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ABSTRACT

Positive spectral lags are commonly observed in gamma-ray burst (GRB) prompt phase where soft photons lag
behind hard ones in their spectral studies. Opposite to this pattern, a fraction of GRBs show a negative spectral
lag where hard photons arrive later compared to soft photons. Similarly, recent Fermi-LAT observations show
a late onset of high-energy photons in most GRB observations. A fraction of GRBs show a transition from
positive to negative lags. Such negative lags and the spectral lag transition have no convincing explanation. We
show that a structured GRB jet with velocity shear naturally produces both positive and negative spectral lags.
The high-energy photons gain energy from repeated scattering with shearing layers and subsequently escape
from higher altitudes. Hence, these photons are delayed compared to soft photons producing a negative spectral
lag. The inner jet has no shear and a positive lag appears providing a unified picture of spectral lags in GRBs.
The theory predicts a flip in spectral lag from positive to negative within the evolution of the prompt phase.
Comparison of the observed lags with the prediction of the theory limits the possible range of GRB jet Lorentz
factors to be a few tens.
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1. INTRODUCTION

From the first evidence by Cheng et al. (1995), a delay be-
tween the soft and hard photons (in the range of few keV -
few hundred keV) known as spectral lag is extensively ob-
served in the prompt phase of gamma-ray bursts (GRBs).
The spectral lags in GRBs are inferred either by light curve
fitting method (Hakkila et al. 2008) or cross-correlation func-
tion (CCF) (Band 1997). CCF is primarily used where the
light curves are compared between different energy bands
(Norris et al. 2000; Li & Ding 2004; Li et al. 2012; Chen
et al. 2005; Ukwatta et al. 2010).

Studying around 2000 GRBs from the BATSE catalogue,
Hakkila et al. (2007) found that around 70% of the long
GRBs (lasting for tens of seconds) have a positive delay
where the photons evolve from hard to soft energies. 15% of
the bursts had a negative spectral lag where soft photons pre-
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cede the hard photons. Chang et al. (2021) found a positive
lag in 89.8% GRBs while 9.5% bursts had a negative spectral
lag. In addition, several reports of GRBs show both positive
and negative lags. For example, Roychoudhury et al. (2014)
showed that GRB 060814 exhibits both positive and negative
spectral delays. Similar spectral transition from positive to
negative lag is reported in other cases such as GRB 160625B
(Wei et al. 2017; Gunapati et al. 2022), GRB 160625A (Liang
et al. 2023) and 190530A (Gupta et al. 2022). Liu et al.
(2022) reported 32 GRBs that exhibit a transition from posi-
tive to negative spectral delay. In these studies, the obtained
lags range from milliseconds up to a few seconds. Moreover,
recent results from Fermi-LAT data reveal that negative spec-
tral lags generally persist in GRBs at even longer times, ex-
tending up to several minutes where the high energy photons,
in the MeV-GeV energy range, show a late onset (Ackermann
et al. 2013; Ajello et al. 2019; Bissaldi 2019).

Most short GRBs are known to have no spectral lag (Nor-
ris et al. 2000; Ukwatta et al. 2010; Norris & Bonnell 2006)
while a negative lag is reported in about 17% of the short
bursts (Yi et al. 2006). This makes spectral delay a parameter
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distinguishing between short and long GRBs. However, as
these are short-duration bursts lasting for less than 2 seconds,
the delays between various energy channels are debated and
considered too short to be reliable (Hakkila et al. 2007).

The exact origin of the spectral lags is not fully understood.
The positive lag was attributed to curvature effect (Ryde &
Petrosian 2002; Dermer 2004; Preece et al. 2014; Uhm &
Zhang 2016) or, alternatively, to spectral evolution during the
burst (Kocevski & Liang 2003; Ryde 2005). Recently, a posi-
tive spectral lag was demonstrated to naturally arise from the
curvature of a backscattering photosphere of a propagating
expanding GRB jet (Vyas et al. 2021). A physical under-
standing of negative spectral lags is a bigger challenge for
theoretical modelling (Uhm et al. 2018; Gupta et al. 2021).
It was suggested by Chakrabarti et al. (2018) that this lag
may result from Compton scattering of the low energy emit-
ted photons with an external medium such as a cloud sur-
rounding the GRB jet.

In this work, we show that both positive and negative lags
are a natural outcome of a structured jet. In a previous work,
we established that photon propagation in a sub-photospheric
region of a structured jet naturally results in a power law-
shaped spectrum at high energies, originating from a Fermi-
like energy gain process (Vyas & Pe’er 2023). The photons
gain energy through repeated scattering within the shear lay-
ers of the relativistic jet. Here, we show that such a model
naturally produces a negative spectral lag when applied to
the time evolution of the GRB prompt phase. The pho-
tons that gain higher energy scatter multiple times within the
shear layers and hence lag behind the soft photons which es-
cape earlier to produce a negative spectral lag. We provide
here both an analytical calculation as well as an independent
study based on Monte Carlo simulations of photon propaga-
tion within the structured GRB jet.

The predicted temporal evolution of high-energy photons
is consistent with the observations, thereby explaining the
negative spectral lag as well as the transition between the
positive and the negative lags. In section 2, we explain the
model and the physical assumptions we use. We describe re-
sults in section 3 and conclude the work with its significance
in section 4.

2. MODEL AND PHYSICAL MECHANISM

2.1. Structured jet

Based on the simulations of an erupting jet from a stellar
collapse (Zhang et al. 2003; Gottlieb et al. 2021; Govreen-
Segal & Nakar 2024), we consider a structured jet with a
(steady) angle-dependent Lorentz factor of the form (see
Lundman et al. 2013; Pe’er & Ryde 2017),

Γ(θ) = Γmin +
Γ0 − Γmin√(
θ
θj

)2p
+ 1

. (1)

Here θ is the polar angle in a spherical coordinate system
(r, θ, ϕ) with the origin being at the centre of the burst. The
system possesses azimuthal symmetry. The jet has a con-
stant and maximum Lorentz factor near the jet axis for an-
gles θ ≪ θ j and asymptotically reaches Γmin at large angles,
θ ≫ θout = θjΓ

1/p
0 . We denote the outer boundary of the jet

by θout, assuming no matter ejected at θ > θout. Hence the
photons that happen to reach angles beyond θout are assumed
to reach the jet boundary and escape. We stress that this is
only a tiny fraction of the escaping photons, who, by large,
escape at the photosphere (see below). The isotropic equiva-
lent luminosity L of the jet is assumed to be independent of
the jet angle i.e., dL/dΩ = L/4π. The temperature at the jet
base ri is

T0 =

 L
4πr2

i arc

1/4

. (2)

Here ar is radiation constant and c is the speed of light. Fol-
lowed by adiabatic cooling due to jet expansion, the comov-
ing temperature of the jet first drops as r−1 until the satura-
tion radius, rS ≃ riΓ, and varies as T ′ = T0(ri/rs)(rs/r)2/3 =

T0(ri/
√
Γr)2/3 at larger radii (Pe’er et al. 2012; Lundman

et al. 2013).
While the jet base is often taken to be the size of the newly-

formed black hole, i.e., ri ≈ 106 cm, we point out that this
is most likely not the case for long GRBs. As the GRB
jet drills its way through the collapsing star (presumably, a
Wolf-Rayet star), it encounters several recollimation shocks
that slow it (Aloy et al. 2000; Lazzati et al. 2009; Bromberg
et al. 2011; Mizuta & Ioka 2013; López-Cámara et al. 2014;
Lazzati et al. 2015). Eventually, the jet is brought to a near
halt before it re-accelerates (Vyas 2022). For typical GRB
parameters, this occurs at radii in the range 109 − 1010 cm
(Thompson et al. 2007; Iyyani et al. 2013; Pe’er et al. 2015).
Thus, the effective jet base is at this radius. We therefore
consider ri = 1010 cm in this work.

2.2. Numerical simulation

Our numerical model is based on the Monte Carlo method.
The jet is assumed to propagate in the radial direction with
an angle-dependent Lorentz factor given by Equation 1. Be-
cause of the conical expansion, the density of particles drops
with radius, and photons emitted deep inside the flow will
eventually escape the expanding jet, once they reach the pho-
tosphere.

Photons are injected deep inside the jet (i.e., in regions of
high optical depth) with random directions in the jet comov-
ing frame. The photons go through repeated scattering with
the electrons in the jet. The code traces the propagation of
individual photons between two scatterings, as well as ran-
domly generates a scattering event. In each scattering, the
photon four-vector is transformed from the comoving fluid
frame to the local electron’s rest frame where an individual
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interaction is calculated and back; finally, it is transferred to
the observer’s frame.

After scattering with an individual electron, the photon
travels a distance δl along the scattered direction before the
next scattering. The probability for the photon to have a con-
secutive scattering after a distance δl is exp−τ, where τ is the
optical depth for scattering by the local fluid element, cal-
culated along the photon propagation direction. This optical
depth is randomly drawn from a uniform distribution. Fur-
thermore, the optical depth for escape, τesc is calculated at
each time step. If τ > τesc, the photon escapes the jet. Other-
wise, the distance δl is calculated such that the local optical
depth between two consecutive scatterings is equal to τ. The
same process continues until the photon escapes the system.
The code traces the time it takes a photon from injection to
escape.

All the photons are injected into the plasma at radius
r = Rph/20, where Rph = Rph(θ) is the photospheric radius
(See appendix A). We find that the photon injection radius is
deep enough to capture all the essential signals, and deeper
injection does not affect our results, but only increases the
computational time. We find that nearly all photons escape
the plasma from within the jet, i.e., θ < θout at the photon
escape location. Photons that leave the system early are the
ones that do not go through a large number of scattering in-
side the shearing plasma but rather scatter within the jet core
(θ < θj). On the other hand, photons that go through repeated
scattering with the shearing layers (θ > θj) are accelerated to
high energies and escape from higher latitudes. Hence they
are subsequently delayed. For a detailed description of the
model, see Pe’er (2008); Lundman et al. (2013) and Vyas &
Pe’er (2023).

2.3. Mechanism of photon energy gain and subsequent
delay

For a photon undergoing repeated scattering through elec-
trons in a cold jet, we provided an analytical expression for
the average energy gain per scattering g(r, θ) in Vyas & Pe’er
(2023). This gain is defined as the ratio of photon energies af-
ter and before a scattering event as observed in the lab frame,

g(r, θ) ≈
1
2

1 +
[
1 +
∂ logΓ
∂θ
δθ

]2 1
(1 + a)2

 . (3)

Here, a = λ/r is the expansion parameter that considers en-
ergy loss due to the jet’s adiabatic expansion. Here λ is the
local mean free path,

λ =
Γ

n′eσT
. (4)

The comoving electron density inside the jet is n′e =

L/4πmpc3βΓ2r2. The proton mass is mp, and β = β(θ) is

the local jet velocity normalized to the speed of light c. The
angular displacement between two scattering is denoted by
δθ. Its dependence on the scattering location is approximated
as (Vyas & Pe’er 2023),

δθ = −
a

Γ(1 + a)
. (5)

For a jet profile with p > 2, in the region θout > θ > θj the
energy gain overcomes the adiabatic energy losses and g > 1.

With the help of this expression, and noting that in the
shearing region, Γ ∼ Γ0(θ/θj)−p (with Γmin ≪ Γ0), one can
express Equation 3 as

g(r, θ) ≈
1
2

[
1 +

[1 + a(1 + k)]2

(1 + a)4

]
. (6)

Here, a = a(r) ∝ r is defined above, and

k = k(θ) =
p
Γ0θj

(
θ

θj

)p−1

is a function of the angle within the jet.
For plausible jet parameters (e.g., Γ0 = 100, θ j = 0.01 −

0.1), in the shearing region, θout > θ > θj, k can be as high as a
few (even few tens), while close to the photosphere, the mean
free path becomes comparable to the photospheric radius and
a ≲ 1. Using Equation 6, one therefore finds that the the gain
increases with radius, and obtains its maximal value close to
the photosphere.

2.3.1. Late arrival of energetic photons from the shearing region
θ j < θ < θout and a negative spectral lag

The photospheric radius, Rph depends on the polar coor-
dinates {θ, ϕ} as well as the observer’s angular location θo,
Rph = Rph(θ, ϕ; θo). For an observer located on the jet axis
(θo = 0), this radius is independent of the azimuthal angle ϕ
and obtains its minimum in the inner jet region (θ < θj). It
increases with angle at θ > θj (see figure 4 in Lundman et al.
2013). For an off-axis observer, the angular dependence is
more complicated and is calculated in Appendix A.

While the photon’s propagation direction is random in the
comoving frame, the photons are coupled to the electrons be-
low the photosphere and therefore are advected with the flow,
gaining energy. As we showed above, the gain increases with
the radial coordinate, obtaining its maximal value at the last
scattering. As a crude approximation which is nonetheless
useful for physical insight, one may consider the photons
to gain all their energy in a single scattering occurring at a
single radius, namely the photosphere. The average gain at
the photospheric radius g(r, θ) = ga(Rph, θ) (the subscript ‘a’
stands for average) is estimated using r = Rph in Equation 3
[Also see the detailed description below Equation 10 in Vyas
& Pe’er (2023)].
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As shown in Vyas & Pe’er (2023), while energetic pho-
tons propagate within the shearing region (θ > θj) and sub-
sequently gain energy, most high energy photons escape
through the inner jet region, θ < θj. This is due to the fact
that the photospheric radius is concave, namely for θ1 > θ2,
Rph(θ1) > Rph(θ2) (Pe’er 2008; Lundman et al. 2013) (both
angles are measured from the jet axis). Therefore, photons
that propagate at θ > θj and (randomly) scatter into the in-
ner jet region consequently escape. This scenario is demon-
strated in the top panel of Figure 1. Denoting the photon (co-
moving) energy before scattering by E′i , the observed energy
E after the scattering is therefore

E =
ga(Rph, θ)E′i
Γ0(1 − β0 cos θl)

. (7)

Here, the gain ga is calculated at the photon propagation lo-
cation just before its last scattering, Rph(θ), while the Doppler
boost is calculated from the inner jet region (i.e., β = β0 is
jet velocity normalized to the speed of light in the inner jet
region, Γ0 is the corresponding Lorentz factor) and θl is the
angle between the radial direction of the electron and the ob-
server (see bottom panel of Figure 1).

Due to the multiple scatterings, these photons are delayed
with respect to a hypothetical photon emitted at the centre
(r = 0) and propagates towards the observer. To calculate this
delay, we assume that the plasma velocity (β) is independent
of the jet propagation radius (i.e., the Lorentz factor depends
only on θ, but not on r). For those photons that propagate
with the plasma at angle θ from the jet axis and last scatter
towards the observer at angle θl, this delay is given by (see
Figure 1, bottom panel),

∆tob. =
Rph(θ, ϕ; θo)
β0c

[
1 − β0 cos θl

]
. (8)

For a fluid element propagating along the jet axis and
emitting a photon in the observer’s direction, one finds
θl = θo. Similarly, for the specific case of an observer
along the jet axis, θl = θ. In general, one finds θl =(
θ2o − 2θoθ cos ϕ + θ2

)1/2
.

In the specific case of an on-axis observer (θo = 0), the
photosphere possesses azimuthal symmetry and θl = θ. In
this case, the time difference is

∆tob. =
Rph(θ)
β0c

[
1 − β0 cos θ

]
. (9)

We estimate the photospheric radius Rph(θ, ϕ; θo) as described
in Vyas & Pe’er (2024) and in appendix A for a given ob-
server’s location θo, and calculate ga[r = Rph(θ; θo, ϕ)] us-
ing Equation 3. Equations 7 and 8 allow us to estimate the
observed photon energy E as a function of observing time
t = ∆tob. − ∆tob.

0 . Here ∆tob.
0 is the observed time of the first

Figure 1. Upper panel: Geometrical representation of the spectral
lags. Positive lag is produced within θout due to the curvature effect
while negative lag is produced due to the late emission of high en-
ergy photons from the region bounded within θj − θout, where the
energy gain takes place. However, the high energy photons typi-
cally escape from the inner jet region (θ < θj) at the last scattering.
Lower panel: Geometry of the last scattering angle. θl is the angle
between the radially moving electron and the observer’s location. If
the observer is assumed at θo = 0 then θl = θ.

photon from the photosphere at its minimum Rph = Rph0. For
an on-axis observer, it is,

∆tob.
0 =

Rph0

β0c
[
1 − β0

]
. (10)

2.3.2. Positive spectral lag by low energy photons from inner jet
region θ < θ j

In the inner jet region (θ < θ j), the Lorentz factor is angle-
independent and has no shear, implying that the scattered
photons do not gain energy. The photons do lose energy due
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to the adiabatic expansion as they propagate along the ex-
panding jet.

Consider first an observer along the jet axis. The first pho-
ton received by the observer escapes close to the jet axis,
θ ≈ 0. Photons propagating at larger angles escape at later
times, as given by equation 9.

The energy of these photons is estimated identically to the
calculation that led to Equation 7, the only difference being
that photons propagating at θ < θ j do not gain but only lose
energy, therefore ga < 1 (see Equation 6 with k ≪ 1) and one
can write

E =
gaE′1

Γ0(1 − β0 cos(θl))
=

ga0E′i Rph0

Γ0β0c∆tob. (for θo = 0) (11)

where the last equality holds for an on-axis observer, and we
used Equations 7 and 9. Here ga0 = ga(Rph, θ = 0) is the
energy gain at the jet axis θ = 0.

The result of Equation 11 shows that later photons arrive
to the observer with lower energies, as E ∝ ∆tob.−1. This re-
sult can easily be understood, as later photons originate from
higher angles, hence with a lower Doppler boost relative to
an on-axis photon. All these photons are less energetic than
the initially observed photon. This is also known as “the cur-
vature effect”, leading to an observed positive spectral lag.

A similar calculation for photons originating at angles
θ > θ j (Equations 7 and 9) reveals a more complicated result,
as photons that originate from larger angles and hence are ob-
served at a longer delay, on the one hand, are observed with
lower Doppler boost hence with lower energies, but on the
other hand they gain more energy due to the longer time they
spend in the shearing region (the parameter ga in Equation
7). Overall, the energy gain dominates, and these photons
are observed at higher energies than the initially observed
photons. These energetic photons arrive later than the lower
energy photons. Thus, overall, the low energy photons arrive
early, causing the observed positive delay, while the ener-
getic photons arrive later, resulting in the observed negative
delay.

At time ∆tob. = ∆tob.
0 , where the first photon reaches the

observer, its observed energy defines the transition energy
ETr that separates positive lags and negative lags. This energy
is obtained using Equation 11 for ∆tob. = ∆tob.

0 with the help
of Equation 10,

ETr =
ga0E′i
Γ0(1 − β0)

≈ 2Γ0ga0E′i (for Γ0 >> 1). (12)

As explained above, the energetic photons having observed
energy E > ETr show negative lags due to their escape from
higher altitudes. Lower energy photons, having E < ETr are
observed at a positive lag due to the curvature effect. The

mechanism of positive and negative delays is represented in
the top panel of Figure 1.

Figure 2. Distribution of the observed photon energies E over ob-
serving time t for the observer situated along the jet axis for parame-
ters L = 1052 erg s−1, θj = 0.01 rad, p = 4 and Γ0 = 100 (top panel)
and L = 1051 erg s−1 θj = 0.03 rad and Γ0 = 50 (bottom panel). The
photons are injected with energies Ei = 10−3mec2.

3. NUMERICAL RESULTS

To validate the analytical calculations presented above,
we carried a Monte-Carlo simulation of photon propagation
below the photosphere (see details of the model in Vyas
& Pe’er 2024). We consider a cold structured jet with an
angle-dependent Lorentz factor given by Equation 1 with
Γmin = 1.2 throughout this letter. Monoenergetic photons
are injected at ri = Rph/20 evenly distributed at θ < θout with
energies E′i = 10−3 normalized to the electron’s rest mass en-
ergy. The photons propagate with the flow, and those prop-
agating within the shear layers gain energy through repeated
scattering within the shear (the region θj < θ < θout). These
photons traverse a longer path before reaching the observer
and hence are delayed.

In Figure 2 we show the numerical results for ∼ 107 pho-
tons. Each dot represents the observed energy vs. observed
time of an individual photon. The results are shown for
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Figure 3. Photon map in E − t plane for L = 1050 erg s−1, θj = 0.01
rad, Γ0 = 30, p = 4, Γmin = 1.2. The photons are launched at
rinj = Rph/20 following black body distribution with corresponding
fluid temperature T ′(ri, θ).

two sets of parameters representatives of GRBs: (a) L =
1052 erg s−1, θj = 0.01 rad and Γ0 = 100 (top panel) and
(b) L = 1051 erg s−1, θj = 0.03 rad and Γ0 = 50 (bottom
panel). The observer is assumed to be located on the jet axis
(θo = 0) and the shear parameter is p = 4.

The soft photons that escape from the photospheric radius
within the inner jet (θ < θj) escape earlier and produce a
positive spectral lag due to the curvature effect as explained
above. On the other hand, high energy photons (having en-
ergies above ETr) are delayed due to the lag induced by their
propagation inside the shear layers. This can be seen as the
more energetic photons appear later and with a more gradual
distribution increase than the lower energy ones.

Analytically estimated energy evolution of photons is plot-
ted by the black solid line (negative lag from Equations 7
and 8) and the red dashed line (positive lag following Equa-
tion 11). At t = 0, both curves coincide at E = ETr (Equation
12). Thus, the analytic approximations are validated by the
numerical simulations.

Next, we consider a more realistic scenario, in which
the jetted plasma is not cold but has a finite temperature
that evolves along the jet as described in section 2.1. For
the temperature calculation, we assume jet luminosity L =
1050 erg s−1. The inner jet angle is θj = 0.01 rad with Γ0 = 30
and the jet shear parameter is p = 4. The photons are as-
sumed to be emitted at radius rinj = Rph/20 with a thermal
distribution determined by local fluid temperature T ′(rinj, θ).
The corresponding photon map along the E−t plane is shown
in Figure 3 for an observer situated at θo = θj. The first pho-
ton is received at t → 0 with energy ETr = 102 keV. For
E > ETr, photons arrive later as energies increase produc-

10−2 10−1 100 101
Observing time t (sec)

101

102

103

104

dN
/d
t

0−20 keV
20−40 keV
40−60 keV

10−2 10−1 100 101 102
Observing time t (sec)

10−2

10−1

100

101

102

103

dN
/d
t

100−400 keV
400−700 KeV
700−1000 keV

Figure 4. Light curves for different energy channels showing posi-
tive lag in low energy range (Upper panel) and negative lag in high
energy band (Lower panel). The light curves are over-plotted with
Savitzky-Golay filter (solid lines). The vertical arrows represent the
location of the peak of the light curves. The parameters are the same
as in Figure 3.

ing a negative lag while at energies E < ETr, lower energy
photons are delayed showing a positive spectral lag.

Spectral lags are quantified by comparing the correspond-
ing light curves in different energy channels. For the same
parameters as in Figure 3, the simulated light curves for dif-
ferent energy channels, as seen by an observer situated along
θo = θj are shown in Figure 4. The light curves show a fast
rise followed by a power law decay, dNph/dt ∝ t−1 at later
times in all bands. The spectral lag is quantified by the re-
spective time lag seen between the peaks of the light curves
at different energy channels. The upper panel shows a pos-
itive lag at energies smaller than 100 keV. The peak of the
light curves denoted by black dotted curves shifts to earlier
times for increasing energies 0−20 keV (green solid), 20−40
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100 101 102 103

 E (keV)

10−1

100

101

δt
 (s

ec
) 

Figure 5. Variation of spectral lag between different energy chan-
nels for Γ0 = 30. Other parameters are the same as in Figure 4.

keV (black dashed) and 40 − 60 keV (blue dashed-dotted).
For energies above 100 keV, negative spectral lag is percep-
tible in the lower panel where the peak in the light curves
shifts to later times as energies increase, 100− 400 keV (pur-
ple solid), 400 − 700 keV (red dashed) and 700 − 1000 keV
(magenta dashed-dotted). The peaks associated with vari-
ous light curves are marked with downward pointing arrows.
They are estimated using Savitzky-Golay filter (over-plotted
solid lines).

The corresponding time delay between the energy channels
is plotted in Figure 5 for the parameters in Figure 4. The
figure shows that the lag at lower energies is positive while it
is negative at high energies. The negative lag is characterized
by the positive slope while the positive lag is shown by the
negative slope in the curve. The transition between the two
lags is at E = E0 = 100 keV. For the parameters chosen,
both the positive and negative lags reach the order of a few
seconds at low (few keV) and high energies (few MeV).

Note that E0 is the energy at which the peak of the asso-
ciated light curve has a minimum among all energy chan-
nels, while ETr is the energy of the first observed photon.
These two energies are similar for an observed located at
θ ≤ θj: from Figure 3, ETr ∼ 100 keV while from Figure 5,
E0 ≈ 100 keV. ETr is the energy at which the burst is initially
triggered and is a directly observable quantity. An analytic
form of this transition energy was calculated in Equation 12,
ETr ≈ 2Γ0ga0E′i . To proceed, we note that E′i directly cor-
responds to the gas temperature T ′ (section 2.1). Thus the
dependence of ETr on the jet parameters is obtained as,

ETr ∝ L−5/12Γ
8/3
0 . (13)

The value of ETr thus depends on the jet Lorentz factor and
the burst’s isotropic luminosity. Hence when the jet lumi-
nosity is known, this equation hands a unique tool to deter-
mine the jet Lorentz factors or compare the Lorentz factors
between various bursts.

4. CONCLUSIONS

In this letter, we have addressed the problem of spectral
lags observed during the GRB prompt phase. Positive spec-
tral lag where the soft photons lag behind the hard photons is
believed to arise from the geometrical curvature effect. How-
ever, the negative lag, so far, was lacking a clear physical
understanding.

Here we show that photon propagation within a structured
jet provides a natural mechanism for producing such negative
lags. Following our previous work on photon energy gain
in an optically thick shearing plasma inside the jet (Vyas &
Pe’er 2023), the time the photons spend in gaining energy
within the shear layers as well as their escape from higher al-
titudes altogether lead to their delay in the arrival time com-
pared to the soft photons which forms the negative spectral
lag. For the negligible shear in the plasma along the jet axis,
the conventional picture of a positive lag reappears where soft
photons are delayed over the hard photons.

Thus, combining both scenarios, the model gives a unified
picture of the origin of positive and negative spectral lags in
the GRB prompt phase. We further showed that in a typical
GRB jet with shear, both lags can appear getting a flip from
positive to negative lag at the transition energy ETr. This fea-
ture is consistent with the GRBs that show such lag transi-
tions in their prompt phase observations. The spectral lag
transition from positive to negative is observed in a fraction
of GRBs (Wei et al. 2017; Gunapati et al. 2022; Liang et al.
2023; Gupta et al. 2022). Out of 135 long GRBs with known
redshifts observed by Fermi-GBM, around a quarter of them
report this transition (Liu et al. 2022). The reported transi-
tion energy is found in the range 100 keV - 1 MeV, while the
values of energies in the negative spectral lag range between
a hundred keV to around 10 MeV. The magnitudes of the
spectral lags are reported from a fraction of a second to a few
seconds. These are in excellent agreement with the range of
values we have obtained in this letter. Thus the structured jets
provide a viable physical scenario to understand the delay of
high-energy photons.

Other than explaining the lags, the model provides a
unique tool to quantify the parameters associated with the
bursts. The transition energy at which the positive lag
switches to negative lag prominently depends upon the
Lorentz factor Γ0 as well as the luminosity L0 (Equation 13),
allowing one to constrain the jet Lorentz factor from direct
observations of the spectral lags. The range of energies dur-
ing negative delay depends upon the assumed shear strength.
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For values p ≤ 2, no shear is obtained and only positive
lag should persist in such GRB jets. For significant shear,
the magnitude of the delay is largely independent of shear
parameter p. We will continue this study, constraining the
physical characteristics of different bursts as applications of
our model.

The observed lag time may provide an independent clue on
the jet Lorentz factor. The obtained duration of the spectral
lags in this study, i.e., a few seconds, match the observations
for an inner jet Lorentz factors of around 30 (see Figure 5).
This result therefore suggests that a very high Lorentz fac-
tors (Γ0 ≥ 100) may not be likely in many long GRBs, con-
sistent with the findings of Dereli-Bégué et al. (2022). As
recently reported in the Fermi-LAT observations, photons at

even higher energies (100 MeV - 10 GeV) generally arrive at
a delay compared to the soft photons in the vast majority of
GRBs (Ackermann et al. 2013). Thus we argue that the tran-
sition from positive lag to negative lag should be a universal
feature in the GRB prompt phase, however, the energy range
obtained by us quantitatively covers only the results of Fermi
- GBM (≤ 10 MeV).
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APPENDIX

A. APPEARANCE OF PHOTOSPHERE FOR VARIOUS OBSERVERS

The jet system possesses an azimuthal symmetry with parameters being independent of ϕ. However, the photosphere seen by
an off-axis observer (θo > 0) is not axisymmetric. As described in Vyas & Pe’er (2024), the optical depth for scattering is

τ =

∫ θl

0

n′eΓrσT [1 − β cos θ̃l]
2 sin θ̃l

dθ̃l. (A1)

Here, θl is the angle between the local fluid direction and the observer’s angular location (see lower panel of Figure 1). For fluid
element at the jet axis, θ = 0, θl = θo. for θo > 0, the angle θl depends on the local fluid direction and hence it is a function of both
θ and ϕ. The surface of the photosphere r = Rph is, by definition, the surface from which the optical depth τ = 1, and is calculated
using the above equation. Hence for given jet parameters and an observer’s location θo, a unique surface of the photosphere is
obtained. The comoving electron density is n′e = L/4πmpc3βΓ2r2, thus for τ = 1, r = Rph can be expressed as,

Rph =
LσT

8πmpc3

∫ θl

0

[1 − β cos θ̃l]
βΓr sin θ̃l

dθ̃l (A2)

The obtained photosphere is shown in Figure 6 for parameters Γ0 = 50, θj = 0.1 rad, p = 2.0 and L = 1052 erg s−1 for
observer’s angular locations being angles θo = 0, 0.05 and 0.10 rad (upper left, upper right and bottom panel respectively), and
all other parameters are the same as in Figure 2. For an on-axis observer, the distribution is a single curve with Rph monotonously
increasing with polar angle θ, while for an off-axis observer, there is a range of radii for each angle, θ. This is due to the different
values of ϕ, that introduce a family of curves. The lowermost curve shows the photosphere for ϕ = ϕo = 0 while the top surface
corresponds to ϕ = π. The minimum of the photosphere for ϕ = 0 follows a variation of θ = θo while it is at θ = 0 for an on-axis
observer.
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