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ABSTRACT

The early X-ray afterglow of gamma-ray bursts revealedSwift carried many surprises.
Following an initial steep decay the light-curve often dits a plateau phase that can last up
to several 16s, with in addition the presence of flares in 50% of the casesfdsus in this
paper on the plateau phase whose origin remains highly e@béate confront several newly
discovered correlations between prompt and afterglow fifies (isotropic emitted energy
in gamma-rays, luminosity and duration of the plateau) teesd models proposed for the
origin of plateaus in order to check if they can account fasthobserved correlations. We
first show that the scenario of plateau formation by energgction into the forward shock
leads to aniciency crisis for the prompt phase and therefore study tvesibte alternatives:
the first one still takes place within the framework of thensliard forward shock model but
allows for a variation of the microphysics parameters tauoedthe radiative féciency at
early times; in the second scenario the early afterglowltefom a long-lived reverse shock.
Its shape then depends on the distribution of energy as didanaf Lorentz factor in the
ejecta. In both cases, we first present simple analyticahatds of the plateau luminosity
and duration and then compute detailed light curves. In W donsidered scenarios we
find that plateaus following the observed correlations carobtained under the condition
that specific additional ingredients are included. In theverd shock scenario, the preferred
model supposes a wind external medium and a microphysiesredere, that first varies as
n~ (n being the external density), with ~ 1 to get a flat plateau, before staying constant
below a critical densityg. To produce a plateau in the reverse shock scenario thaejact
contain a tail of low Lorentz factor with a peak of energy dsifion atl" > 10.

Key words. Gamma rays bursts: general; Radiation mechanisms: nom#éheShock waves.

1 INTRODUCTION from a magnetar (e.d. Rowlinson et al. 201%)) coasting of
Before the | h of tha&wift satellit Mm th the external blastwave in a wind medium ( zner
efore the faunch o witt satefite ) the 2012), (iii) varying microphysics parametefs_(Granot et al. 2006;

afterglow was believe_d to be the best und_ers_tood pa_Lrt of GRB 6)(iv) reverse shock contributioOO?;
physics, being explained by the energy dissipated in the for 7). In(i) the end of the plateau corre-

ward shock formed by the jet impacting the burst environment - ' -
- sponds to the spindown time of the protomagnetar or its jgeddo

. . . . . . . . .
Meszaros & Re€s 1997: Sari eflal. 1998). However, the mary su a blackhole. Therefore this scenario is mostly promisingxalain

prises of the early X-ray afterglow revealed 8wift- initial steep . .

. . peculiar plateaus that are followed by a steep decay (testhjpatex
d_ect:ay, p:lllateaukprlasie,z(f)lart.aso’-Bh_ave co?szld%g:\bly compli¢aee ~ —2 or steeper), while “standard” plateaus (followed by a temp
picture [Nousex et . Hen etial, ): ral decay index~ —1.5) are most likely of afterglow origin(ii)

| tSevetrrz]al mec?anlsmls hba ve been propos?d 0 tex;::;':nf therequires the Lorentz factor of the ejecta to be at most a faw (&0
plateau, the most popular being energy injection into © that the coasting phase lasts long enough), which is in seeer

|(Rees & Meszaros 1998; Sari & Mész o = . :
ward_shock 9 atos _12000; sion with the minimum Lorentz factor of the ejecta derivezhfrthe
Mlme) resulting from a long-lasting activifytioe compactness constraint ( Lithwick & Sari 2001 | -
central engine (which could be. also. re§popsible for the dlare 2012). In the present work we focus on caéids and (iv) in con-.
- '@6) or from a .W.'(.j? d|_str|but|on_ of Lore_ntz_ fac- nection with the recent discovery of correlations betweenmpt
tors in the ejecta. Other possibilities includi¢ direct emission and afterglow quantities (Dainotti INEE AE015:
Dainotti et al| 2013; Grupe etlal. 2013). We especially ware-
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plore if these correlations can be satisfied by the models\duich
kind of constraints do they impose.

We first summarize in Secf] 2 the observational results on the
prompt-afterglow correlations and in Sddt. 3 we show thatar-
ing the plateau by late energy injection into the forwardcéteads
to an “dficiency crisis” for the prompt phase. We then consider
in Sect[# the possibility that the microphysics parameierthe
forward shock vary during the early afterglow and in SEtt.& w
explore the alternative model where the afterglow is madéhby
reverse shock. Our results are discussed in Skct. 6, whialsas
the conclusion.

2 THE PROMPT AFTERGLOW CONNECTION

For events with a measured redshift and a well-defined platea
phase, quantities such gs— duration of the plateau in the burst
rest frame Lp — luminosity at the end of the plateau Bg — en-
ergy released in X-rays during the plateau, can be measored t
gether with the isotropic energy in gamma-rays of the prqohpse
E, iso. From the samples recently analyzed by Dainotti &t al. (011
IMargutti et al. (2013) and Dainotti etldl. (2013) some clearea-
tions appear between prompt and afterglow quantities. Tatequ
luminosity L, and energyEx increase withE, s, and decrease for
largert,. Since an increase df, and Ex with E, s, could be ex-
pected, we also consider below the ratiggE, s, and Ex/E, jso,
which respectively decreases and barely evolves with asingt,,.

These prompt-afterglow correlations represent potéwyiia-
portant clues to understand the many surprises of the efid a
glow. In the standard forward shock scenario (for a wide eang
of parameters) the X-ray flux depends on the energy injectid i
the shock and the microphysics, but not on the density ofeate
medium. In the reverse shock scenario the shape of the dtaty a
glow depends both on the density of the burst environmeniand
the distribution of energy in the ejecta that is crossed byréverse
shock. Below, we investigate under which conditions thesoled
correlations can be reproduced in the framework of thesestgo
narios.

3 MAKING A PLATEAU WITH LATE ENERGY
INJECTION

Continuous energy injection into the forward shock
(Rees & Meszarbs 199€; Sari & Mészarbs 2000; Nousek et al.
M) is commonly invoked to account for plateau formation.
For the most extended plateaus it however imposes to inject u
to several hundreds times the energy that was initiallygeto
power the prompt phase. This is illustrated in Eig. 1 wherdnaxe
plotted X-ray light curves all with the same initial injedtenergy
Eo = 10 erg but where the final energy is 2, 10 or 100 times
larger. Itis only in this last case that a plateau lastingsahvhours
can be obtained. Energy injection into the forward shockte&n
place in two ways: either the source stays active during thelev
duration of the plateau or it is short-lived but has produaedil
of low Lorentz factor material that is progressively catchiup,
adding energy to the shock. We have considered this latser ta
obtain Fig.1 (the source being active for 10 s) but the forore
gives similar results.

The huge amount of energy to be injected after the end of the
prompt phase leads to anffieiency crisis” for the prompt mecha-
nism. The measured gamma-rdji@ency is
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Figure 1. X-ray afterglow light curves from late energy injectionadrthe
forward shock. The initial energy in the shockiis = 10°2 erg and the red,
purple and blue light curves respectively correspond toa énergy being
respectively 2, 10 and 100 times larger. The dashed linesepts the con-
tinuation of the early steep decay that terminates the premjssion, while
the dashed-dotted line shows the forward shock emission Anledshift
z = 1, a uniform external medium of density= 10 cnT3, and constant
microphysics parametees = 0.1 andeg = 0.01 have been assumed.

E,
Ey + Efs
where the energy in the forward shodks, is estimated from mul-
tiwavelength fits of the afterglow typically after one daye(iafter
energy injection; see eOO?). However theedfi-
ciency is

@)

fy,mes =

1

1
fy.mes

Ey =
E, + Etso

fy,true = (2)
1+

(5=

where Eis is the energy initially present in the forward shock
andk = Ex/Erso > 1. With for examplef, mes = 0.1, the true
efficiency is f, e = 0.53 fork = 10 and 092 for k = 100.
These values of, s, Seems unreachable for any of the proposed
prompt mechanisms: thefeiency of internal shocks can barely
reach 10% (e.g. Rees & Meszaros 1994; Kobayashi et al.l 1997;
[Daigne & Mochkovitch 1998) while that of comptonized photo-
sphere (e.d. Rees & Mész&ios 2005; Beloborodov|2010)onre
nection (e.d. Spruit et &l. 2001; Drenkhahn & Spruit 2002)iete

is more uncertain but certainly cannot exceed 50%.

4 MAKING A PLATEAU AVOIDING AN ENERGY CRISIS
4.1 Forward shock scenario

The standard forward shock scenario can successfully atéou
the afterglow evolution after about one day but fails to oeloice
the plateau phase. A backwards extrapolation of the lateghdtv
flux lies above the plateau, which might therefore be inttaat as
the indication that some normally expected radiation iss§irig”.
This can be the case if the radiativi@ency of the forward shock
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during the early afterglow is smaller than assumed by thelsist
version of the standard model. The most obvious way to reduce
the dficiency is to relax the assumption that the microphysics pa-
rameters stay constant throughout the whole afterglowutiool
(Granot et al. 2006; loka etlal. 2006).

For both a uniform and a wind external medium the afterglow

X-ray flux behaves as (Panaitescu & Kufnar 2000)

p-2
KB

p-1
€ €5

p2 _3p2
FxOCE4 ta

©)
whereE is the burst isotropic energy, and ez the microphysics
parameters ang the power-law index of the accelerated electron
spectrum. Eq[{3) is valid as long as the X-ray frequencyrigeia
than both the injection and cooling frequencies, which isegally
the case.

With 2 < p < 3 the dependence ag is weak so that in prac-
tice only playing withe, can really &ect the flux evolution. A priori
& can be a function of the shock Lorentz factor, the densityef t
external medium (in the case of a stellar wind) or both. Tkéast
wind case is of special interest if we make the simple assiompt
that, below a critical densityy, € is constant while, o« n™ (with
v > 0) for n > ny. Since the density seen by the forward shock is
given by

4nc A2
n(t) ~ — = ~ 56 1PAE;L ;" cmr

mp E t @

wheret is the (redshift-corrected) observer time akds the wind
density normalizationg(r) = A/R? with A = 5 x 10'*A, g cnT?)

the transition abg, which marks the end of the plateau, takes place
at

t, ~ 5.6 ICAZNG f,E L5 s (5)
wheref, is the gamma-rayfciency of the prompt phase ais;

is the isotropic gamma-ray energy release. Then, if the ymiod
A?ngtf, typically stays in the range 8 10* — 3 x 1072 the re-
sulting [tp, E, iso] SEquence can accommodate most of the bursts in
thelMarguitti et al.[(2013) sample (see K. 5).

A flat plateau is expected for

B 3p-2 _a p-2 N
T 4p-1) T 4Ap-1)

y = 1

Yo (6)
while for v < vg (resp.v > vp) the plateau flux is decreasing (resp.
rising) with time.

With e o« n™* and from Eq.[(B), a flat plateau extending over
two decades in time requires an increase.dfy a factor of about
100 from the beginning to the end of the plateau. It is beyded t
scope of this paper to decide if this is indeed possible bistri¢-
markable that acting on one single parameter can lead tothef
tion of a plateau that also satisfies the observed prometegdiv
correlations (segb.d).

The other possibility where, depends on the Lorentz fac-
tor does not yield satisfactory results. Assuming that thesition
from a varying to a constant takes place at a fixeld, the deceler-
ation laws of the blast wave

-

then lead tdp, o andt, « E, in the uniform medium and wind
cases respectively, showing a trend opposite to the olbene
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Figure 2. Lorentz factor in the ejecta as a function of the distancefiioe
front (in light.seconds). The “head” (from 0 to 10 light.seds) is made of
material with typical Lorentz factor = 400 while in the taill’ decreases
from 400 to unity following Eq.[(B), so thag&—Egr is constant.

4.2 Reverseshock scenario

We now suppose that the ejecta emitted by the central engine i
made of a “head” with material at high Lorentz factors{ 10
- 10%), followed by a “tail” where the Lorentz factor decreases to
much smaller values, possibly close to unity. The head igsores
sible for the prompt emission while the reverse shock pratiag
through the tail makes the afterglow.

We adopt for the head a constant energy injection Eatéor
a duration of 10 s. We do not specify the distribution of thedmniz
factor and simply consider its average value, supposed 10 be
400. The tail that follows lasts for 100 s but this value is eritical
as long as it remains fiiciently short not to exceed the duration of
the early steep decay phase observed at the beginning ofXnost
ray light curves. We start with a simple case where the distion
of energy in the taildeU—'ﬁ!Jr is constant fronT" = 400 toI’ = 1. This
can be obtained by adopting a constant energy injectiorErasad
a Lorentz factor of the form

FT(S) — 4001.1—5/(c><1005) , (8)

from s = 10 to 110 light.seconds, the distarsdgeing counted from
the front to the back of the flow (see Fig. 2).

Using the methods described[in Genet étlal. (2007) we have
obtained the powePysq(t) dissipated by the reverse shock as a
function of arrival time to the observer f&; = 10E; = 5102
erg.s? (so that equal amounts of energy are injected in the head
and tail) and two possibilities for the burst environment:a(uni-
form medium withn = 1000 cn® (supposed to be representative
of a massive star environment) ar)(a stellar wind with a wind
parameteA, = 1. Going from the dissipated power to actual light
curves depends on the assumptions that have to be made foi-the
crophysics parameters. The general shape of the early ¥ftey
glow light curves however remains globally similar to thelexion
of Pgiss(t) SO that some conclusions can already be reached without
having to consider the uncertain post-shock microphysics.
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Fig.[d (red and blue curves) shows that if energy is evenly
distributed in the tail (consta@-%) the dissipated power approx-
imately decays at™ after about 1000 s, for both a uniform and
a wind ambient medium. The contrast= I'/T,,, wherel' and
', are respectively the Lorentz factors of the unshocked ejeda
the blastwave, is larger for the uniform medium than for thiedy

case £ =~ 2 and V2 respectively, see Genet eflal. 2007). As seen in e

Fig.[d the dissipated power is therefore larger (by a factel53in
the uniform medium.

We now vary the energy deposition in the tail, concentrating
more power at some value of the Lorentz factor. We have famexa
ple considered a simple model where

Er(T) = {

the value ofE, being fixed by the total energy injected in the
tail. Figured_Ba anl 3b respectively show the dissipatecepbov
I. =12,q9 = g = 1.5 and 25 (uniform medium) and", = 20,
g = g’ = 3 and 45 (stellar wind) withEy = Er in both cases.
When energy deposition is more concentrated (increasarglq’)
a plateau progressively forms and becomes flatter. The wdllie
in Eq. [9) fixes the duration of the plateau as it correspoadbée
time when the reverse shock reaclsesvherel'r(s.) = I'.. Theq
parameter controls the flatness of the plateau wdfileontrols the
decay index after the plateau.

The duratiort, of the plateau is roughly given by

{ 6x 10°E}/2;n
tp

10° EH 53A F 4 S

for a uniform and Wlnd medium respectively. Eg.](10) cormsjs
to the situation of a decelerating shell that does not recaiy sup-
ply of energy, contrary to the present case where matedai the
tail is continuously catching up. It however remains apprately
correct as long ag&r does not largely exceeds the enefgy in
the head of the ejecta (as it happens in models where theaplate
is made by energy injection into the forward shock discuseed
Sect[3).

An analytical solution corresponding to the results of Eg.
can be obtained from the following expressiorPafs (Genet et al,
2007)

dM dr
o G

where M(') gives the distribution of mass as a function of the
Lorentz factor in the tail[*(t) is the Lorentz factor of the tail mate-
rial just being shocked at observer tim@vithout the (1+ 2) time
dilation factor) anceis the fraction of the incoming material kinetic
energy dissipated in the reverse shock. From[Hg. (9) we get
dM E. (T\**'ds E.r iq*lxl

dar . \r, dr ~ r.c\I. r’
with = = 100/In 400 s (we do not distinguish betweegnand q’

in Eq. [12) to simplify the notation). The total energy in thad is
given by

E. (%)_q for T >T.

E. (ri)q for T <T.

9)

-1/3 8/3
. (10)

Paiss = (11)

(12)

110 )
ET = f ET dt=E. v x Paq’ » (13)
10
with
1 1
Qg = -+ —. (14)
g

We now writel'(t) as

t -7
rt) ~T. (—) , (15)

tp
with y = 3/8 (resp. 14) for a uniform medium (resp. a stellar wind)
and witht, being the duration of the plateau. Then, combining Eqs
(ITIEL2ETH-I6) and the expressioneof

1 2
- E[1—(1—2y)1/2] , (16)
(Genet et al, 2007) we finally obtain
E £\t
Paiss(t) = ——F(y (—) s (17)
to paor tp
with
FO) = 2[1-@-2 i (18)

The decay indices before and after the break at the end of the

plateau are
a=yq-1

{ a=-yq' -1 (19)

so that a flat plateau is expected fp= 1/y (i.e.q = 8/3 and 4

in the uniform medium and wind cases respectively). For the e

amples shown in Fid]3, E_{1L9) gives = —7/16 and-1/16 for

g = 15 and 25 (uniform medium) andy; = -1/4 and %8 for

g = 3 and 45 (wind). If we impose a decay index = —1.5 after

the plateau we get the conditign = 1/2y (i.e.q’ = 4/3 and 2 for

the uniform medium and wind cases respectively). With oonpse

choice ofq = q’ in Fig.[3 the decay is steeper when the plateau is

flatter.

5 BUILDING A SEQUENCE OF MODELS
5.1 Forward shock scenario

It has been shown in Se€f. #.1 that a transition in the behafio
& (from rising to constant) at a fixed density marks the end of
the plateau at a timg, given by Eq.[(5). The X-ray luminosity,
att = t, then writes from Eqgs.(3) and (4)

2 _3P_
p2 30

ol o EP.

Lpx E™# Jiso (20)
as long as the microphysics parameters at the end of theaplate
and the gamma-rayfléciency do not vary much from burst to burst.
Fig.[4a shows a sequence of afterglow light curves correfipgrio
different values of the isotropic gamma-ray energy releasetend t
following choice of parametergs = 0.1 (n/ny) ™ for n > ny = 15
cm3ande = 0.1forn < ny, A, =05, p=22,f, =02 Itwas
obtained with a detailed calculation where the evolutioreath
elementary shocked shell is considered separ
M) except for the pressure, which is uniform throughtet t
whole shocked ejecta. The electron population and magfietit

of each newly shocked shell are computed taking into accient
corresponding shock physical conditions and microphysacam-
eters. Then, each electron population is followed indigitjudur-

ing the whole evolution, starting from the moment of injentiand
taking into account radiative and adiabatic cooling. Thaulting
light curves somewhat fier from the simple analytical prediction
of Sect.4.1. The plateaus do not stay all flat, the brightess de-
ing slowly rising.
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Figure 3. Dissipated power in the reverse shock as a function of obséime for equal amounts of ener@yy = Er = 5103 erg in the head and tail.
The distribution of energy in the tail as a function of Lozfactor is given by Eq[{9). (a): Uniform external medium ehdityn = 1000 cn3, T, = 12,
q =q = 1.5 (dashed line) and = q’ = 2.5 (full line); (b): stellar wind withA, = 1, Ey = Ey = 513 erg,I', = 20,q = q’ = 3 (dashed line) and

d=q’ =45 (full line). The red and blue lines hage= q’ = 0 and correspond to a uniform distribution of enefgir i the tail.

5.2 Reverse shock scenario the plateau flux is about 3 times smaller for the same valubeof t

Using Eq.[(I0) it is possible to link the duration of the p&ateo the injected energy.

gamma-ray energy releagg;s, if I'. depends on the burst energy.
A relationTy « EY2 is suggested from the work bf Liang ef al.

(2010) and_Ghirlanda et al. (2012) based on the rising timthef

5.3 Prompt-afterglow correlations

optical light curve, b it Hascoet et/al. (24)13) have shownithar- When the sequences obtained in the previous section arg- tran
tially results from selectionféects and has an intrinsic scatter much  ported back into the burst rest frame, the predicted cdiogis
larger than originally inferred. Nevertheless we adbpte EY2, linking the plateau duratioty, luminosity L, energy release in
for simplicity, keeping in mind a potential large dispensieee.ta X-rays Ex and the isotropic gamma-ray enery;s, can be com-
below. If moreover the gamma-rayfieiency pared to data. This is done in FIg. 5 for tHg,[E, iso], [tp, Eyisol,
[Lp, tol, [Lp/Eyisos tol, [E%, Eyiso] @and [ES /E, iso, tp] relations. Since
f, = Eviso (21) the plateaus in observed bursts are not all flat contrary teyu
Ex thetic ones, we have replaced, for a simple comparison leetwe
does not vary much from burst to burst, we obtain data and models, the true X-ray energy release by the product
E, = Lp x t,, both for model and data representative points. To
tp oc 5t o E;}SO (22) account for the likely large dispersion of tlie « Eilsfs3 relation

3), we also plot sequences correspoitaling
multiplied or divided by 3. Similarly, in the forward shoc&enario
we represent sequences where the wind parameteas been mul-
(23) tiplied or divided by 3. In some plots this dispersion hateligffect,
while in some others, especiallig[E, iso], it is quite large, but still
To now compute a sequence of X-ray light curves from the dis- compatible with the scatter of the data.
sipated power we have to fix the microphysics parametesnd
eg in the shocked material for which we adopt the fiducial values
e = 0.1 eg = 0.01. The results for a uniform external medium
of densityn = 1000 cm® are shown in FiglJ4b. They were ob-
tained with the same method of calculation used in the fadlwar We have addressed in this paper the origin of the plateavephas
shock case and outlined in Sect.5.1. We start with a modehgav  that is observed in about 50% of the early afterglow lightvesr
E=Ey=Er=210%erg,I', = 16,9 = 8/3 andq’ = 4/3 and observed byswift XRT (Nousek et dl. 2006). We have shown that

for both a uniform medium and a stellar wind. Together with
Eq. (I7) this fixes the dissipated power during the plateas@h

-2 2
Puiss o tp o« Ey,iso .

6 DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

then construct the sequence by multiplying or dividigand Er the commonly invoked cause of plateau formation by contisuo
by a the same factd¥ (i.e. we keepEy = Et) and simultaneously energy injection into the forward shock leads to #icency crisis
I'y andT; by F¥2. This prescription corresponds Ifp = FoEilsfs3 for the prompt mechanism as soon as the plateau duratioe@sxce

with Ty = 35. The sequence obtained for a stellar wind is simi- 10° seconds.
lar, but due to the smaller contrast in Lorentz factor at theck, We have then discussed two alternatives to energy injgction
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Figure 4. Sequences of X-ray afterglow light curves with plateaus f@ward shock scenario witk o« ™2 for n > ng = 15 cnt3, a wind parametef, = 0.5
and a gamma-rayfciency f, = 0.2. The bottom curve corresponds to an energy injected ietéoitward shock of & x 10°! erg and the others by successive
multiplication of the energy by a factét = 2.5; (b): reverse shock scenario with= 0.1, eg = 0.01, an external medium of uniform density= 1000 cn13,

a distribution of power in the tail given by Eq(9) with= 8/3 andq’ = 4/3. The thick light curve haBy = Et = 210 erg andl’, = 16, while the three
others above (resp. below) are obtained by successivelypiyirlg (resp. dividing) the energies By = 2.5 and the Lorentz factors Hy"/2. In both panels an

index p = 2.2 for the electron spectrum and a redshift 1 have been assumed.

the first one still in the context of the forward shock scemttie
second in the more speculative one where the early afteriow
made by a long-lived reverse shock. Within the forward shsmek
nario a simple way to produce a plateau is to reduce the regliat

domains might help to discriminate between the forward aad r
verse shock scenarii we have considered.

efficiency of the shock by acting on the microphysics parameter ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

€. For a wind external medium a simple dependence of the form

€ o n~* for nlarger than a critical density, leads to the formation
of a plateau approximately satisfying the prompt-aftesgtmrre-
lations. The possibility of such a specific behaviokofemains to
be confirmed but it is striking that playing with only one pae
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