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ABSTRACT

Both observational evidence and theoretical considerations from MHD simulations of jets suggest
that the relativistic jets of active galactic nuclei (AGN) are radially stratified, with a fast inner spine
surrounded by a slower-moving outer sheath. The resulting relativistic shear layers are a prime candi-
date for the site of relativistic particle acceleration in the jets of AGN and gamma-ray bursts (GRBs).
In this article, we present outcomes of particle-in-cell simulations of magnetic-field generation and
particle acceleration in the relativistic shear boundary layers (SBLs) of jets in AGN and GRBs. We
investigate the effects of inverse Compton cooling on relativistic particles that are accelerated in the
SBLs of relativistic jets including the self-consistent calculation of the radiation spectrum produced
by inverse Compton scattering of relativistic electrons in an isotropic external soft photon field. We
find that the Compton cooling can be substantial, depending on the characteristic energy (blackbody
temperature and energy density) of the external radiation field. The produced Compton emission is
highly anisotropic and more strongly beamed along the jet direction than the characteristic 1/T" pat-
tern expected from intrinsically isotropic emission in the comoving frame of an emission region moving
along the jet with bulk Lorentz factor I'. We suggest that this may resolve the long-standing problem
of the Doppler Factor Crisis.

Keywords: relativistic jets: shear boundary layers, shear acceleration, radiation drag, radiation mech-

anism

1. INTRODUCTION

The existence of jets associated with accretion onto
compact objects is ubiquitous in astrophysical systems.
Those collimated relativistic outflows emanating from a
variety of astrophysical sources like a stellar mass com-
pact object, such as a white dwarf (WD), a neutron star
(NS), or a black hole (BH), in close binaries, as well
as jets from gamma-ray bursts (GRBs) can travel over
pc scales whereas those from some active galactic nuclei
(AGNs) extend over kpc scales without showing signif-
icant loss of momentum and kinetic energy. Many pro-
cesses in and properties of relativistic jets, like jet com-
position, collimation, particle acceleration, stabilization,
mass-loading mechanism, and radiative mechanisms, are
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still poorly understood. A recent review on relativistic
jets can be found in, e.g., Romero et al. (2017).

Both observational evidence and theoretical consid-
erations from Magneto-Hydrodynamic (MHD) simula-
tions indicate that astrophysical jets have radial or
transverse structure (e.g., Hardee 2007; McKinney 2006;
Sol et al. 1989; Giroletti et al. 2004). When the pow-
erful jet from the central engine travels through the in-
terstellar plasma, sharp boundary layers can be formed
due to the velocity difference between the jet and the
surrounding plasma. Also, the jet may accelerate to dif-
ferent intrinsic bulk speeds at different radial distances
from the jet axis. The ensuing shear boundary layers
(SBLs) are promising sites for the particle acceleration
(e.g., Stawarz & Ostrowski 2002; Sahayanathan 2009;
Liang et al. 2013a; Chand et al. 2019). The formation
of SBLs is expected in a variety of astrophysical environ-
ments like AGN jets (e.g., Alves et al. 2012; Liang et al.
2013a; Rieger 2019) and also in the jets involving ultra-
relativistic outflows of GRBs (e.g., Piran 2000). The
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majority of such astrophysical systems are collisionless,
wherein the electron mean free path is much larger than
the system size, requiring Particle-in-Cell (PiC) meth-
ods to study the kinetic effects. The angular variations
in the jet Lorentz factor indicated from the recent obser-
vations of the afterglow of the neutron star-neutron star
merger GW170817 (Abbott et al. 2017) also support the
picture of a structured jet in which the Lorentz factor
of the jet and its energetics vary with the angle from
the central axis (e.g., Lamb & Kobayashi 2017; Cough-
lin & Begelman 2020). Ghisellini et al. (2005) proposed
a spine-layer structure of blazar and radio galaxy jets
in order to interpret the longstanding issue of the Bulk
Lorentz Factor Crisis (BLFC) in some blazar jets (e.g.,
Henri & Sauge 2006; Lyutikov & Lister 2010a). Recent
studies of SBLs using Particle-in-Cell (Birdsall 1991)
simulations of relativistic jets have demonstrated that
from initially unmagnetized plasma electric and mag-
netic fields can be efficiently generated leading to par-
ticle acceleration (e.g., Alves et al. 2012; Liang et al.
2013b; Rieger 2019). Recent studies (e.g., Grismayer
et al. 2013a,b; Alves et al. 2014) have provided theo-
retical predictions and a physical picture of plasma in-
stabilities like Kelvin-Helmholtz instability, KHI (Chan-
drasekhar 1961), or the Weibel instability (Weibel 1959),
that can develop within shear layers. These studies sug-
gest that the development of magnetic fields in SBLs is
due to those plasma instabilities. Although the shear
interface, in the hydrodynamic limit, is unstable in the
case of the classical KHI, the instability is suppressed
by the longitudinal B-field in the presence of ambient
magnetic fields (Chandrasekhar 1961). Thus, the shear
interface in the kpc jets of AGN is stable against the
KHI. The impact of the transverse dynamics of the KHI
in unmagnetized shearing flow, which is not accounted
for in 2D simulation, has recently been explored through
the use of 3D PiC simulations (e.g., Alves et al. 2012).
While the longitudinal dynamics of the KHI hold sig-
nificance in both subrelativistic and relativistic regimes,
the transverse dynamics become particularly notable in
the relativistic regime, in contrast to the subrelativistic
regime where longitudinal dynamics dominate. In rela-
tivistic regimes, the complete 3D evolution of the KHI is
governed by transverse dynamics, characterized by the
aggregation of a Weibel-like electron bunching process.
This results in the creation of electron current filaments,
ultimately driving the acceleration of electrons across
the shear interface.

The most widely accepted acceleration mechanism in
the scenario of relativistic jets is the first-order Fermi
acceleration mechanism. Considerable attention is given
to shock acceleration as a particle acceleration mecha-

nism in relativistic jets. However, the Fermi process is
also possible without a shock where scattering centres
flow at different speeds despite the fact that the flows
are parallel. The particles attain different velocities be-
tween the fast-moving spine and the slow-moving layer.
This mechanism, called shear acceleration in shear flows,
occurs as a result of energetic particles encountering
different local velocities in the collisionless background
flow (e.g., Rieger & Duffy 2004). Recent high-resolution
studies of extragalactic jets indicate that the first-order
Fermi mechanism alone cannot fully reckon the detec-
tion of extended high energy emission (e.g., Rieger &
Duffy 2006). The strong synchrotron cooling process
which is expected in the shock acceleration scenarios is
not observed, e.g., in the case of the quasar 3C 273 (e.g.,
Jester et al. 2001), suggesting that there is the need for
a continuous re-acceleration mechanism in the relativis-
tic jets to resolve these issues. Thus, shear layer accel-
eration is likely to be significant in high-energy astro-
physical phenomena. The energetic particles may sam-
ple the velocity difference while moving across the shear
flow. Magnetic field inhomogeneities embedded in dif-
ferent layers of the shear flow scatter energetic particles,
leading to energy gain due to bulk velocity differences
across the shear flow (e.g., Liu et al. 2017). This eventu-
ally converts the bulk motion kinetic energy of the back-
ground flows to nonthermal particle energies. Previous
studies have indicated that the efficiency of the shear ac-
celeration depends on the strength of the velocity shear
and hence the shear acceleration is employed more ef-
ficiently in relativistic jets than in non-relativistic ones
(e.g., Webb 1989; Ostrowski 1990).

The spectral energy distributions (SEDs) of blazars
consist typically of two broad, non-thermal components.
The lower energy bump, attributed to the synchrotron
emission from relativistic leptons, is observed in the ra-
dio through optical/UV bands and in some cases up to
X-rays. In leptonic models, the higher energy bump is
attributed to the Inverse Compton (IC) scattering by
the same leptons of the synchrotron photons (SSC) or
External photons (EC). High energy particles energized
at SBLs across magnetic field lines have an anisotropic
momentum distribution with efficient emission of Syn-
chrotron radiation (e.g., Liang et al. 2013a). Several
investigations employing PiC simulations have exam-
ined the influence of synchrotron cooling (e.g., Hakobyan
et al. 2019) and IC cooling (e.g., Werner et al. 2018)
on relativistic jet particles within the framework of
magnetic reconnection, including the resulting radiation
spectra. However, despite the potential for radiative
cooling to significantly influence particle dynamics, the
effect of radiation drag on radiating particles and the
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Table 1. Table of physical parameters

Physical parameters Values
Initial magnetic field (B) 0
Ion temperature (KgT;) 2.5 keV
Electron temperature (KgTe) 2.5 keV

Bulk Lorentz factor of the spine (I'sp) 15
Bulk Lorentz factor of the sheath (I'sh) 15

resulting radiation spectra largely remain unexplored in
studies of particle acceleration at SBLs in jets.

In this study, we investigate the acceleration mecha-
nism and radiation properties of relativistic jets’ SBLs.
We demonstrate that SBL turbulence generated by self-
generated electromagnetic fields produces high-energy
particles. Furthermore, we calculate the radiation spec-
tra by considering the IC scattering of relativistic elec-
trons in an angle-averaged and angle-dependent soft
photon field, including the impact of IC cooling on par-
ticle dynamics and energetics. In section 2, the physi-
cal and simulation setup are discussed with the initial
simulation parameters. In section 3, we discuss the the-
oretical background of an IC scattering of an external
blackbody photon field and how we evaluate the radia-
tion spectra. In section 4, we present our PiC simula-
tion results of self-generated electric and magnetic fields,
particle spectra, and radiative output. In section 5, we
summarize the main results.

2. MODEL SETUP

In this section, we present the physical and simula-
tion setups used for our study of particle acceleration
and inverse Compton emission in spine-sheath plasma
jet structures of relativistic jets.

2.1. Physical Model

In our simulations, we examine the mechanisms be-
hind particle acceleration and radiation in SBLs of rela-
tivistic jets using a spine-sheath plasma jet structure.
The jet consists of two parts moving in opposite di-
rections along the x-axis with the same velocity and
Lorentz factor of I' = 15. The spine moves in the posi-
tive x-direction while the sheath moves in the negative
x-direction. The plasma in this simulation is initially un-
magnetized (B = 0) and has a temperature of 2.5 keV.
Table 1 contains a list of the physical parameters that
we use in our simulations.

2.2. Simulation Setup

To study the particle acceleration and radiation mech-
anism in SBLs of relativistic jets, we perform fully ki-
netic 2.5D electromagnetic Particle-in-Cell (PiC) simu-
lations using the TRISTAN-MP code (Spitkovsky 2005).
The rectangular computational domain we consider in
the XY plane has periodic boundaries with a total of
Ly = 1024 grid points in the x-direction and L, = 2Ly
in the y-direction. All distances are measured in units of
electron skin depth, de = ¢/wp, ¢, where ¢ is the speed of
light and wy, ¢ = /47ne?/m, is the electron plasma fre-
quency (n, e, and m, represent electron number density,
elementary charge, and electron mass, respectively).
The simulation involves 20 particles per cell (PPC) per
species with a reduced proton-to-electron mass ratio
of m,/m, = 16, and the simulation time is measured
in terms of 1/wpe. In PiC simulations of relativistic
plasma, the use of a reduced m,/m, is a common prac-
tice to enhance computational efficiency and numerical
stability. The large mass disparity between electrons
and protons can lead to significant timestep discrepan-
cies, where electrons require much smaller time steps
than protons to accurately capture their dynamics. If we
need to take the ion contribution into account, we should
adjust the plasma frequency as Wg,e — wg’e(l + me/my).
However, this modification is practically insignificant
when dealing with the real m,/me (e.g., Grismayer et al.
2013b). As we aim to study the underlying physics at
electron scales and conduct analyses of simulation re-
sults covering time scales relevant for protons, utilizing
the actual mass ratio is beyond our computational ca-
pabilities. Consequently, we opt for a reduced proton-
to-electron mass ratio. PiC simulations have been em-
ployed to study magnetic field generation and particle
acceleration within electron-proton plasmas in relativis-
tic shear flows, considering both actual (e.g., Alves et al.
2014) and reduced (e.g., Grismayer et al. 2013a) mass ra-
tios. We set the speed of light as ¢ = 0.45Ax/At, where
Ax and At are the spatial and temporal resolutions, re-
spectively. A correction factor for the speed of light is in-
troduced, which causes electromagnetic waves to travel a
little bit faster than the maximum speed of the particles.
This helps ultra-relativistic flows to avoid the numer-
ical Cerenkov instability, enabling stable and accurate
simulations (e.g., Spitkovsky 2007; Sironi & Spitkovsky
2009).

The simulations are carried out in the equal Lorentz
factor frame of reference (ELF) with an initial bulk
Lorentz factor of I's, = I'sy = 15. The right-moving
spine plasma occupies the central 50% of the numerical
Y-grid, while the left-moving sheath plasma occupies
the lower and upper quarters of the Y-grid. The shear
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Table 2. Table of simulation parameters

Simulation parameters Values
PPC 20
Plasma skin depth (d.) 10 Ax
m;/me 16
speed of light (c) 0.45 Ax/At
Correction factor for ¢ 1.025
Lx 1024 Ax
Ly 2048 Ax
Plasma density (no) PPC Ax™?
Plasma frequency (wp,e) 0.045At ™"
Spatial resolution (Ax) 0.1 de
Temporal resolution (At)  0.045w;

interfaces are located at Y = 512 and Y = 1536 of the
simulation box. Table 2 summarizes the simulation pa-
rameters and their respective values used in this study.

2048
Pa/mec = —15<°22°222I2IC2CCC Sheath
1536
B=0
mi/m. =16
TIIZIZIZZIIIZIIr Spine
Y(wpesc)| SBL ZZzzzzozzoooooo -
T = 2.5keV
Pz/mec =15
512
Po/mec = —15=--------------- Sheath
0
X (wpe/c) 1024

Figure 1. 2D simulation setup involving an electron-ion
plasma with an initially unmagnetized shear flow: The
plasma is composed of a central region in the Y-grid where
right-moving plasma (spine) is located, where the top 25%
and bottom 25% of the Y-grid are occupied by left-moving
plasmas (sheath). The spine and sheath move in opposite di-
rections with equal and opposite x-momenta px/mec = +15
in the ELF.

3. INVERSE COMPTON SCATTERING OF
EXTERNAL BLACKBODY PHOTONS: THEORY

In this section, we give a theoretical outline of our
paper in which we derive the equations describing the
inverse-Compton scattering of external photons.

3.1. Angle-averaged Inverse-Compton Emission in the
Thomson Regime

We consider inverse Compton cooling of accelerated
electrons at SBLs in a thermal blackbody external pho-
ton field of varying temperatures with a characteristic
frequency of hy = 2.7KgT, where Kg and T are Boltz-
mann constant and radiation temperature, respectively.
We first consider inverse-Compton cooling in the Thom-
son regime in which the scattering cross section is in-
dependent of the seed photon energy and the scattered
photons are beamed along the direction of motion of the
electrons. However, we use the full Klein-Nishina cross-
section later while evaluating the angle-dependent radia-
tion spectra (see section 3.2). The differential Compton
cross-section for a relativistic electron (e.g., Dermer &
Menon 2009; Boettcher et al. 2012) is approximated us-
ing a hard cut-off at the transition to the Klein-Nishina
regime:

do
dQdeg

= o7pd(es — V2e0)0(Q — Q) H(1 —eoy) (1)

The inverse-Compton emissivity of a single electron in
the Thomson limit can be expressed as

oo
jlslfad_on(r)/a 07 60) = OTmeCBGS / nph(€07 0)
0

0(es — 6072)5(93 — Q) dey,

(2)

where ot is Thomson cross section, ¢y = hr/ mec? and
€s = hug/ mec? refer to the initial and scattered photon
energies, v and v being photon frequencies before and
after the scattering. v is the Lorentz factor of the rela-
tivistic electron scattering the soft target photons. The
term §(§2s — €.) specifies that the scattered photon trav-
els in the direction of the incoming electron. The Heav-
iside function H cuts the cross-section off at the transi-
tions to the Klein-Nishina regime. 6 = KBT/mec2 is the
temperature of soft photon field normalized by electron
rest mass energy, where ¢ and m, refer to the speed of
light and electronic mass respectively. The density of
the soft photon field npy, is given by

™
oN

Nph (60) =K

=}

P 1 o

exp(<

|

where, K =8r/ )\% and A¢ is Compton wavelength.
Equation 2, when using a Dirac-delta approximation for
the scattered photon energy, results in

j?fad-on(,y7 9) = UTmeC3K5(Qs - Qe)i
) Y
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The next step involves calculating the rate at which en-
ergy is lost by the electron as a result of inverse Comp-
ton cooling. To calculate this, we integrate Equation 4
over the range of scattered photon energy (e,). This in-
tegration yields the standard expression for the inverse
Compton cooling rate of high-energy electrons in the
Thomson regime within the sheath rest frame, where
the radiation field is isotropic.

dt 15 (5)

The radiation cooling term for inverse Compton scatter-
ing of relativistic electrons in the angle-integrated black-
body photon field in the Thomson regime in the spine
frame is

o

FfelﬁaTchyzQ‘l, (6)

dry B

dt
where T'yo1 = 2I'2 + 1 is the relative bulk Lorentz factor
between the spine and the sheath.

3.2. Angle-dependent Radiation Spectra and FElectron
Cooling Rates

In the evaluation of angle-dependent radiation spec-
tra, we adopt a head-on approximation for the Comp-
ton cross section (e.g., Dermer & Menon 2009; Boettcher
et al. 2012), where all photons travel in the direction of
the incoming electron. This allows us to simplify the
Compton cross-section as follows:

do do

dde, o8 — Q"’)Tes ™

The differential Compton cross section can be integrated
over ), to get
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where € = ~veo(1 — B cos®) is the photon energy in elec-
tron rest frame, and y = 1 — (e5/v). The emissivity
of the electron is obtained by using the Compton cross
section in equation (8) as:
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Figure 2. Various angles in spherical geometry depicting
Compton upscattering of photons with energy €y to €5 off
electrons with energies ~.

The blackbody radiation spectrum is strongly
peaked at a mean photon energy of < ¢y(6) >= 2.76.
Hence, a monochromatic J-function approximation
can further simplify the spectral calculation to suf-
ficient accuracy for a first exploration of the spec-
tral and beaming patterns of such Compton emis-
sion (e.g., Dermer & Menon 2009). Thus, the
blackbody photon density can be approximated
as, npn (€0, 0) = npn(0)d(eg — 2.76) = 2.4K635(eq — 2.76).
With this simplification, the Compton emission coeffi-
cient in Equation (9) can be expressed as:

i(ew,0,7) = 0.3m o Keg6? { n 1 2€,
72 y  2.7yy?0(1 - Bp)
(10)
n }
(2.7)27462(1 — Bu)2y?

H(g 2.70(0 = Bu)  5.49%(1 — Bu)d )

! 2 "1+5.490(1 — Bu)
Equation (10) needs to be integrated over scattered pho-
ton energies, €, within the limits constrained by the
Heaviside function to get the Compton cooling term.
Equation (10) is the general expression for Compton
emissivity that is applicable in both the Thomson and
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Figure 3. Comparison between equations (10) and (11), for v = 10® and cost = —1: The top panel shows the Compton
emissivity due to a single electron vs. scattered photon energy for 6 = 4.58 x 10~ *° (left) and 6 = 108 (right), respectively
whereas the lower panel shows the same for § = 107% (left) and § = 107 (right), respectively.

Klein-Nishina regimes. The term y 4+ 1/y can be rewrit-

ten as 2+ In the Thomson regime, when

2
'y('y €)’
€ << 1, ¥ >> €5 and v — €5 = . In this limit, equa-
tion (10) can be simplified by binomially expanding the
terms containing (y — €,) as

0.3cor K62 O\ A\°
P v e{ (5) +(5)
7y 7y

j(es,0,7) = 2
()

refs M{(“)2+(?)3
*} 72921—/3u (v)g{
2;) ()2“(?) -

+

where €, = 5.47%(1 — Bu)/(1+ 5.4v0(1 — Bu)) and
€spin = 2.70(1 — Bp)/2 are the maximum and minimum
energies of the upscattered photons. Equations (10) and
(11) were compared to assess the impact of the binomial
approximation. Figure 3 indicates that the approxima-
tion has no significant effect on the result for electrons
with Lorentz factors of v = 103, even when scattering
UV target photons with u = —1. However, when dealing
with higher values of 7 and ¢y, it is essential to consider
the higher order terms of the binomial expansion that
contain (7 — €5) to avoid significant deviations from the
full results. Due to the presence of the Heaviside func-
tion in the emissivity equations, (10) and (11), a sudden
drop in emissivity occurs beyond the scattered photon
energy, € =€, . . By employing the aforementioned
approximations, the integration of equation (11) over €
becomes feasible, considering the limits imposed by the
Heaviside function.
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Figure 4. Variation of cooling rate with the cosine of collision angle (cos) and observer’s angle (cos(fobs)) in the ELF at a
Lorentz factor () of 10° and radiation temperature () of 107°: the plot on the right depicts the inverse cooling term, obtained
by integrating equation (12) over the photon distribution angle (upn). The figure illustrates that the maximum cooling occurs
during head-on collisions between electrons and photons, or when electrons, after scattering, travel parallel to the jet axis.
Conversely, the minimum cooling is observed for tail-on collisions or when electrons travel perpendicular to the jet axis.

The cooling term associated with inverse Compton
scattering in the sheath frame, taking into account an
angle-dependent photon field, can be expressed as

4 4
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€ € 2

d
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dt 4~
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B 32
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where A = 0.3 ¢ o7K60? /92 and B = 2.70(1 — Su). To
calculate the cooling rate in the spine frame, a factor I'Z |
needs to be added to the r.h.s. The angular distribution
of inverse Compton scattering is described by the expres-

sion M = HobsHph + 1- :u?)bs\/ 1- M?;h COS(¢5obs - ¢ph>-
Here, ptons and pipn correspond to the cosines of the an-
gles Oo1s and O,n, respectively. These angles indicate
the directions of the electron and photon relative to
the jet axis. By assuming the azimuthal symmetry of

+

)

the system and performing the numerical integration of
equation (12) over pph, the electron cooling rate can
be obtained as a function of pops. Figure 4 illustrates
the dependency of the cooling rate on the cosine of
and f,ps, highlighting the variation of the electron cool-
ing rate with respect to these angular parameters. The
plots are generated in the ELF at electron Lorentz factor
of v = 10? and the radiation temperature of § = 107>.

4. RESULTS

This section presents the outcomes of our study con-
cerning self-generated electric and magnetic fields in
SBLs of relativistic jets, along with the effects of particle
anisotropy, radiative output, and IC cooling on particle
dynamics obtained through PiC simulations.

4.1. Self-generated magnetic and electric fields

Plasma instabilities like the Weibel instability self-
generate a magnetic field along the z-direction (perpen-
dicular to the jet axis). The self-generated electromag-
netic fields in SBLs create turbulence in the spine-sheath
interface which eventually leads to particle acceleration
up to TeV energy in relativistic jets. Figures 5(a), 5(b),
and 5(c) show the dominant components of electric and
magnetic fields and the current density produced from
the PiC simulation.
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Figure 5. First row: Figure (a) illustrates the xy-cut of the self-generated electric field and Figure (b) presents the magnetic
field in SBLs, with the red and magenta colors representing opposite polarities. Second row: Figure (c) depicts the current
distribution (Jx). The ions dominate the stronger outer current sheet, while the weaker inner current sheet is dominated by
electrons. Figure (d) shows the total charge density (p). Third row: Figures (e) and (f) respectively show the density distribution
of electrons and ions. Notably, a discernible depletion in particle density is observed in the vicinity of the boundary layers. All
figures correspond to t = 3000wy, L. The units displayed are arbitrary.



PARTICLE ACCELERATION AND RADIATIVE OUTPUT IN RELATIVISTIC SBLS 9

l S V
— ni=ne

Particle density, n(y)
= N
&
-

0 500 1000 1500 2000
y (c/wp,e)

Figure 6. The electron number densities as a function of y
at t = 3000w, L. while the ions are fully expelled from the
shear interface, the electrons create a layer near the interface,
resulting in the formation of a triple layer due to charge
separation.

Figure 5(d) illustrates the net charge distribution in
the SBLs, showing a notable concentration of negatively
charged particles (electrons) within these regions. Posi-
tively charged particles (ions), on the other hand, tend
to have a slightly more dispersed distribution and are
found slightly further from the SBLs, thereby forming
a triple-layer structure. Figures 5(e) and 5(f) present
the spatial distribution of electron and ion number den-
sities, respectively. These figures highlight higher elec-
tron density within the SBLs compared to the ion den-
sity. This disparity in densities is further evident in the
density profiles of both species (Figure 6). The den-
sity profiles of ions, electrons, and net charge as a func-
tion of the y-coordinate are demonstrated in Figure 6.
Due to the different velocities and densities of ions and
electrons, the current density along the x-direction (Jy)
(as depicted in Figure 5(c)) produces the uniform mag-
netic field (B,) along the shear interface within the shear
flows. Because the electron gyroradius is smaller than
that of ions, ions are more displaced than electrons, lead-
ing to their expulsion from the shear interface due to the
extra magnetic pressure, resulting in the formation of a
density trough. This process induces charge separation
and the formation of a triple layer, as illustrated in Fig-
ure 6. Ion-dominated current sheets are formed farther
from the shear interface, while electron-dominated cur-
rent sheets are formed near it, with an electric field (Ey)
pointing from the ion-dominated current sheet to the

electron-dominated current sheet. Ultimately, the elec-
trons undergo efficient acceleration driven by the cross
fields (E x B) in the x-direction, which aligns with the
jet-propagation direction. As the ions are more mas-
sive than electrons, ions undergo free streaming while
electrons behave like fluid (e.g., Gruzinov 2008; Liang
et al. 2017). The kinetic KHI plays a vital role in ini-
tially cold electrons. However, the electrons attain a fi-
nite transverse momentum either by plasma instabilities
or due to the finite temperature achieved by electrons.
Eventually, electrons with finite transverse momentum
cross over to the sheath moving in the opposite direc-
tion, but heavy ions do not. This mechanism, referred to
as the electron counter-current instability (ECCI) (e.g.,
Liang et al. 2017), dominates, leading to the formation
of opposite current layers on the two sides of the shear
interface, creating a monopolar slab of magnetic field.

4.2. Particle Anisotropy in SBLs

20007 ' — 3 e
107!
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~2000! , R
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Figure 7. Spine electrons’ py versus pxrab at time

t= 3000w;é: px are Lorentz boosted to the Laboratory
frame by I' =15. The figure illustrates that some of the
spine electrons diffuse into the sheath region, leading to
the deceleration of those spine electrons, represented by the
low-energy arc-shaped electron population. The high-energy
electron population towards the right-hand side of the fig-
ure corresponds to electrons that remain in the spine region
without crossing over into the sheath region.

In order to illustrate the particle acceleration and ra-
diation properties in the stationary (sheath) frame of
the source, we Lorentz-transform the particle momenta
and Compton emission into the sheath frame, utilizing a
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bulk Lorentz factor of I' = 15. The results demonstrate
that spine electrons undergo significant acceleration,

2000 7 rplo°
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<
g_ 1000 1
= 102
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Figure 8. y (c/wp,e) Vversus pxrLab Of spine electrons at
t = 3000wy, L. px are Lorentz boosted to the laboratory
frame. As depicted in the figure, some of the spine elec-
trons cross over through SBLs and enter the sheath region,
where they experience deceleration. The spine electrons that
remain strictly within the spine region undergo acceleration.
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Figure 9. The distribution of the tangent of the beam an-
gle of spine electrons versus electron Lorentz factor in the
laboratory frame at t = 3000wy, L+ all high-energy spine elec-
trons, which did not cross over to the sheath region, possess
beam angles significantly smaller than 1/T', as indicated by
the red line. The figure further illustrates an anticorrelation
between beam angle and electron energy.

attaining high energies and exhibiting pronounced mo-
mentum anisotropy (pxiab >> py) in the laboratory
frame (Figure 7). A portion of the spine electrons dif-
fuses into the sheath region, experiencing deceleration
and giving rise to a low-energy population, as depicted
at the left in Figures 7 and 8. Moreover, Figure 8 illus-
trates the large particle momenta along the jet axis in
the spine. Furthermore, we observe an anti-correlation
between the beam angle |py/pxrab| and electron ener-
gies, with the beam angle decreasing as electron energies
increase (Figure 9).

Notably, the beam angles of all high-energy spine elec-
trons, which remained in the spine region and did not
transition to the sheath region, are significantly smaller
than those resulting from Doppler boosting an isotropic
particle distribution from the spine rest frame to the
laboratory frame (1/T"), as depicted by the red dashed
line in Figure 9.

4.3. Numerical Cerenkov Instability

The Numerical Cerenkov Instability (NCI) is a signifi-
cant concern in PiC simulations that involve relativistic
drifts. NCI is a computational artifact that arises in
PiC simulations due to the discretization scheme em-
ployed. It is not a physical instability but a numer-
ical phenomenon. In PiC simulations, electromagnetic
fields and particle motions are discretized on a computa-
tional grid. When the discrete grid points interact with
the chosen spatial and temporal resolutions, NCI oc-
curs generating spurious wave modes. These modes can
distort simulation results and potentially impact the ac-
curacy of the physical processes under the study. The
momentum plot of the magnetic field provides insight
into the presence and effects of NCI.

To mitigate the NCI, the TRISTAN-MP code incorpo-
rates a range of specialized numerical schemes that help
suppress the instability. It employs both time-centered
and space-centered finite difference schemes to ensure
second-order accuracy in both space and time. Time-
centered schemes calculate values at time step midpoints
for enhanced time integration precision, while space-
centered schemes compute spatial derivatives at mid-
point grid locations for improved spatial accuracy. Mag-
netic and Electric fields are stored within a 3D Yee mesh
(e.g., Yee 1966), effectively capturing their spatial distri-
bution. A tri-linear interpolation function relates these
fields to particle positions, ensuring accurate values for
simulated particle positions. A three-point digital bi-
nomial filter (e.g., Birdsall 1991; Hockney & Eastwood
2021) is applied along each spatial dimension to source
terms, using weights of 0.25, 0.5, and 0.25 to mitigate
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NCT and other non-physical high-frequency field modes
arising from finite difference calculations. The code
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Figure 10. 2D color contour plots of the Fourier amplitude

of B, at two different sample times, (a) t = 200w, s and (b)

t = 3000wy, 1. It can be observed that the effects of NCI are
minimal in the simulation, and they tend to gradually de-
crease as the simulation progresses.

offers a choice between a second-order method and a
fourth-order stencil approach (e.g., Greenwood et al.
2004). We opt for the latter approach as it is aimed
at minimizing NCI effects, particularly in relativistic
scenarios. The code adheres to the Courant-Friedrichs-
Lewy (CFL) condition, ensuring that the product of the
timestep and the speed of light is smaller than the min-
imum cell size. In this context, the speed of light is set
as ¢ = 0.45Ax/At. This also serves to mitigate the ef-
fects of the NCI. As a result, the current simulations are
able to contain the NCI within acceptable levels, leading
to minimizing adverse effects on particle heating. The
kx — ky plot in Figure (10) represents the distribution

of the z-component of the magnetic field in momentum
space, with kx and ky representing the wave numbers
in the x and y directions, respectively. The smooth
and well-behaved distribution of the magnetic field in
the kx — ky plot suggests a minimal effect of NCI in-
dicating that the chosen parameters in the simulations
adequately mitigate numerical artifacts.

4.4. FElectron Spectra and Effect of IC Cooling
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Figure 11. Comparison of electron Spectra with and with-
out inverse Compton cooling by blackbody photons: Figure
(a) displays the impact of IC cooling due to angle-averaged
UV photons, while Figure (b) exhibits the effect of IC cool-
ing induced by angle-dependent UV and optical photons at
various values of cos(fobs)-

This section focuses on electron acceleration with PiC
simulations demonstrating the impact of IC cooling on
particle spectra. Initially, the energy distribution of elec-
trons follows a Maxwellian distribution. Acceleration
occurs due to the electromagnetic field generated by the
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relative displacement of ions and electrons. The ther-
mal electron bulk Lorentz factor reaches its peak when
energy equipartition between the ions and electrons is
attained (e.g., Lyubarsky 2006; Iwamoto et al. 2019).
Thus, the maximum electron Lorentz factor can be ex-
pressed as:

Tmaz = %%
The spectra illustrated in Figure 11 are measured in the
simulation frame, where a pure e~ -ion plasma shows no
evidence of a power law. Initially, the electron spec-
tra exhibit a Maxwellian distribution that evolves into
a non-Maxwellian distribution, with a remnant of the
original distribution. Ultimately, the system reaches a
steady state with a peak around v = I'm; /m,.

To investigate the impact of radiation cooling on the
electron spectra, the cooling terms presented in equa-
tions 6 and 12 can be incorporated into the electron sub-
routine of the PiC code. Figure 11 illustrates the impact
of Inverse Compton (IC) cooling on electron spectra in-
duced by angle-averaged and angle-dependent photons.
The strength of IC cooling depends on the radiation en-
ergy density and the Lorentz factor of the electrons. At
lower electron energies, the cooling effect is negligible,
while at higher energies, it significantly affects electron
acceleration and the energy spectrum. Due to radiation
drag, the high-energy end of the spectrum shifts towards
lower energies (as seen in Fig. 11). Compared to IC
cooling induced by UV photons, the effect of Compton
drag for photons with temperatures § < 1076 is sub-
dominant, and thus does not appreciably affect particle
dynamics and the electron energy spectrum.

4.5. Self-consistent Radiation Spectra

We now discuss the radiation spectra resulting from
Compton upscattering of different radiation back-
grounds. Specifically, we consider the cosmic microwave
background, infrared, optical, and ultraviolet photons
with corresponding values of § equal to 4.58 x 10710,
1078, 1076, and 10~°, respectively.

We observe sharp spectral peaks in the emissiv-
ity of Compton-scattered blackbody photons by mono-
energetic relativistic electrons as evident in Figure 3.
Leveraging the pronounced spectral peaks, we apply a
monochromatic approximation to convert the particle
energy loss rate to a monochromatic radiation spectrum.
This simplification significantly streamlines our calcula-
tions and reduces computational time, enabling more
efficient analysis of the radiation spectrum. The ob-
tained results, encompassing both angle-averaged and
angle-dependent photon distributions, are presented in
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Figure 12. Time-integrated angle-averaged Compton spec-
tra in the sheath frame obtained from simulations conducted
for different radiation temperatures of angle-averaged black-
body photon fields: the spectra correspond to three distinct
phases: (a) early phase of the simulations at t = 1500 w;, ¢,
(b) intermediate phase at t = 2500 w;, {, and (c) later steady
state at t = 3000 w;é.
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Figures 12 and 13.
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Figure 13. Time-integrated angle-dependent Compton
spectra in the sheath frame, resulting from simulations con-
ducted at radiation temperature § = 107° and different view-
ing angles: spectra are obtained at simulation time of (a)
t = 2000 wp &, (b) t = 4000 w, !, and (c) t = 5000 wy ¢.

p,es

Throughout the various stages of the simulations,
we observe distinct evolutions in the Compton spectra
of relativistic electrons interacting with photon fields.
In the early phases of the simulations, both angle-
integrated and angle-dependent cases exhibit a quasi-
thermal inverse Compton spectrum with a single dom-
inant component. We observe a quasi-thermal inverse
Compton spectrum with a single component around sim-
ulation time of t = 1500/wy, for an angle-integrated
photon field and t = 2000/wy, ¢ for an angle-dependent
photon distribution, as depicted in Figures 12(a) and
13(a). As the simulation progresses, the Compton spec-
tra undergo noteworthy changes. The single-component
spectrum develops into a double-component spectrum,
around t = 2500/wp . and t = 4000/wp e for the angle-
integrated and angle-dependent photon distributions,
respectively (see Figures 12(b) and 13(b)). In the
later steady state of the simulations, observed beyond
t = 3000/wp  and t = 5000/wp, o, respectively, a distinct
spectral pattern emerges. The Compton spectrum ex-
hibits a quasi-thermal low-frequency spectrum with a
cut-off power-law tail (see Figures 12(c) and 13(c)).

The steady state is achieved later in the case of
the inverse Compton spectra from scattering an angle-
dependent photon field compared to the angle-averaged
photon field. The angle-dependent Compton spec-
tra exhibit a flatter peak in comparison to the angle-
averaged Compton spectra. The observed peak en-
ergy in the angle-dependent radiation spectra is approxi-
mately 2.76~2 for cos(fbs) = 1. As the value of cos(fops)
decreases, the peak energy of the radiation spectra pro-
gressively shifts towards lower energies. This observed
correlation between the peak energy and cos(6ops) high-
lights the pronounced angular dependence intrinsic to
the radiative output in relativistic jets. The radiation
Spectra obtained in the case of an angle-dependent pho-
ton distribution exhibit similarities to those obtained for
angle-averaged photons.

In our simulations, we observe the angle-averaged
radiation spectra attaining a steady state beyond
t = 3000/wp, ¢, while angle-dependent radiation spectra
beyond t = 5000/wp, .. Beyond this stage, there are
no significant fluctuations in their shapes, reaffirming
the reliability and accuracy of our results and reflecting
the dynamic equilibrium achieved in our simulated sys-
tem. The time delay in reaching a steady state for the
angle-dependent photon field’s inverse Compton spec-
tra, in comparison to the angle-averaged photon field,
can be attributed to the increased complexity and larger
parameter space resulting from the inclusion of angle-
dependent photons. This introduces a higher computa-
tional demand for thorough sampling and evaluation of
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radiation outputs, leading to extended times needed to
establish a stable equilibrium and achieve consistent ra-
diation outputs. The broader and flatter spectral peak
observed in the angle-dependent Compton spectra
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Figure 14. Radiation intensity resulting from Compton
scattering of an angle-averaged photon field with varying
temperatures as a function of the viewing angle of the jet
at a simulation time of t = 3000w, ¢: panel (a) displays the
global radiative energy distribution per unit solid angle in the
ELF, while panel (b) shows the same distribution in the lab-
oratory frame (sheath). The dashed curve represents the §°
boosting pattern, characteristic of co-moving isotropic pho-
ton emission. The violet dashed line represents 1/T.
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Figure 15. Radiation intensity of an angle-dependent pho-
ton field, subject to Compton upscattering by relativistic
electrons as a function of the viewing angle of the jet at a
simulation time of t = 5000w;é for varying radiation tem-
peratures: panel (a) exhibits the global radiative energy dis-
tribution per unit solid angle in the ELF. Panel (b) shows
the corresponding distribution in the laboratory frame. The
dashed curve represents the §° boosting pattern.

signifies a greater number of scattering events, indicat-
ing a more intricate interplay between photons and par-
ticles in this scenario. This difference in spectral char-
acteristics further contributes to the increased time re-
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quired to attain a steady state in the angle-dependent
case.

4.6. Observable Features of Radiation Spectra

To establish a connection between the radiation out-
put obtained from the simulations and the observational
data, we can plot the radiation intensity (dE/d2) as a
function of the viewing angle. Here, dE represents the
radiation energy and df2 denotes the differential solid
angle, defined as d€) = sin 0, dOpndgpn. The angle 0,
represents the angle between the final direction of radi-
ation and the axis of the jet (i.e., the viewing angle),
while ¢pn represents the azimuthal angle. The system is
azimuthally symmetric in ¢, so we may set d¢p, = 27.
In the ELF, as depicted in Figures 14(a) and 15(a),
the spine electrons emit the highest radiation intensi-
ties along the jet axis (i.e. at O, = Oer = 0°).

In order to determine the radiation intensity as ob-
served by an observer, we apply a Lorentz transforma-
tion into the sheath frame. Figures 14 and 15 show
plots of the radiation intensity versus viewing angle and
demonstrate that the inverse Compton radiation emit-
ted from the jet’s SBL experiences a strong boost in
the forward direction, with a characteristic angle much
smaller than 1/T. This is indicated by the violet dashed
lines in Figures 14(b) and 15(b).

In the case of isotropic photon emission in the co-
moving frame of an emission region moving with Lorentz
factor I' along the jet viewed at an angle 0,1, the radia-
tive energy flux dF/dE is boosted by a factor 6%, with
6 =1/T'(1 — Br cos b1a1,) being the Doppler factor. The
dashed curve depicted in Figures 14(b) and 15(b) illus-
trate the comparison of the simulated beaming charac-
teristic to this §% pattern.

5. CONCLUSION

In this article, we have presented the results of our
study on the self-generated electric and magnetic fields
and particle acceleration occurring at relativistic SBLs
in relativistic jets associated with AGN and GRBs,
and the subsequent inverse-Compton radiation output.
Through the utilization of fully kinetic PiC simulations
incorporating electron-ion plasma, we have shown that
the electric and magnetic fields are self-generated and
play a vital role in particle acceleration in SBLs. High
energy particles are accelerated along the magnetic field
lines, resulting in an anisotropic momentum distribu-
tion. This anisotropic particle distribution contributes
effectively to the radiative output, along with the ex-
change of particles between the spine and sheath regions.

We employed the monochromatic approximation to
compute the radiation spectra motivated by the sharp

spectral peaks in the emissivity resulting from the
Compton scattering of blackbody photons by monoen-
ergetic relativistic electrons, as illustrated in Figure 3.
The difference between the monochromatic approxima-
tion and a full integration over the emission profiles
is expected to be very small, as the spectral shape is
dominated by the shape of the broad, thermal+non-
thermal electron spectra and not the emissivity profiles
of mono-energetic electrons. The recent work by (Del
Gaudio et al. 2020) has introduced a promising numer-
ical prospect to investigate radiative processes like in-
verse Compton emission. Their benchmarked algorithm
seamlessly integrates with the standard PiC loop, lead-
ing to improved computational efficiency. We plan to
experiment with this scheme in future work. The radia-
tive output in our study has been directly obtained from
the PiC simulation, from which we have calculated the
radiation intensity to study the angle-dependent inverse-
Compton spectra, self-consistently taking into account
inverse-Compton cooling of relativistic electrons. To
our knowledge, investigations into the angular depen-
dence of radiative emissions from shear boundary layers
(SBLs) within relativistic jets have not been conducted
previously. Our research marks the pioneering effort to
explore particle acceleration, the ensuing inverse Comp-
ton spectra, and the impact of inverse Compton cool-
ing on the dynamics of relativistic electrons, while con-
sidering the impact of angular variations within these
shear layers. We looked at both angle-averaged and
angle-dependent distributions of target photons, using
a J-function approximation for the target photon field.
Our findings showed that IC cooling can have a non-
negligible impact on the acceleration of relativistic parti-
cles at SBLs, causing high-energy electrons to cool down
to slightly lower energies. As expected, the inverse-
Compton cooling effect becomes more pronounced for
higher target-photon blackbody temperatures. In the
early stages of simulations, both angle-integrated and
angle-dependent inverse Compton radiation spectra ex-
hibit a single component, quasi-thermal radiation spec-
trum. As the simulations progress, the spectrum evolves
into a two-component spectrum, which eventually be-
comes a quasi-thermal low-frequency spectrum with a
cut-off power-law tail.

The radiation emitted is strongly boosted along the jet
axis, with a characteristic opening angle much less than
1/T. This boosting is more powerful than what would
be expected from Doppler boosting of an isotropic ra-
diation field in the co-moving frame of the spine. The
Doppler factor estimates for TeV blazars using one-zone
models are inconsistent with observations made with
VLBI. Our findings suggest that the extreme beaming
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patterns of particles accelerated at SBLs could resolve
the long-standing problem of the Doppler factor crisis
(e.g., Lyutikov & Lister 2010b). In future work, we
will explore the effects of a non-zero initial magnetic
field on the plasma in relativistic jets, which could in-
volve investigating a relativistic magnetically dominated
electron-positron jet interacting with a weakly mag-
netized electron-ion ambient plasma. Recent work by
Sironi et al. (2021) has shown that such systems can de-
velop Kelvin-Helmholtz instabilities and kinetic-scale re-
connection layers, which provide a first-principles mech-
anism for particle injection into shear-driven accelera-
tion. This could offer valuable insights into the complex
dynamics of these shear-structured jets.
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