10'® < R < 10 an and
n=10 "an 3 orR > 10¥° .

c/ 4R3k:2t 2 / t(3k 4)=1[2(4 k)]; (21)
F m ax / R3 3k=2 2 / t k=[2 (4 k)]; (22)
respectively. This results in:
19 8

< g3 D= k=RU R g o o
F, / t'% Br o< x < n; (23)

¢ ©Gp 2)=4. or y > maxf n; 9.

The last two are independent of k. So no X tay attening
appears.

H owever, if the num ber density is su ciently low, the
deceleration tin escal (/ n '~?) can be very Jong and even
as long as 10 s. In this case, a slow Iy decaying X —ray
afterglow m ay be obtained. O ne exam ple has been plotted
in Fig.5, in which the density pro ke ofthem edium is taken
asn=10 ‘an ® PrR 10° an,n= 10 ‘R, an * or
1 Rie 1(?,andn= 10 " am 3ﬁ>rR16> 103.AnX—ray

attening appears when the shock front reaches R = 10*°
an .H owever, w hile the shape ofthe light curve is correct the
X ray ux istoo low to account form ost XRT Iight curves.

3.5 M agnetized out ow

A Poynting ux dom inated out ow (U sov 1994; T hom pson
1994; Lyutikov & Blandford 2003) is an altemative to the
standard baryonic reballm odel.W ithin the context ofthis
discussion it is of interest since it m ay also give rise to a
slow Iy decaying X ray afterglow (Zhang et al 2005). W e
nvestigate, here, brie y thispossibility, extended discussion
w ill be presented elsew here.

W e assum e that the electrom agnetic energy E, willbe
transform ed continuously into the kinetic energy of the for-
ward shock.T hedynam icalevolution ofthe shocked m edium
is govemed by (Huang et al. 2000; W eiet al. 2006):

(% 1)dm + dE,=¢

d = i (24)
Mes+ m+ 2(1 ) m




where E 2vB®%=@4 ), V is the volum e of the m ag—
netized out ow (measured by the observer) and B % is the
com oving strength of the m agnetic eld.

If the m agnetic pressure is higher than the them al
pressure of the shocked medium , the m agnetic pressure
works on the shocked medium 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®=@g )= Pgas ' 4 ’nm pcz=3, where pyas is the them al
pressure of the shocked m edium . T herefore E, can be esti-
m ated byﬂ

=2 *PgasV 8 'nm ,FV=3: @5)

dE ,=¢? can be calculated as BHllow s. A ssum ing that the

whole system (the shocked m edium and them agnetized out—

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

2 2pgasv + 3 2pgas Vot V) = Etot (Mej+ m )Czr' (26)

where Viot 4 R? is the total volum e of the system ,

is the width of the syslgem which is descrbbed by d =

( £sh )JAR and &n ’ 1=[ 7 +3]Jstheveloc3tyof
the forward shock.D i erentiating equation 26) we obtain:

dE,=¢ = 2f(16 *nmpViee+ Mo+ m)d + 16 *Rnm,
R ( £sh )+ 2 MR + dmg: @7)
A fter sim ple algebra, equation éé) can be rearranged
as: (hote that now we take = 0)
(%+2a 1)dm + BdR
d = ; (28)
Mes+ 2m + 2A (16 3nmpVior + M o5+ m)
where A = 1 for dE,=dR 0, otherwise A = 0; B =
322 nm, ‘R ren )R + 2 1.
W ith proper boundary conditions and the relations
dm = 4 nmyR’dR, dR = c @+ )d=(1+ 2), Veor =
4 R? andd = ( fen )dR , equation 28) can be solved

num erically. In our num erical exam ple, we take Ex = 10°2
ergs,n = 1 an 3,Ep = 10Ey and the width of the out ow
istakenas3 10 an .The starting point of our calculation
isatR = 2 10° an ( Ryec, the deceleration radius of
the out ow, where Ex=2 has been given to the shocked
medium ), at which = 360 ,l W e nd out that m ost of the

4 Providing that v / R2*¢ 4, E, /
and are all lJarger than 0), we have
which should be atter than 3=8 (the canonical dynam ical
evolution of a efecta without energy injction). It requires that
2c+ 3d< 8 8 , otherwise dEp=dt < 0 has been vioclated. It is
evident that in the spreading phase, ie,, c= 1l and d = 2, Ep
can not be converted into the kinetic energy of the forw ard shock
e ectively.

5 At that radius, the reverse shock has crossed the efcta and a
pressure balance between the shocked m edium and the m agne—
tized out ow is reached. In this work, we do not calculate the re—
verse shock em ission (seeFan,W ei& W ang (2004a) forthe reverse
shock em ission w ith m ild m agnetization and Zhang & K obayashi
(2005) for reverse shock em ission w ith arbitrary m agnetization).
W ith the idealM HD 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 Kennel & Coronitti (1984),
Fan, W ei& Zhang (2004b) and Zhang & K obayashi (2005) both
analytically and num erically.

8+ 2c dt2+c / t @, 4,
/ t (2+ c+ )=(8+ 2c d),

m agnetic energy has been converted into the kinetic energy
of the forward shock In a very short tine 501 + z) s.
A sin ilar result has been obtained by Lyutikov & Bland-
ford (2003). Though this tin escale ism uch longer than the
crossing tin e of the reverse shock, it is not long enough to
account for the X -ray attening detected iIn m ost GRB s.

4 CASE STUDIES:CONSTRAINING THE
M ODELS

GRB 050319 and GRB 050401, have well recorded X -ray
a.nd optical afterglow s, w ith which the m odels discussed in
x3 can be constrained. W e discuss these constraints in de—
tail here. Form ost Swit GRBs only the X ray afterglow is
well detected. Such bursts provide, of course, m uch weaker
constraints on the m odel . W e discuss one exam ple, GRB
050315, brie y.

4.1 GRB 050319

Both the optical and X -ray afterglow s of GRB 050319 have
been well recorded W ozniak et al. 2005; M ason et al. 2005;
Cusum ano et al. 2005; N ousek et al. 2005). T he optical ux
declines with a power law slope of = 057 between
200s after the burst onset until it fadesbelow the sensitivity
threshold of the UVOT after 5 1¢ s.The opticalV -band
em ission lies on the extension ofthe X -ray spectrum , w ith an
spectral slope = 0:8 M ason et al. 2005). The tem poral
behavior of the X ray afterglow ism ore com plicated. A fter
a steep decay ( = 5:53) up to t = 370s, the light curve
show s a slow decay wih a tem poral index of = 054.
It steepens to = 114 at t= 260 10s. T he spectral
indices In the slow decline phase and the nom aldecay phase
are = 07 and = 0:8, respectively (Cusum ano et al.
2005; Nousek et al. 2005; H owever, see Q uin by et al. 2006) .
B'e]ow we exam Ine whether the m odels discussed above (in
x_3l) can explain both the optical and the X -ray afterglow s
self-consistently.

Energy inJection: The energy injction m odel is be-
lieved to able to explain the observation (eg. Zhang et
al. 2005; M ason et al. 2005; Cusum ano et al 2005). As
shown in x@._L', forg= 0:6 and p = 24, both the optical
and the X ray afterglows decline as F , / t °°* when

m < r < x < , the corresponding spectral index
should be = i} 1)=2 0:7. A1l these values are
consistent w ith the observation . H ow ever, the non-detection
of the further X -ray break caused by the spectral transla—
tion (< x ) upto 10 s after the trigger suggests that

B 5 103 and n 10%am 3 (Cusum ano et al. 2005).
The problem is that F , dependson n and  sensitively
for x < < (see equation ﬁ'j.)).The amaller n and g, the
smaller ¥ , .W e show below that it is quite di culk to re—
produce the detected X —ray and optical light curvesw ith the
energy inction m odel.

T he earliest R band data is collected at 200 s (note
that the real onset of GRB 050319 is about 130 s before
the Swift trigger tim e taken In W oznik et al. (2005), see
Cusum ano et al. (2005) for clari cation), and the ux is
about F 077 m Jy.At that tin e, the totalenergy of the
out ow is stﬂldom inated by the JthJalE krand F 5 ax and
m are still describbed by equations @) and é), respectively.
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The conditions F ;n ax 07 mJdy and n (t 200 s) R
yield
é:;Z 2E k,.53né:2 08 ) Ek;53 O:8B :;LZZZHO l:2,' (29)
1=2 1=2 2 1=4 1=4
Eris3n; 26 1 004 ) e 002E, 55 5; 27 (30)

respectively. T he condition X 10" Hz holding up

tot 10 s gives
Eys 5, sNo L+ Yo) 940
) = 10°E,:°n, TV a+ vo) 7 31)

where Y, isthe Com pton param eterat t 16 s.To derived
this relation, we assum e that at t 200 s, . isdescrbed by
equation (:l_i), and ./ t@ =2 t° uptot 26 10
s (le, In the energy infction phase), then ./ t =2 up to
t 1f s.Com bing equations (@é—@i_l), we have

E k53 13n, 77 0+ Yo)'; (32)

. 0:06E, -5 ny L+ Yo)' ™ : 33)
Now Yo 0 (see the Appendix for detail), we have
Ex > 13 104 ergs n, '3 0On the other hand, the en-

ergy Injction coe cient A 0 A& 1+ z)Ex=bt
14 lOr’znO 1 emgss ' Br b 370 s. Plase note
that A° is com parable to the recorded lum inosity of m ost
GRBs and the X ray lum inosity recorded by XRT is just
1¢8 ergs s 1. The out ow accounting for the late tin e
Infction is so energetic that strong soft X -ray to ray
em ission pow ering by shocks orm agnetic dissipation are ex—
pected. T hey w illquite likely dom Inate over the correspond-—
ing forward shock em ission, which is inconsistent w ith the
observation .

Thism odel is also disfavored by the di erent tem poral
behavior ofthe X ray and the opticalafterglowsatt> 2:6
10? s.W e therefore conclude that the energy in fction m odel
can’t account for the muliwavelength afterglow s of GRB
050319.W etried to tboth theR -band and X -ray afterglow s
w ith reasonable param eters num erically but failed.

P rovided that the energy injction m odel works (ie.,
there is a m echanisn to keep such energetic out ow steady
enough and there is no m agnetic dissipation), the initial
GRB e ciency n thiscaseisaslow as~ =E =E + Eg)
0:08 ny .

Sm all :Thism odelis disfavored by two facts.O ne is
that in the X +ray atteningphase, << x < n ,the corre-
sponding spectral index is 1=2,which only m argihally
m atches the observation 0:7.T he other is that after the
tem poral transition at t 1d S, ¢« < m < x,the spec—
tralindex should be = p=2 12, which is inconsistent
w ith the observation. .

Evolving shock param eters: As shown in >4§._3’, for

n < rR< x < op=2danda=b=0%6,F ,;F )/
t 9% and the spectral index = e 1)=2 0:7, are all
consistent w ith the observation.A fter the shock param eters
saturateatt 26 10 s F, / t ' and = 07 as
Iongas x < ,which also m atches the observation. H ow —
ever, the optical light curve should be much steeper since

m < r < ¢ alsoholds.The UVOT observation and the
ground based R -band observation suggest that the decline of
opticalem ission doesnot changeup tot 2 19 s, though
the scatter of the ux is quite large (K izilogla et al. 2005;

Sharapov et al. 2005; see M ason et al. 2005 for a summ ary) .
T herefore the evolving shock param eter m odel is disfavored .

Very low nonconstant density :W ih properparam -
eters as well as proper density pro ke, an X-ray attening
does appear (see F ig;_E';) .However, as already m entioned, the

ux is too low to m atch m ost observations, here we do not

discuss it further.

O Peam annular ¥t m odel. Recently, E ichler &
G ranot (2005) suggested that the at part ofthe XRT light
curve may be a combination of the decaying tail of the
prom pt ray em ission and the delayed onset of the after—
glow em ission cbserved from view ing angles slightly outside
of the edge of the Ft (ie., 0 beam ). Thism odel, ke oth—
ers m entioned above, can account for the slow decline of
m any X —ray afterglow s, but m ay be unable to explain both
the optical and the X ray afterglows of GRB 050319 self-
consistently, as shown below .

Follow ng Eichler & G ranot (2005), we assum e that the
o beam anglk is 1=int, where i+ is the initial
Lorentz factor of the out ow . Larger is less favored since
the slow Iy decayingR -band afterglow hasbeen well recorded
asearly ast 200 s, which in plies that the afferglow on-
set has not been delayed so much.In the o beam case, the
typical synchrotron radiation frequency should be

1=2 2 2 1+ 2 1.5 122
a

w76 10 HZE[ S 17, % icl¢ ) t, 77 34)

where a L+ (e VI
fore the condition , (&

2 is the D oppler factor. T here—
200 8) < r resulks in

1=4 1=4

e O0017E . . 5 @=2) Tt 35)

For 1=int, the late tine (ie. the nom al decline
phase) afterglow em ission is quite sin ilar to the on-beam
case [Eichler & G ranot 2005).

W euse equation 6'_"’.) to estin ate the lJate tin eX ray ux,
though the predicted ux of the annular &t m odel should
be som ewhat di erent from that of our conical t m odel
(G ranot 2005; Eichler & G ranot 2005). The XRT ux

8 10 *? ergs s Tam % atty 03 gives

E 55 0:33:;(1lp>:(p+ 3) B;(p+21>:(p+ 3>n02:(p+ 3, 36)
The condiion . > «x 10" Bz holding up to t 16 s
yieds

2 <3 10°E,:°n,": @37)
Combing equations éf-_!{-;i:_!), we

have Ex > 10°° ergs n, 129 g=2)3® D=0 @ hie we man—
age to tboth X ray and optical data, the energy needed is
too large for any realistic progenior m odels. W e therefore
suggest that the o Jbeam annular gt m odel is also unable
to account for the afterglow s of GRB 050319.

42 GRB 050401

T he early X -ray light curve is consistent w ith a broken pow er
law w ith = 063 and 141 respectively, the break is
at & 4480 s (de Pasquale et al. 2006). The X -ray spec—
tral indices before and after the break are nearly constant
0:90. T herefore the sn all. m odel is ruled out directly.
Zhang et al. (2005) also show that the at electron distribbu-
tion model (1 < p < 2) isunabl to account for the X ray



afterglow observation.The afterglow has also been detected
n R-band, which decays asa sinple power law / t 0:76 up
tot 35 10s Ryko etal 2005).

Energy injction (p  2:8).A fter the break, the light
curve is consistent with an ISM model or , < x < ¢
wihp 28 .Before the break, it is consistent w ith the sam e
modelwith g= 035 (see also Zhang et al. 2005). A s far as
the R -band afterglow em ission is concemed, there are two
possbilities.Oneisthat n < r < (,theopticalafferglow
should ollow the tem poralbehavior of the X -ray afterglow,
which is not the case. The other isthat r < mrg‘brt B,
the afterglow increases ast®” orq 05 (see x_3_.ll), w hich
is Inconsistent w ith the observation.W e therefore conclude
that the popularenergy in gction m odel is unable to account
for the data in this burst aswell

Evolving shock param eters (p 28). The light
curve after the break is consistent with an ISM m odel for

n < x < cwihp 2:8.Before thebreak, it is consistent
wih the ssmemodelwih a = b= 0:7.Can i reproduce
the optical afterglow ? T he answ er is negative. P rovided that

R < n fo_rt %, the optical afterglow should increase as
24 (see x:;ﬂ.j), which is nconsistent w ith the data. T he case
of n < r is ruled out directly in view of the di erent
tem poralbehavior of X -ray and R -band afterglow s.

43 GRB 050315

A fter a steep decay up to 1 = 308 s, the X —ray light curve
shows a at \plateau" with a tem poral index of = 006
(the spectral index of XRT data is = 0:73). It then
tumsto = 07latt, =12 10 s, the spectralindex is

= 0:79. Finally there is a third break at 3 = 25 10
s, after which the tem poraldecay index is = 2:0 and the
spectral ndex is = 0:7 (Nousek et al. 2005; Barthelmy
et al. 2005).

There are two possible Interpretations for the long
term oconstant spectral index 0:{7. One is that
maxf ¢; ng < x aftert= 308 s and the power law in—
dex of the shocked electron p 15. The other is that

n < x < cforty; < t< f3 andp 25,

Energy injection (p  2:5).Toobtah the slow decline
fort,; < t< 4, energy ngction with g 02 isneeded.q
09 is needed to reproduce the X ray afterglow s at g, < t<
tp3 . The late tin e sharp decay appears when the boundary
of a non-spreading gt becom es visble.

__ Evolving shock param eters (p 2:5).As shown in
>{§;3, wih a = b= 12, we have a slow decline slope =
006 between %; and 4., . To get a decline slope = 0:71
between t,; and t3,a= b= 045 are needed.The Jate tine
sharp decay appears when the boundary of a non-spreading
Bt becom es visble and a = b= 045.

W e nd that both m odels can explain the observed X -

ray light curves of GRB 050315.

5 SUMMARY & DISCUSSION

D uring the past severalm onths, the Swift X RT has collected
a rich sam pl of early X -ray afterglow data.A good frac—
tion of these afterglow s show a slow decline phase lasting
between a few hundred to several thousand seconds. The
energy Inection m odel is the leading m odel to account for
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these slow Iy decaying X ray afterglows (eg. Zhang et al.
2005; N ousek et al. 2005; Panaitescu et al. 2006; G ranot &
Kum ar 2006) . It has been suggested that in thism odel, the
GRB e ciency m ight be as high as 90% . Such a high e —
ciency challenges the standard intemal shock m odel for the
prom pt ray em ission.

In thiswork, we have re-exam Ined the GRB e ciency of
several pre-Swift GRB s and one Swift GRB . In addition, we
have explored several m echanisn which m ight give rise to
a slow Iy decaying X -ray light curve and we have com pared
the predictions of thesem odelsw ith the well recorded m ulti-
wavelength afterglow s ofGRB 050319 and GRB 050401.W e
draw the follow Ing conclusions:

1.The GRB e ciency of pre-Sw ift G RB s that hasbeen
derived directly from the X ray ux 10 hours after the burst
has been overestin ated. For these Swift GRBs wih long
tin e X ray attening, the GRB e ciency is also m oderate
(around 0.5), even when taking into account the possibility
ofenergy inction.Such e ciency can be understood w ithin
the standard intemal shock m odel.

2.W ih a proper choice of param eters, the slow decline
slope ofX ray afterglow like the one detected in GRB 050319
can be well reproduced by severalm ode]s| the energy in pc—
tion m odel, evolving shock param eter m odel (in which the
shock param eters are assum ed to increase w ith the decrease
of the shock strength for t < 10* s), the small  model
(in which the shock energy has been give to a fraction -
of electrons, rather than total) and the very low noncon-—
stant density m odel. O ut of these m odels, the last two are
ruled out by the X -ray data iself. In the last m odel, the
resulting X -ray afterglow is too din to match most XRT
ocbservations. The sm all . m odelis also disfavored since (1)
In the slow decline phase, the XRT spectrum are usually
much softer than =2, () A frer the light curve break, no
spectral steepening has been detected in m ost cases, which
is nconsistent w ith the m odel. T he otherm odels, including
the energy injction m odel and the evolving shock param —
eter m odel seem to be consistent w ith the X ray afterglow
observations.

3. W hile two m odels: the energy infction m odel and
the evolving shock param eterm odel are consistent w ith the
X —-ray data, they fail to reproduce both the X -ray and the
opticalafterglow s ofGRB 050319 and GRB 050401. In each
burst, the optical ux declines slow ly up to 10 s.0n
the other hand, the X -ray light curve decays slow Iy up to
t 10 and then tumsto thenom alfasterdecay F / t 2
or s0) . T he tem poral index of the slow decay X -ray phase is
close to that of the optical light curve. The XRT spectrum
is unchanged before and after the X -ray break. Thism eans
that the break is not caused by a cooling break in which .
crosses the observed frequency. .

The failure of allm odels that we considered to tboth
the X ray and the optical afterglow light curves suggests
that we should look for another altemative. An intriguing
possibility isbased on fact that the extrapolation backw ards
of the late X —ray light curve is in agreement with (or 1 to 2
order lower than) the prom pt X -ray em ission. T his suggests
that we face a "m issing energy problem ". N am ely, during
the slow decay phase (in which the X ray ux is rather low)
wem iss X -ray em ission. Is it possible that during this phase
this energy is dissipated into a di erent channel and not
Into Synchrotron X -rays and that this di erent channelbe—
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com es Ine ective at around ten hours? Put di erently, dur-
ng this phase the electrons w ithin the forward shock em it
Synchrotron X -rays ine ciently. A possbility of this kind
(that we have considered and found not to work) is if the
X -ray em itting electrons are cooled e ciently via inverse
Compton (and hence their Synchrotron X ray em ission is
weaker) . A s already m entioned Inverse C om pton cooling is
In portant in detem ining the X ray ux.Furthem ore, due
to the K lenN ishina cuto this cooling becom es unin por-
tant at approxin ately one day. H owever, this transition is
not sharp enough to produce the observed slow Iy decaying
X -ray light curves.W hile inverse C om pton cooling does not
work it is possible that another, yet unexplored, process of
this kind is responsible for the observed light curves.
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APPENDIX A: THE GENERAL FORM OF THE
INVERSE COMPTON PARAMETER

Forthe photonsw ith frequency higher than *, the C om pton
param eter should be suppressed signi cantly since it is the
K lein-N ishina regin e, where * isgovemed by (1+ z) <h”"

m ecz, ie.,

1 1

~ 12 1 Hz O+ 2) o @1

W e extend the derivation of the C om pton param eter Y
given by Sariet al. (1996) to the general form , in the lim it
of single scattering. T he ratio of the inverse C om pton power
(P ) to the synchrotron power (Psyn) of an electron w ith
random Lorentz factor . is given by
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Y ()= X o xnJom fr @2)
syn UB [l+ Y ( e)]B
where , | isthe fraction of synchrotron radiation energy of

total electrons em itted at frequencies below *.So we have

P
Y(e)= ( 1+ 1+ 4 e=1p )=2: @A3)

K N

Below we estin ate the param eter
regin es.
A .Slow cooling.

«y 1n dierent cooling

— P 1)=2, .
(=o) % i for o < < o

F = Fy _
(=¢) 7% Pr o< < .

@® 4)
where y 28 167 =(1+ z) Hz is the m axin al syn—
chrotron radiation frequency of the electrons accelerated by
the rward shock. For p > 2, the total energy em itted
_ _2F P 1)=2 1 3 p)=2 (3 p)=2

Jst—B‘;)C [—(pZ)c m 1, where
the photons w ith frequencies below , have been ignored.
T‘hroughout the Appendix, . is stilldescribed by equation
@) but w ithout the correction of I=(1+ Y )2 .W e have

for* < n;

AW 00

A3 p)=2 (3 p)=2
- N .
T G pmz G pi=2/ or n < < e
KN % P 2) ¢ m (AS)
1=2 (@2 p)=2
3 p) . A
H 1 <3p»c (3 p) ! or . < °
¢ 2 ® 2) 5 2
R
Forl < p< 2, the totalenergy emitted is F d =
2F p 1)=2 1=2 (2 p)=2
Tee T © Si, where S; = [B Pp)ec
3 =2 3 =2
s 2 p PLNow .y can beestin ated as
8
% 0; or*< n;
2 A3 p)=2 (3 p)=2
2 p)( - N >; Br n < A< o
o 3 L Lo @ p
: G p 2, ? Tz
1 = h ; Pr o< ~< ymo.
B . Fast cooling.
1=2
F = F ( ) ; Pr o< < n; .
= 0 p=2 (A )
( ) ’ br m < < M
R
For p > 2, the total energy emited is F d =
1=2 1=2 . N
2F0 m [(p l)m ¢ ], where the am ission below . has
been Jgnored The ,, isestinated as
8
0; for * < ¢;
s Al=2 1=2
%' br < ~ < ;
. L c ")
% 1 <P 1)=2 ,(2 p)=2 5 .
. — r < M.
(pl)iz(pmiw "
R

Forl < p< 2,thetotalenergy emited is F d =

2F 1)=2 2 2 1=2
2"’; S;,where S, = [ £ V7 »é p= © Dn @
1=2
P) ¢ 1.W e have
8 A
% O, br < cr
@ py(rtt? 7%
. EPa— for ¢ < "< 45
2 ® D=2 @ Pz @ pr-z)
1 = — ; Pr oo < A< .

APPENDIX B: W HEN ISTHE KLEIN N ISH IN A
CORRECTION IM PORTANT?

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

@ 6)

11

1=2 1=2

B; 200 * ®B1)

T he typical synchrotron radiation frequency of an electron
w ith random Lorentz factor . is

= 0:04

28 16 )
(e)=ﬁHZeB,’ B2)

A .The XRT lightcurve

For x 107 Hz, we have (x) = 13 10R=(@1 +
2)] ', Ton, T and
~ 5 1BEzZ @+ =217 L, Th ®3)
T herefore, the K lein-N ishina correction seem s to be
unim portant (ie. , 1) org 1 When © <) and
B 0:01.
B .The R band lightcurve
For g 43 10° Hz,wehave .(r)= 8 10R=Q+
2)] ', Ton, T and
~ 8 1HzZ A+ 2)=277 T ngTh ®4)

Then, wih 3 0:01, the K lein-N ishina correction
seem s to beunin portant for a long tin e.O n the otherhand,
the factor ' minfl;j(n=.)® Y29 1®org< l.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. H ow ?ver, it may beunim —

portant fora Iower  since ./ |



