
ar
X

iv
:2

50
3.

04
70

0v
1 

 [
as

tr
o-

ph
.H

E
] 

 6
 M

ar
 2

02
5

Draft version March 7, 2025

Typeset using LATEX twocolumn style in AASTeX631

Inferring kilonova ejecta photospheric properties from early blackbody spectra
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ABSTRACT

We present simple analytic corrections to the standard blackbody fitting used for early kilonova emission. We

consider a spherical, relativistically expanding shell that radiates thermally at a single temperature in its own

rest frame. Due to relativistic effects, including Doppler boosting, time delay, and temperature evolution- the

observed temperature is smeared across different polar angles by approximately ∼ 10%. While the observed

spectrum remains roughly consistent with a single-temperature blackbody, neglecting relativistic effects leads

to significant systematic inaccuracies: the inferred photospheric velocity and temperature are overestimated

by up to ∼ 50% for mildly relativistic velocities. By applying our analytic corrections, these deviations are

reduced to within 10%, even in cases where the photosphere is receding and cooling is considered. Applying

our corrections to observed kilonovae (AT2017gfo and the thermal component of GRB211211A) reveals that

standard blackbody fitting overestimated the inferred velocities and temperatures by 10% − 40%.

Keywords: Ultraviolet transient sources(1854) – Gravitational wave sources(677) – Neutron stars(1108)– Rela-

tivistic fluid dynamics(1389)

1. INTRODUCTION

The detection of electromagnetic counterpart to

gravitational-wave (GW) events has opened a new win-

dow into the physics of neutron star mergers. The land-

mark observation of GW170817 and its associated kilonova,

AT2017gfo, provided crucial insights into neutron star coales-

cence, the origin of heavy elements via rapid neutron capture

(r-process), and the interaction between relativistic outflows

and their environment (e.g., Abbott et al. 2017; Kasen et al.

2017; Pian et al. 2017; Tanvir et al. 2017). Kilonovae are

poweredby the radioactive decay of freshly synthesized heavy

elements in the merger ejecta, producing a characteristic ther-

mal emission that evolves from blue to red as the ejecta ex-

pands and cools (Li & Paczyński 1998). The early-phase kilo-

nova emission carries valuable information about the fastest

ejecta components, yet its interpretation remains challenging.

The properties of this rapidly expanding material, including

its mass, velocity, composition, and heating rate, are key to

understanding mass ejection mechanisms and the synthesis

of heavy elements during and shortly after the merger (e.g.,

Metzger 2019; Kasliwal et al. 2022). However, theoretical

models for early kilonova light curves remain uncertain due

to complexities in radiative transfer, ionization balance, opac-

ities, and additional energy sources. These models rely on

numerical simulations that incorporate numerous highly un-

certain parameters, further complicating predictions.

The kilonova AT2017gfo, associated with GW170817, re-

mains the most well-characterized event to date. Early op-

tical and ultraviolet observations revealed rapidly evolving

blue emission, with initial temperatures exceeding 5000 K

and ejecta velocities reaching up to 0.32 (Arcavi et al. 2017;

Nicholl et al. 2017; Metzger 2017; Waxman et al. 2018).

Over the course of approximately a week, the emission grad-

ually transitioned to redder colors. Spectroscopic studies

have reported the identification of r-process elements such as

strontium, reinforcing the role of neutron star mergers as a

significant site of heavy element production (Watson et al.

2019; Sneppen & Watson 2023). Additionally, an anal-

ysis of the observed X-shooter spectra suggests that the

ejecta exhibited a highly spherical geometry at early times

(Sneppen et al. 2023). Early observationsof AT2017gfowere

reasonably well described by a single-temperature blackbody

spectrum (Drout et al. 2017; McCully et al. 2017; Pian et al.

2017; Shappee et al. 2017; Waxman et al. 2018). However,

Sneppen (2023) pointed out that the mildly relativistic ve-

locities of the ejecta are expected to distort the observed

spectrum, even if the emission originates from a single-

temperature thermal emission. These distortions arise from

two key relativistic effects: (i) variations in Doppler boost-

ing across different polar angles (or angular sections), de-

pending on the velocity projection along the observer’s

line of sight, and (ii) the continuous cooling of the ejecta

() ∝ C−0.5 for AT2017gfo), combined with significant time-

delay effects. The latter implies that angular sections ob-
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served at later times (closer to the front) appear cooler

than more distant angular sections, which correspond to ear-

lier phases of the evolution. Beyond GW170817, another

kilonova candidate has been proposed in association with

GRB 211211A (Troja et al. 2022). Future kilonova obser-

vations within the first 12 hours post-merger are expected

to capture bright blue emission with temperatures exceed-

ing 10, 000 K while the photosphere is still within the fast

ejecta tail, reaching velocities of 0.6-0.72 (Radice et al. 2018;

Nedora et al. 2021a,b; Fujibayashi et al. 2023; Hajela et al.

2022; Radice et al. 2022; Rosswog & Korobkin 2024). This

fast ejecta component is typically studied in the context of

its non-thermal emission, expected to emerge on timescales

of years (Nakar & Piran 2011; Kathirgamaraju et al. 2019;

Nedora et al. 2023; Sadeh et al. 2023, 2024; Sadeh 2024).

However, detecting such early-phase emission poses signif-

icant observational challenges, requiring prompt follow-up

with wide-field, high-cadence surveys. ULTRASAT, with

its high sensitivity in the ultraviolet (UV) and wide-field

coverage, is uniquely suited to overcome these limitations

(Sagiv et al. 2014; Shvartzvald et al. 2024).

In this work, we build upon these insights to develop a

framework for inferring photospheric properties from the

early blackbody spectrum emitted by a relativistic spherical

shell. Our goal is to improve our understanding of neutron

star merger dynamics and the associated nucleosynthesis. In

this analysis, we neglect frequency-dependent opacity effects

and assume that all photons originate from the same local

temperature and radius. This assumption is valid as long as

the observed emission spectrum is well-described by a single-

temperatureblackbody. We examine how the temperature and

velocity shape the observed thermal emission during the first

hours to days post-merger, and show that the intrinsic photo-

spheric temperature can be reliably estimated. This provides

a critical diagnostic for the ejecta’s physical conditions, the

heating processes at play, and the validity of local thermo-

dynamic equilibrium. Our findings offer a direct pathway to

constraining the merger’s early emission properties and im-

proving models of kilonova light curves. The structure of

this paper is as follows: In § 2, we present our theoretical

framework and detailed calculation of the observed spectrum

across a range of velocities and temperatures. § 3 introduces

a simplified analytic approach for inferring the photospheric

velocity and temperature from observed spectra. In § 4, we

apply this method to refine constraints on the ejecta pho-

tospheric velocity and temperature from previous kilonovae

observations. Finally, in § 5, we summarize our findings and

discuss their implications.

2. BLACKBODY EMISSION OF A RELATIVISTIC

SPHERICAL SHELL

Sneppen (2023) investigated the observed spectrum of an

expanding relativistic spherical shell emitting thermal radia-

tion, specifically analyzing deviations from a pure blackbody

spectrum. For mildly relativistic velocities, these deviations

are on the order of a few percent, making them difficult to

distinguish from other effects, such as wavelength-dependent

photospheric variations or significant absorption features, es-

pecially when the spectrum is inferred from photometry. In

this work, we focus on inferring velocity and temperature from

the observed blackbody spectrum, rather than characterizing

deviations from it.

2.1. Semi-analytic calculation

We will follow Sneppen (2023) notation with some addi-

tions, see Fig. 1 for a schematic illustration:

• The photosphere surface is defined with its radial, 'ph,

azimuthal, q, and polar, \, coordinates. We also use

` ≡ cos(\).

• Vph(C) = V0

(

C
C0

)−:

, W(C) are the ejecta velocity (in

units of 2) and Lorentz factor at the photosphere, also

denoted as Vph, Wph. C is the time in the lab frame, C0
and V0 are arbitrary initial time and velocity.

• )ph = )0

(

C
C0

)−U

it the ejecta rest frame temperature at

the photosphere while )obs = X�)emitted is the Doppler

shifted temperature (The Doppler correction to a Planck

spectrum is obtained by simply shifting the temperature

with the Doppler factor) at the observer frame, where

X� ≡ 1
Wph (1−Vph`)

. )0 is an arbitrary initial temperature.

• The observed time Cobs of a photon that was emitted

from 'ph =

∫ C

0
Vph23C

′, and from a polar angle \, is

Cobs = C −
'ph`

2
.

The emitted luminosity per unit frequency is given by

!a = 4c�2
!

∫

Ωobs

�a cos \obs3Ωobs, (1)

where �a is the specific intensity, Ωobs is the observer solid

angle, \obs is observer polar angle, and �! is the luminosity

distance to the emitting object. Sneppen (2023) showed this

can be written as

!a = 8c2

∫

�a ()obs (C(Cobs, `), `))
(

'ph(C(Cobs, `))
)2
`3`,

(2)

considering cylindrical symmetry, where �a is simply the

Planck function. This integral can be calculated numerically

for various values of V0, :, )0, U. In all of the calculations,

we use C0 ≪ 6 hours.
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Figure 1. Schematic illustration of the different contributions from

different angular sections ("rings") to the observed spectrum. For

the same observation time, Cobs, each angular section emits radiation

in different lab time, C, contributing angular section is boosted with

different X� , different ring radius, and, in case of cooling, different

emitting temperature

An important clarification should be made regarding the

integral limits: (i) The lower limit corresponds to emission

along the observation axis, given by ` = 1 (i.e., \ = 0). (ii)

The upper limit is determined by the largest polar angle, \,

from which radiation can escape without being absorbed by

the optically thick material at ' < 'ph. This upper bound

is obtained by calculating the maximum perpendicular dis-

tance from the line of sight, given by 'ph(C(Cobs, `)) sin \.

Numerically, this can be computed by

m`

(

'ph(C(Cobs , `))

√

1 − `2

)

= 0. (3)

In the case of constant velocity, 'ph(C(Cobs, `)) =
Vph2Cobs

1−Vph`
,

yielding the following

m`

(
√

1 − `2

1 − Vph`

)

= 0, (4)

which provides ` = Vph. This was shown in a slightly different

approach in Sadun & Sadun (1991).

2.2. Angular distribution

The observed spectrum is the sum of contributions from

different angular sections, each corresponding to a distinct

polar angle (see Fig. 1 for a schematic illustration). For a fixed

observation time, Cobs, radiation from each angular section is

emitted at a different lab-frame time, C. Each contributing

angular section experiences a different Doppler boost factor,

X�, a different projected ring radius, and, in the presence of

cooling, a different emitting temperature.

In Fig. 2, we decompose the observed spectrum into its

angular components for both a constant velocity and temper-

ature scenario (: = 0, U = 0) and a receding photosphere

with cooling (: > 0, U > 0). In both cases, we find that

the observed temperature closely matches the temperature of

the angular component with the largest peak emission (i.e.,

the maximum value of !a), while contributions from nearby

angular sections introduce minor smearing in opposite direc-

tions. The temperature spread among the dominant angular

components is relatively narrow, approximately10%, and this

result remains consistent across various parameter sets. Since

emission from a specific angle originates from a single mo-

ment in time, each angle is associated with a well-defined

velocity. Although Sneppen (2023) demonstrated that tem-

perature variations across different polar angles can reach up

to 40%, in practice, the combined effects of geometric ring

area and absorption at large angles reduce this variation to

about 10%. An important point to emphasize is that across a

wide range of parameters {:, U}, the observed spectrum from

a mildly relativistic spherical shell remains consistent with a

simple blackbody spectrum, even in the absence of cooling

(see §3).

3. INFERENCE OF THE PHOTOSPHERE

PARAMETERS

Regardless of whether cooling or a receding photosphere

is considered, the temperature spread among the contributing

angular sections remains approximately 10%. Consequently,

at a given observation time, the observed spectrum from an

expanding, relativistic, spherical shell can be well approxi-

mated by emission from a single angular section with a single

velocity and temperature- specifically, the section with the

largest peak emission. This insight allows us to derive an

analytic prescription for determining the velocity and tem-

perature of the emitting material.

3.1. Velocity

For a constant velocity, Eq. (2) simplifies to (Sneppen

2023):

!a = 8c2(Vph2Cobs)
2

∫ 1

V

�a ()obs (C(Cobs , `), `))

(

1

1 − Vph`

)2

`3`.

(5)

Sneppen (2023) found that for mildly relativistic velocities,

deviations from a simple blackbody fit, in this case, are only

a few percent. As a result, Eq. (5) can be approximated as:

!a ≈ 8c2(Vph2Cobs)
2�a ()fit)

∫ 1

V

(

1

1 − Vph`

)2

`3`,

≡ 4c2( 5V (Vph) × Vph2Cobs)
2�a ()fit),

(6)

where )fit is a fitted temperature, Vfit ≡ 5V (Vph) × Vph, and

5V (V) is defined as:

5V (V) ≡

√

2

V2

(

ln(1 − V) − ln
(

1 − V2
)

+
V

(1 − V2)

)

. (7)

In the limit V → 0, 5V (V) → 1, and Eq. (6) reduces to the

standard non-relativistic blackbody emission from a sphere.
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(a) (b)

Figure 2. In red: The observed spectrum (with its peak emission) from a mildly relativistic spherical shell emitting thermally with the following

parameters {V0 = 0.5, )0 = 104K}(left panel, constant velocity and temperature)/{: = 0.3, U = 0.5}(right panel). In light blue to magenta: the

decomposition of the spectrum to the contribution from different angular sections. In black: the peak emission from each angular section.
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Figure 3. The relativistic corrections to the velocity, 5V , and tem-

perature, 5) , obtained from simple blackbody spectrum fitting. Typ-

ically, for mildly relativistic velocities, there is a ∼ 50% correction

to the velocity and temperature, compared to the non-relativistic

treatment.

For mildly relativistic velocities, however, there is typically

a ∼ 50% correction to the velocity compared to the non-

relativistic treatment (see Fig. 3).

In Fig. 4, we fit Eq. (6), adjusting both temperature and

normalization to the full calculation from Eq. (2) across var-

ious parameter sets, {V0, :, )0, U}. We find that the observed

spectrum is well described by a single blackbody, regardless

of whether the velocity and temperature are constant or de-

celerating, as long as the velocity remains below V < 0.8.

Furthermore, the inferred velocity, Vph, closely matches the

actual velocity used in the calculations (see Tables 1,2).

3.2. Temperature

In the previous subsection, we demonstrated that within the

expected parameter space, a simple single-velocity fit to the

observed blackbody spectrum provides estimates for )fit and

Vph. However, since the Doppler boost, X� ≡ 1
Wph (1−Vph`)

,

is angle-dependent, we must select a specific angle to re-

late )fit to the actual rest-frame temperature of the emitting

plasma, )ph. In Fig. 2, we show that the angular section

with the largest peak luminosity has the same temperature as

the entire spectrum. The peak luminosity is obtained at a

frequency of ℎapeak = 2.82:�) (Rybicki & Lightman 1979),

and is proportional to:

�a=apeak
∝

a3
peak

4
ℎapeak
:�) − 1

=

a3
peak

42.82 − 1
. (8)

The spectral contribution from different angular sections at

the peak is given by:

3!a=apeak

3\
= 8c2(V2Cobs)

2�a=apeak
()fit)

(

1

1 − V`

)2

`

√

1 − `2,

∝

(

:�)

W(1 − V`)

)3 (

1

1 − V`

)2

`

√

1 − `2.

(9)

where the
√

1 − `2 factor arises from the Jacobian. As shown

in Fig. 2, the best-fit temperature corresponds to the angular

section that maximizes this expression:

−3V`3
max − 2`2

max + 4V`max + 1

(−V`max + 1)6
√

−`2
max + 1

= 0. (10)

This equation can be solved numerically to obtain `max (V).

The relation between the fitted temperature and the actual
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Figure 4. Comparison of the full calculation of Eq. (2) (solid lines) with the best-fit blackbody spectrum using Eq. (6) (dashed lines) for various

parameter sets {V0, :, )0, U} (left panel- constant velocity and temperature, right panel- decelerating velocities and temperatures). The fitting

procedure adjusts both the temperature and normalization. The observed spectrum is well described by a single blackbody for both decelerating

and constant velocity and temperature scenarios. The inferred velocity, Vph, closely matches the actual velocity from the calculations (Table 1).

photospheric temperature in the ejecta rest frame is then:

)fit =

)ph

√

1 − V2
ph

(1 − Vph`max)
≡ 5) (Vph) × )ph . (11)

For V → 0, 5) (V) → 1, ensuring that the fitted temperature

converges to the actual temperature of the emitting matter

at the photosphere in the non-relativistic limit. However,

for mildly relativistic velocities, a ∼ 50% correction to the

temperature is required compared to the non-relativistic case

(see Fig. 3). To approximate 5) (V) within 1% accuracy for

V < 0.8, we use a fourth-degree polynomial:

5) (V) ≈ 1.01 + 0.35V + 3.32V2 − 6.64V3 + 6.56V4. (12)

In conclusion, to properly fit and infer the velocity and tem-

perature of a mildly relativistic, expanding spherical shell,

the observed spectrum should be fitted using the following

functional form:

!a ≈ 4c2( 5V (Vph) × Vph2Cobs)
2�a ( 5) (Vph) ×)ph). (13)

3.3. Parameters inference accuracy

We verify the accuracy of our simple analytic corrections

both for constant velocities and temperatures (:, U = 0)

and for varying ones (:, U > 0) representative of val-

ues expected in kilonovae, constrained by the early tem-

perature and velocity inferred from AT2017gfo (the in-

ferred velocity and temperature at ∼ 1day are ∼ 0.25c and

∼ 6500K, accordingly, along with : = 0.4 and U = 0.55,

Waxman et al. 2018). The typical maximal velocity of

the ejected matter in binary neutron star mergers simula-

tion is V ≈ 0.8 (Radice et al. 2018; Nedora et al. 2021a,b;

Cases {V0, )0} Inferred values

{0.3, 104K} {0.3, 9.6 × 103K}

{0.4, 104K} {0.4, 9.5 × 103K}

{0.5, 104K} {0.5, 9.3 × 103K}

{0.6, 104K} {0.6, 9.1 × 103K}

{0.7, 104K} {0.7, 8.9 × 103K}

Table 1. Inferred values, constant velocity and temperature

Fujibayashi et al. 2023; Hajela et al. 2022; Radice et al. 2022;

Rosswog & Korobkin 2024). Additionally, with ULTRASAT

(Sagiv et al. 2014; Shvartzvald et al. 2024), we expect to ob-

tain kilonova UV signal on a time scale of ∼hours. Thus, for

varying velocity and temperature (: > 0, U > 0), we obtain

few discrete values of V8
ph

and ) 8
emitted

in few observed times,

C8
obs

≥ 6hours. Then, by considering a vector of lab times

C8 =
C 8
obs

1−V8

ph
`8

max
we fit the following functional form

V8ph = V0

(

C8

C0

)−:

, ) 8
emitted = )0

(

C8

C0

)−U

, (14)

to fit :, U. We find that the inferred parameters are accurate

to a level of < 10%, see Tables 1 and 2.

4. OBSERVED KILONOVAE

We fit our analytic formula (Eq. (13)) to the early ob-

servations of AT2017gfo (Arcavi et al. 2017; Nicholl et al.

2017; Waxman et al. 2018) and to the thermal emission as-

sociated with GRB 211211A (Troja et al. 2022). An impor-

tant note should be made regarding GRB 211211A: while a

thermal component has been identified, it is also consistent
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Cases {:, U} Inferred values

{0.1, 0.3} {0.1, 0.28}

{0.2, 0.35} {0.2, 0.31}

{0.25, 0.4} {0.24, 0.36}

{0.3, 0.45} {0.29, 0.4}

{0.35, 0.5} {0.34, 0.45}

{0.4, 0.55} {0.37, 0.5}

Table 2. Inferred values, varying velocity and temperature

Observed time Previous fit (Vfit, )fit) New fit (Vph, )ph)

0.5 days 0.29, 10.3 × 103K 0.24, 8.4 × 103K

0.6 days 0.23, 10.8 × 103K 0.2, 9.2 × 103K

0.8 days 0.29, 7.1 × 103K 0.25, 5.8 × 103K

1 days 0.26, 6.4 × 103K 0.22, 5.3 × 103K

1.2 days 0.24, 5.7 × 103K 0.21, 4.8 × 103K

1.5 days 0.23, 5 × 103K 0.2, 4.2 × 103K

Table 3. AT2017gfo

Observed time Previous fit (Vfit, )fit) New fit (Vph, )ph)

5 hours 0.52, 16 × 103K 0.39, 11.3 × 103K

10 hours 0.74, 8 × 103K 0.51, 5 × 103K

1.4 days 0.25, 4.9 × 103K 0.22, 4.1 × 103K

Table 4. The thermal component associated with GRB211211A

with thermal emission from dust heated by UV and soft X-

ray radiation. This radiation could have been produced by

the interaction of the GRB jet plasma with the circumstellar

medium (Waxman et al. 2023).

GW170817: AT2017gfo was found to be consistent with a

blackbody spectrum during the first few days of observations

(in both photometry and spectroscopy, Arcavi et al. 2017;

Nicholl et al. 2017; Waxman et al. 2018; Sneppen 2023). In

Table 3, we present the corrections to the inferred veloci-

ties and temperatures. These corrections are of the order of

10% − 20% since V < 0.3.

GRB 211211A: Troja et al. (2022) fitted a blackbody spec-

trum to the observed emission at three different time epochs

and found mildly relativistic velocities. In Table 4, we present

the corrections to the inferred velocities and temperatures. As

expected, the early-time correction is on the order of ∼ 30%.

5. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have developed an analytic framework

for inferring the photospheric velocity and temperature of

relativistically expanding spherical ejecta from its observed

blackbody spectrum. Our approach accounts for relativistic

effects such as Doppler boosting and time delays, along with

variations in temperature and velocity, which, if not prop-

erly considered, can introduce systematic deviations in the

inferred parameters. Despite the relativistic nature of the ex-

panding shell, we have shown that the observed spectrum re-

mains well approximated by a single-temperature blackbody.

The effective temperature inferred from standard blackbody

fitting closely matches the temperature of the angular sec-

tion with the highest peak emission, with a typical spread of

∼ 10% in temperature, ensuring that the observed spectrum

does not significantly deviate from a pure blackbody. By in-

troducing correction factors, 5V (V) and 5) (V) (Fig. 3), we

provide a method to systematically adjust the fitted velocity

and temperature, significantly improving their accuracy for

mildly relativistic ejecta.

Applying our method to observationsof AT2017gfo and the

thermal component of GRB 211211A, we found that standard

blackbody fitting overestimates the velocity and temperature

by 10% − 40%, depending on the relativistic expansion ve-

locity. Finally, additional observational constraints, such as

spectral line identification, could further refine the velocity

estimates of the ejecta. Combined with the analysis presented

in this paper, this approach provides a useful method for test-

ing the sphericity of the ejecta.
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