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ABSTRACT

Context. The interaction of microquasar jets with their environmeam produce non-thermal radiation as is the case for exaetga
outflows impacting on their surroundings. Observationddi@vces of jgimedium interactions in galactic microquasars have been
collected in the past years, although few theoretical warklieen done regarding the resulting non-thermal emission.

Aims. In this work we investigate the non-thermal emission predio the interaction between microquasar jets and their@amv
ment, and the physical conditions for its production.

Methods. We have developed an analytical model based on those sfidbeapplied to extragalactic sources. The jet is takeng@b
supersonic and mildly relativistic hydrodynamical outfléie focus on the jgshocked medium structure when being in its adiabatic
phase, and assume that it grows in a self-similar way. Weulzke the fluxes and spectra of the radiation produced vietsgiron,
Inverse Compton and relativistic Bremsstrahlung procebgelectrons accelerated in strong shocks. A hydrodyrarmiimulation is
also performed to further investigate the jet interactigtnthe environment and check the physical parameters usthe ianalytical

model.

Results. For reasonable values of the magnetic field, and using tyyabtaes for the external matter density, the non-thermaigas
could produce significant amounts of radiation dfedient wavelengths, although they do not cool mainly viaat channels but
through adiabatic losses. The physical conditions of trayéical jeymedium interaction model are consistent with those found in
the hydrodynamical simulation.

Conclusions. Microgquasar jet termination regions could be detectabtadip wavelengths for current instruments sensitive &-
cminute scales. At X-rays, the expected luminosities arderate, although the emitter is more compact than the ratko Bhe
source may be detectable by XMM-Newton or Chandra, with latt3econds of angular resolution. The radiation at ganaya-r
energies may be within the detection limits of the next gatien of satellite and ground-based instruments.
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1. Introduction galactic FRII sources (Farafic& Riley [1974), in which a va-
riety of large-scale non-thermal structures are revealeddio
Microquasars (MQ) are radio emitting X-ray binaries (REXBvavelengths. In the case of MQs, convincing evidence ofjet i
that display relativistic ejections (Mirabel & Rodrigu&899). teraction with the interstellar medium (ISM) are not numes,0
The binary system is formed by a compact object, a neutrpartially due to the relatively small number of known sowstce
star or a black hole, and a normal (non-degenerate) star. Tevertheless, hints or evidence of such interactions haea b
relativistic ejections may be transient or persistent §&005), observed, at dierent wavelengths, in SS 433 (Zealey et al.
with duty cycles of jet activity that change from source tame. [1980), 1E 1740.72942 (Mirabel et al. 1992), XTE J155664
The steady jets are formed during the so-called lttavd state (Corbel et al. 2002), Cygnus X-3 (Heindl et/al. 2003), CygKus
(Fender et al._2001), and are expected to be only mildly rela{Marti et al[ 1996; Gallo et &l. 2005), GRS 191%5 (Kaiser
tivistic (Gallo et al[ 2003). Presently, about 15 MQs arewno et al.[2004), H1743322 (Corbel et al._2005), LS +61 303
in the Milky Way (Paredess 2005), although some authors hagRaredes et al. 2007aa), and Circinus X-1 (Tudose &t al.)2006
proposed that many if not all REXBs could be MQs (e.g. Fendakithough only some theoretical work has been done regard-
2004). Thus, the real number of MQs in our galaxy could tieg the hydrodynamics of the interaction, or the resultiogn
notably higher. thermal emission (e.g. Aharonian & Atoyan 1998; Velazg&ez

MQs are considered scaled-down versions of distant quasBga 2000; Heinz & Sunyaev 2002; Bosch-Ramon et al.[2005;
since they present many of the characteristics of thesa-exfrerucho & Bosch-Ramon 2008).

galactic sources. They serve as suitable scenarios forstade- MQ ejections can transport large amounts of kinetic enengy a
ing a number of processes, such as mass accretion onto the o@mentum very far from the binary system. The age of the
pact object or jet formation and evolution, in timescalexires- source times the jet kinetic powetiyig X Qjet, Can be as high
sible in the case of quasars. In analogy with radio-loud atgas as 162 s (3x 10* yr) x 105" — 10¥ erg s* ~ 10*° - 10°* erg
which show jets impacting on the intracluster medium, ong mésee. e.g., Cygnus X-1, Gallo et al. 2005; SS 433, Zealey. et al
expect to find radiative signatures due to strong shocksen th980). Even for low radiativef@ciencies converting this energy
termination regions of MQ jets as well. Hot spots and doubl@to non-thermal emission, MQ jet termination regions coul
lobe morphologies are common features of the powerful extqagroduce significant fluxes if they were at distances of few. kpc
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It could well be that MQs were associated, via interactiothwi

their surrounding medium, to some of the extended non-takerm

radio sources detected in the Galaxy of unknown origin (e.g.

Paredes et dl. 2007b). reverse shock
In this work, we investigate whether a typical MQ fulfills the

conditions to be detectable when interacting with the surds

ing external gas. We adopt some reasonable assumptiotefor t l
MQ power and age, and the density of the ISM, as well as for the

non-thermal energy and magnetic field equipartition factn

the interaction regions. We study the case of a high-massrays

in order to see the role of a massive and hot companion. In the

case of a low-mass system, the radiation field of the companio

star and therefore the Inverse Compton (IC) contributionlaio _

be much lower. FECHICnE
This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present a
analytical interaction model to characterize the threeckbd
zones; for each region, the main properties of the non-takerm
emitters are studied, and the physical conditions and ggme
are established. In Sect. 3, we calculate the total emigsion
duced through synchrotron, relativistic Bremsstrahlwamy I1C
processes for the fierent set of parameters used in the model.
We carried out hydrodynamical simulations to study in mare d
tail the jet evolution when interacting with the ambient riusal.
These simulations allow us also to test and enforce theityatiti '2'; shocked jet ,
the assumptions of the analytical model. This is done in.Sect (=107cm) | J (reconfinement region)
The details of the hydrodynamical simulations can be found i
Appendix A. Finally, in Sect. 5 we discuss the obtained rssul

bow shock

— = binary system

giving detectability predictions atflierent energy bands. E—

. hell
2. Model description e
We use a model adapted from those applied to extragalactic 4
sources in order to investigate the interactions of MQ jdath w —_—

their environment. Falle (1991) and Kaiser & Alexander (299 2

have developed an analytical model where self-similasitysed

to characterize the evolution of the/jeedium interaction struc- Fig. 1. Scheme of the model (not to scale) representing the three
tures in radio galaxies. We have closely followed their worlgigarent zones. The central binary system is located at the cen-
with minor modifications required for the application of thga, Two jets emerge from it and extent outwards until they ar
model to the MQ context. _ effectively decelerated at a distanee 0?° cm. Jet material that

We consider twin conical jets emerging from the central seurcgses the reverse shock inflates the cocoon, which expands

in opposite directions. The ejecta begin to decelerate vhen gting work on the shocked ISM. A contact discontinuity sepa

mass of the swept up external gas becomes similar to the Magss'the cocoon and the shocked ISM, the latter being furthe
carried by the jet. Two shocks are formed at the jet tip: a &dv |imited by the bow shock.

shock (the bow shock) propagating into the ISM and a reverse

shock directed inwards into the jet material. Matter cnogshe

reverse shock inflates the cocoon, which protects the jet frop 1. The properties of the three emitting zones

disruption due to turbulent gas entrainment. Moreovercame

finement shock is also formed in the jet at the point where e focus our studies in three separated emitting zones. f&te fi
pressure equals that of the cocoon. one, the shell region, corresponds to the ISM materia! swppt
In our scenario, all the shocks are assumed to be strong. Tiethe bow shock. The second one, the cocoon region, corre-
density and pressure of the shocked material are calculsted SPonds to the material of the jet crossing the reverse sfdek.
ing the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions for a strong shock aheathird zone accounts for the shocked jet material after angsbe
front. We note that since the conditions in the shocked regjioconical reconfinement shock. A sketch of the model is shown in
evolve with time, all related physical variables will alseange Fig-[I.

with time. Therefore, the non-thermal particle populai®oal-

culated considering the time dependence of the radiatidadi

abatic losses (see Sect. 2.3). Given that all the considtimzks 2.1.1. Bow shock

are weakly relativistic, we adopt an adiabatic index="5/3. We are interested in the case when the bow shock can accel-
We assume the presence of a randomly oriented magnetic fietdte particles, and we concentrate on its adiabatic plsase (
B in the downstream regions, derived taking the magnetic eBedov_1959), which implies that the inertia of the mediumtmus
ergy density to be- 10 % (7 = 0.1) of the thermal energy den-be large enough to take a significant fraction of the energly an
sity. In each shock region, the fraction of kinetic lumingsis- momentum from the jet. Although in the extragalactic cohtex
sumed to be transferred to non-thermal particles is takdretoit is thought that the non-thermal radio emission comeslygole
1% (y = 0.01). from the shocked jet material in the cocoon, it is worth tolexgp
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the possibility to have also a contribution from the shock&d Table 1. List of the parameters which remain with a constant
material. After the interaction structures have reacheldasar- value in the analytic model

teristic length-scaléy = [jSt/pIZSMcG(Fjet - 1)*]Y4, whereQjet
is the jet powerpisy is the ISM mass densit¥e is the jet bulk

Lorentz factor and is the speed of light, the equations for the _Parameter Symbol Value

length and velocity of the bow shock at a given sourcetgge

are (see Fallé (1991), Kaiser & Alexander (1997)): Jet Lorentz factor Tet 125
Jet half opening angle v 0.1rad

I = ( Qjet )1/5 /5 ) Luminosity companion star L, 10®erg st

=L ’
Pism MQ Self-Similar parameter R 3

and Magnetic equipartition fraction n 01
Non-thermal luminosity fraction  y 0.01

W= () = @

b dt b/ = 5tmo ’

respectivelyc; ~ 1 is a dimensionless constant that depen(!'lcal the injection point and_ is the jet radius_. Giver_1 the pressure

on the adiabatic index of the jet material and the geometry G¥erted by the surrounding cocoon, the jet radius becomes ap

the bow shock. The pressure in the shell can be calculatedPi@ximately constant akon, the distance where the lateral jet
préssure becomes similar to the cocoon one. Following Kaise

Po = (3/4) pism V2. , , -
To determine the radius of the bow shock, we assume a foﬁiienxeadnjde?'r (1997), we obtain the following radius for the re

self-similar relationship between its length and widthegivby
R = lp/rp, which can change from source to source in the range
R € [2 - 3] (Leahy et al[ 1989, Kaiser et &l 2004, Perucho & 2QjetViet 3)
Marti2007). Here we use a fiducial valueRf 3 (similar to the " F + 1) (et — 1) 7c2P;

value from our simulations; see Appendix A). We assume here

a plane shock and do not enter in details concerning thesgreGiherey = 5/3 is the adiabatic index of the cocoon material and
geometry of the bow shock. Nevertheless, we need the aaeelgj,, is the jet velocity. For a recent semi-analytical treatnint
tor size in order to compute the maximum energies that pesticreconfinement shocks, sée (2008). After injection dowastre
can reach, as well as an estimation of the emitter size tagovthe shocked material still moves almost at the jet velodihe

the surface brightness of the source. In the case of the boeksh normal component of the velocity of the reconfinement shock,
both the accelerator and the emitter size are taken tolgeThe j.e., the one that sters a discontinuity, is much smaller thag.
mass density and the pressure, which has been assumedequehé jet keeps most of its thrust and remains supersonic itintil
that of the cocoon, have been taken homogeneous in the whglBraked at the reverse shock. From the reconfinement peint t
shell. Since the bow shock velocity evolves with time, thessnajet roughly keeps a constant radius. We neglect furtherllieco
density and the pressure change as well. Therefore, theatiagnmation shocks that may occur (see Apperidix A).

energy density varies also with time. Finally, the radiati@ld The size of the accelerator is taken as the width of the jet at
energy density depends &y u, = L./4 12 ¢ (whereL, is the the recollimation shockont. Once accelerated, relativistic par-

companion luminosity). ticles are approximately advected at the jet velocity, arapp
agate up to the reverse shock. The length of the emitter, as-
212 Cocoon sumed to be one-dimensional, is therefore taken te hesince

Zeont ~ Teonf/¥ < lp. The magnetic field in the reconfinement
The cocoon is filled with jet material that crosses the rexversegion is derived as in the other interaction zones. Theateai
shock. A contact discontinuity separates the cocoon and tfensity, however, gradually decays fraggs to Iy as the inverse
shell region materials. We do not consider the mixing of thge gsquare of the distance to the companion star. The density and
of both zones that could occur due to Kevin Helmholtz/and the pressure are considered to remain roughly constamttagte
Rayleigh Taylor instabilities. The cocoon pressure istiaioebe reconfinement point since the jet radius is constant beygnd
the same as that in the other side of the contact disconfiatit
any time,P.; = Pb. Given the strong compression of the ISM ga
in shell zone, the length and the width of the cocoon are tak
to be also~ I, and~ ry, respectively. For the accelerator sizeThe theory of difusive shock acceleration in the llinear regime
the reverse shock, we adopt the constant jet width afterehe for non-relativistic velocities predicts a power-law ixdsf p ~
confinement point (see below). The pressure and mass dengifyr the injected particle spectrum in strong shocks (ergr
of the material can be taken as homogeneous for the whole §983). We take this value for the non-thermal particle spect
coon to first order approximation. The homogeneity asstonptiinjected at the reconfinement, reverse and bow shock froets,
comes from the fact that the cocoon material is expected to REE) = K E-2. As noted above, the normalization constsiris
subsonic. Both pressure and mass density will depend on thRen such that 1% of the kinetic power flowing in the jets is
time evolution of the reverse shock velocity, like the magne converted into non-thermal energy in the postshock regat r
and radiation fields, in the same way as in the case of the shedlfter each shock. We remark that the radiation luminosstese
linearly with this non-thermal fraction.
The maximum energies of the relativistic particlEgqy, are cal-
culated at any source age equating the energy gain to fifee-di
The conical jet initially emerging from the central engingsh ent cooling processes. In case radiative cooling is fiettve,
an opening angl® ~ r/z ~ 0.1 rad, wherez is the distance the maximum energy is constrained by the Hillas limit (Hilla

ér? The non-thermal particle populations

2.1.3. Reconfinement region
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1984), i.e. the particle gyroradiug, equals the accelerator size Bremsstrahlung dominates at this energy range, with lusiino
We have adopted Bohmfllision © = rqc/3) and the magnetic ties up to~ 10°2 erg s. Notable diferences are found in the
field in each shocked region, to calculate the rate at whicti-pareported SEDs when varying the source agg from 10* to
cles gain energy (e.g. Protheioe 1999): 10° yr. For older sources, the interaction zones are located at
: - 2 larger distances from the companion star, its radiatiorggne
Bacce(!) ~ (3/20) [vs(t)/c]"e B(D) . (4) degsityu* decreases and the ICpcontribution gets slightlygﬁ)nwer,
Focusing hereafter on electrons, the particle energyiiigion although particle aging leads to higher emission at lower-en
is computed taking into account radiative (synchrotrotg-re gies in the shell and cocoon regions. Relativistic Brerasdting
tivistic Bremsstrahlung and IC emission; see, e.g., Bluiman in the shell zone is stronglyfiected by the source age, due to
& Gould[1970) and adiabatic losses along the lifetime of the particle accumulationfiect, giving luminosities a factor of
source. As pointed out in Blundell et al. (2000) in their stud~ 10 larger for old sources. Regarding the ambient medium den-
on extragalactic double radio sources, the spectral aditigeo Sity, higher values ohisy make the jet to be braked at shorter
non-thermal populations depends on the evolution of thesiphydistances from the central engine. The interaction regares
cal conditions in each region, in particular the expansiglosi- then under a higher radiation energy density from the compan
ties and magnetic fields for each interaction zone. At eawh,ti ion star, and the IC emission is accordingly enhanced. Tlae re
the conditions for the radiative and adiabatic losses chafige tivistic Bremsstrahlung emission in the shell zone is aigthér
non-thermal particle distribution at a given source agghas to for denser mediums, since the luminosity is proportionaht

be therefore computed summing up thfeatiently evolved con- target ion field densityy, = 4mism. Finally, we note that in our
tributions of the particles injected previously at the dhfsonts model all the non-thermal luminosities are proportion&Qjg.

all along the source lifetime until reachiigg.

For the synchrotron losses, we use the magnetic field careside . .

above for each interaction region. Relativistic Bremsstrag 3-1- Emission from the shell region

is calculated accounting for the densities in the downsirea nder the acceleration conditions in this region, the masim
regions. To compute IC losses, we consider the dominant gyergiest, ., of electrons for the dierent cases range 2—10 TeV,
diation field from the companion, an OB star with luminositeing always limited by synchrotron losses. Synchrotroisem
L. = 10® erg s*. Adiabatic lossesE (t) = [V(t) /T (D] E, are sjon is also the dominant radiative channel, peaking atetigh
computed from the size of the emitter) and the expansion frequencies for higheEmayx. The electron energy distribution has
velocity v(t). At the downstream region, after the reconfinement, energy breal€y, at which the radiative cooling timescale and
shock, there is no expansion since the jet radius keeps lougle age of the source are the safgchanges its value depend-
constant. In the case of the shell region, the expansiorigis  jng on the physical conditions: older sources render smelje
Vb, and for the cocoon, itis 3/4 v, (Landau & Lifshitz 1987).  sjnce particles have cooled via synchrotron for a longeetim
As noted above, the electron population properties, thebadic  higher densities yield loweEs,, due to smallet, and therefore
codficient, and the magnetic and radiation fields are taken hgrger B and synchrotron cooling. Larger jet powers enhances
mogeneous as a first order approximation in the bow shock @Cgs well, reducing agaify, (this discussion abou, is valid
cocoon regions. A study of the detailed spatial structurthef 55 for the other interaction regions). The energy breakds-
magnetic field, pressure and mass density at each intemaetio jfested in the synchrotron spectrum at frequencies in thgea

gion is beyond the scope of this work. For the electrons tefiec _ 1014_ 1016 Hz. Given the long synchrotron cooling timescales
at the reconfinement shock, we compute their evolution assum  ~ 104B~2E;L s (B_s = B/10* G) compared with the

ing a one-dimensional emitter, the jet, with the stellariatidn o0 o¢ te sourclze«Gi\(/)lz s, only the highest energy band of the
density decaying as 1/7°. ;

. . . . . particle spectrum has reached the steady state. The syrarhro
The list of the parameters which remain constant in our amlyluminosities reach values up to 10% erg s* (see Figs.#4 and
model are pesented in Table 1.

GivenEnaxand the evolved electron distribution in each emitting: . The Relativistic Bremsstrahlung has a strong deperelenc

. . ; L . the density, follows the energy distribution of electrcausg can
region, and accounting for the mentioned radiation mecmasi Y 9y

e reach luminosities 10°2 erg s in the 1 MeV-10 GeV range
we have computed the SEDs for each zone. This is presente@ge FigLB). The IC luminosities are well below the synatuiot
the next section. Y

ones in all the studied cases .

3. Model Results o

3.2. Emission from the cocoon
We have studied how the computed SEDs dfecéed by vary- )
ing the source agéwg, the jet kinetic powerQie;, and the ISM Electrons here can reach energies of alituk ~ 100 TeV, be-
density,nisw. In Figs.[2 tolb we show the SEDs for the sheli"d I|_m|ted by escape losses. Synchrotron emission, _agmn t
(top), cocoon (middle) and jet reconfinement (bottom) regio dominant radiative channel, extends up tg hardlx-rays ithe
The contribution of only one jet interacting with the ISM is-a C0ON, With luminosities reaching up t010** erg s* (see Fig[b)
counted. The whole set of parameter values, required for f@Pending on the fierent parameter values. As in the shell re-
different cases to obtain the particle evolution and subsequg{@: the IC luminosities are well below the synchrotronsine
emission, are presented in Table 2. Otherwise, due to the _Io_vv densn_les in the cocoon, reldidvis
Synchrotron emission from the three interaction zones és tRremsstrahlung is negligible in this zone.
channel through which the highest radiation output is ob-
tained, with bolometric luminosities that can be as high as
~ 10* erg s? for powerful sources (see Figs. 4 and 5). At~
high and very high energies, IC emission is the dominant prohe size of the accelerator (Hillas 1984) put a limito10 TeV
cess in the cocoon and reconfinement regions, reaching luan the maximum energies that electrons can acquire at the re-
nosities up to~ 10%° erg s, while for the shell zone relativistic confinement shock. An increase in both the synchrotron aad th

3. Emission from the jet reconfinement region
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Table 2. Parameter values adopted to compute the SEDs for the thriéingmaones. The target density, is only shown when
non-negligible. We show the parameter valuetyat but we remark that they smoothly vary with time. The compataof the
non-thermal particle distribution have taken this intoaott. See Section 2 for details.

Parameter Fig. 2 Fig. 3 Fig. 4 Fig. 5

Jet kinetic poweQe: (erg s™) 10%¢ 10%7

ISM densitynisy (cm3)

Source agéuvg (Yr) 10t 100 10t 100 10t 100 10 100
SHELL

Magnetic fieldB (G) 29x10° | 1.1x10° | 5.8x10° | 2.3x10° | 4.6x10° | 1.8x10° | 9.2x10° | 3.6x10°
Shock velocityv, (cm s1) 4.3x 10 1.7x 10 2.7x 10 1.0x 10 6.9x 107 2.7x 10 4.3x 10 1.7x 10
Emitter sizer (cm) 2.3x10%° 9.1x10'° 1.4x10'° 5.7x10Y° | 3.62x10% | 1.44x10%° | 2.3x10¥° 9.1x10'°
Rad. energy densi, (ergcnt®) | 5.0x10712 | 3.2x10% | 1.2x10® | 8.0x107%® | 2.0x10% | 1.3x10*? | 5.0x101% | 3.2x10°%3
Maximum energyEmax (TeV) 8.1 5.1 3.6 2.3 10.2 6.4 4.5 2.8
Target densityy, (cm™3) 0.4 0.4 4.0 4.0 0.4 0.4 4.0 4.0
COCOON

Magnetic fieldB (G) 3.8x10° 1.5x10° 7.5x10°° 3.0x10° 5.9x10° 2.4x10° 1.2x10% | 4.7x10°
Shock velocityvs (cm s%) 1.8x10%° 1.8x10° 1.8x10° 1.8x10° 1.8x10° 1.8x10° 1.8x10° 1.8x10°
Emitter sizer (cm) 6.5x10'8 2.5x10'8 4.0x10% 1.6x10'° 1.0x10'° 4.0x10 6.5x10'° 2.5x10'°
Rad. energy densi, (ergcnt®) | 7.0x10712 | 1.7x10! | 4.4x101 | 1.1x107%? | 2.8x10% | 1.7x101% | 7.0x101% | 4.4x10°%3
Maximum energyEmax (TeV) 275.5 275.5 275.5 275.5 871.2 871.2 871.23 871.2
RECONFINEMENT

Magnetic fieldB (G) 2.6x10° | 1.0x10° | 52x10° | 2.1x10° | 4.2x10° | 1.6x10° | 8.3x10° | 3.3x10°
Shock velocitygont (cm s2) 1.8x10° | 1.8x10° | 1.8x10° | 1.8x10° | 1.8x10° | 1.8x10° | 1.8x10° | 1.8x10°
Emitter sizer (cm) 1.9x10° | 7.6x101° | 1.2x10° | 4.8x10° | 3.0x101° | 1.2x10° | 1.9x10° | 7.6x10Y
Rad. energy densi, (ergcnt®) | 2.5x10° | 4.0x10° | 1.0x107 | 1.6x10%® | 6.4x10° | 1.0x10° | 2.5x10°% | 4.0x10°
Maximum energyEmax (TeV) 3.2 3.2 3.2 3.2 10.1 10.1 10.1 10.1

IC emissivities is found for denser mediums, in which cBse analytical model, so it is worthwhile checking the main phys
is larger yielding smaller.on, Which determines the magneticical quantities used to compute the non-thermal emissibe. T
and radiation field energy densities. The synchrotron lasity  pressure evolution with simulation time have been compiaed

is similar to the IC one for weak jets, whereas it is well abibve the shell and cocoon regions. We show also a fit of their evolu-
for powerful jets, where luminosities 10°2 erg s are obtained tion performed to check their values uptigy = 10° yr. From
(see Figs. 4 and 5). This is due to the stronger dependencenfinitial value of~ 2 x 10™° erg cnT3, the cocoon pressure
the synchrotron emission with the jet power. The stellaiaad smoothly reaches 8 x 10 ergcnm® att= 7 x 10" s.

tion field enhances the IC contribution when the set of paraniehe shell behaves similarly, as expected, with a final pressi
ters makezont Shorter. As in the cocoon region, the relativistic- 8 x 107! erg cnt3. These values are in reasonable agree-
Bremsstrahlung contribution is negligible. ment with those found in the analytical model, ranging betwe
(2 — 7) x 10719 erg cnT3. Concerning the mass densiti@gsy
stabilizes at~ 2 x 1072° g cnm3 andpg, ~ 4 x 1072° g cnr3

for the shell and the cocoon regions, respectively. Thekeesa

. . . are again very similar to those found in the analytical trestt.
We performed hydrodynamical simulations to further stuty L On the other hand, the geometry of the emitting structures is

interaction of MQ jets with their surroundings (see Appendirg|ateq 1o the self-similar ratig In the analytical model, we

for details). The values de, twg andnism adopted in the hy- iseR = 3. We find this value to be in accordance with the re-
drodynamical simulations are similar to those assumed én t

4. Hydrodynamical simulations vs analytical model
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Fig.2. Obtained SEDs for the shell (top), cocoon (middle) anBlig. 3. Same as in Fig. 2 but takingsy = 1 cnT3. See the
jet reconfinement (bottom) regions taking the values forj¢ihe physical parameter values in Table 2

power Qe = 10°¢ erg s~! and an external gas particle density

msm = 0.1 cnT3. Two different values for the source age are

representedyo = 10* yr (solid line) and 18 yr (dashed line). 5. Discussion

See Table 2 for details on the parameter values for eachrregio o
We have explored whether non-thermal emission can be ex-

pected from the bow shock, the cocoon and the reconfinement

regions in the interaction of MQ jets with their environment

In the extragalactic framework, non-thermal radiation ug-s
sults of the numerical simulations, which yield a value legw posed to come only from the cocoon as extended radio emis-
2.5 and 2.7. Finally, we note that in our model only a strongjon, as well as locally in the hot spots at the jet tips. Alito
shock at the reconfinement point is assumed, and no additiothee shell of shocked ambient material plays an importaetirol
shocks are considered along the jet. Otherwise, the hydeody the analytical models describing the growing of FR 1l gadexi
ical simulations show the existence of several conicallshittat (Blandford et al. 1974, Scheuer 1974), no radio emissiosus u
develop in the jet when its pressure falls to that of the sumds  ally assumed to be produced there (see, however, Rudnitk et a
ing cocoon (see Fi§._Al1). Therefore, the non-thermal eomss[1980). In our model, the bow shock velocity is still large agb
presented in Figg] 2 fd 5 for the reconfinement region, witll orto accelerate particles, so it is worth to compute the exgokect
one strong shock and an acceleratidgficeency of y = 0.01, non-thermal emission also from this region. Our resultsasho
should be taken as a rough approximation of the real sitnatio a contribution from this zone that is comparable to that ef th
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Fig. 4. Same as in Fig. 2 but takin@j; = 10°” erg s™1. See the Fig.5. Same as in Fig. 2 but takin@e: = 10°” erg s~ and
physical parameter values in Table 2 nism = 1 cnT3. See physical parameter values in Table 2

cocoon and higher than that coming from the reconfinement ¥ange 1-10 keV oF1_1gkev ~ 2 X 10713 erg s* cm2. The elec-
gion. The geometry of the interaction structures, howewakes trons emitting at X-rays by synchrotron have very short time
it difficult to disentangle the emission from the cocoon and tReales, and the emitter size cannot be significantly latggn t
bow shock region since they could appear co-spatial in theepl the accelerator itself. Although the X-rays produced inghell

of the sky. A clear relativistic Bremsstrahlung would fav@u through relativistic Bremsstrahlung are expected to beeqii
shell origin of the emission. luted, the X-rays from the cocoon would come from a relagivel
The highest radiation output within the studied set of p&amsmall region close to the reverse shock, and could be détecta
ters corresponds to the cas@e; = 10°” erg s?, two = 10° yr by XMM-Newtonand Chandraat scales of few arcseconds. In
andngy = 1 cnT3. In case the emitting source were locatethe gamma-ray domain, the flux between 100 MeV and 100
at 3 kpc, this would imply a flux density of 150 mJy at GeV isF1g0 mev<e<100 cev~ 1074 erg st cm2, while the inte-

5 GHz. The emitting size would be of a few arcminutes, singgated flux above 100 GeV Bg.1gocev ~ 1071° erg st cm2.

the electron cooling timescale is longer than the soureéiife These values are too low to be detectable by current Chevenko
and they can fill the whole cocofhell structures. Consideringtelescopes. Taking into account the rough linearity betwee
this angular extension and taking a radio telescope beaen S@Zet, Nism, tmo, ¥ andd~2 with the gamma-ray fluxes obtained,
of 10”, radio emission at a level of 1 mJy beam! could be sources with higher values of these quantities than the uses
expected. At the X-ray band, we find a bolometric flux in theere may render the MQ jet termination regions detectable by
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present Cherenkov telescopes. For the weakest jets, we, lbers defining the source and their environment, and predings
est ISM densities and youngest sources adopted in our mocis$es in which the interaction structures may or may not be de
(Qet = 10%® erg s, tug = 10* yr andnigw = 0.1 cnT3), the tectable. First of all, the energy input injected to the rmedli
fluxes are strongly suppressed. In the radio band, the specstould be high enough, and there exist strortgdénces in the
flux is F5 gHz ~ 0.1 mJy beam?; the integrated flux at X-rays jet kinetic power from source to source. In addition, it @bul

in this case iF1_10kev ~ 1071* erg st cm 2, and at gamma- be also the case that the density of the surrounding medium is
raysFioomev<E<100Gev~ 2% 107 erg st cm™2 andFe.100cev~ SO low that the shell and the cocoon get very large and their
2x10%ergstcm=. radiation too diluted to be detectable (see, for instanenH

We remark that the fluxes showed above strongly depend on[#@92). Moreover, MQ jets could get disrupted at some source
non-thermal luminosity fractiog. In the present model we useage, as it is found in FR | galaxies. If this happened withimets

a quite conservative value gf = 0.01. In the case of a sourcemuch shorter than the MQ lifetime, the probability to detact
able to accelerate particles at a highfiiceency at the interac- cocootishell structure in the MQ surroundings would be smaller
tion shock fronts, then the expected non-thermal fluxesavbal (although the detection of some other kind of structuresois n
enhanced by a factog(0.01). discarded). On the other hand, some sources may be too far, or
The non-thermal emission from the interaction regions indvi@he non-thermal fraction too small, to detect significanission
presents characteristic features that can be distingdiisloen from the interaction regions.

emission coming from the central binary system. First oftak The evolution of the pressure, mass density, the velodities
interaction structures are localized at distances up t?°cm. the Mach number predicted by the analytical model are in good
The lifetime of electrons radiating at high and very highreneagreement with those found in the hydrodynamical simuftio
gies is relatively short thus the emission region shoulddse Ifor the shell and the cocoon regions. Otherwise, these aimul
calized near the accelerator (but far away from the cenyil stions show that several conical shocks may be present witiin
tem). Regarding radio emission, synchrotron cooling times jet as a consequence of pressure adjustments with the adrrou
expected to be larger than the source lifetitpg, = 10*- 10°yr.  ing cocoon, instead of the one strong shock adopted in the ana
The cocoon and bow shock emitting regions would be expectigtical treatment. Finally, the length and width of the stures

to form a kind of radio nebula around the central system aed tim the model and those found through the numerical simulatio
flux densities at the level showed above would then come fraare also similar, with a constant rafo~ 3 in both cases, imply-

a quite extended source. ing that the physical assumptions used in the analyticalrirent
The detection of non-thermal emission from the interactigare valid to first order.

zones would be a proof thaffizient acceleration of particles upThe results of this work show that the surroundings of somesMQ
to relativistic energies is taking place far away from thetcal  could be extended non-thermal emitters from radio to gamma-
binary system. The averaged kinetic power carried awayen trays. In addition, from a comparison with observations jtize-

jets could be better constrained, eventually showing thean netic field and the particle acceleratioffieéiency in the jeiSM

be much higher than that inferred directly from observatiofi interaction regions can be constrained, giving an insighthe

the inner jet emission alone (Gallo et[al. 2D005; Héinz 2002) physics of these interaction structures. It is interestmgote
Despite we focus on the non-thermal emission from the MQ j#tat, although the adopted model is rather simple, it ajread
termination regions, thermal Bremsstrahlung emissiorulsho counts for cases when the sources should remain undetectabl
be expected from the shell. Although the shocks consider@ad cases in which radiation could be detected.

here are still adiabatic, a non-negligible fraction of tké Ki- — «<The auth Knowled by the Spanish DG of
. . . 0 H H ACKNnowleagementsl ne autnors acknowledage support by the spanis (o)
netic luminosity of up to a few % may be radiated via thefgoHe00 grant AYA2007-6803407171-C03-01, as well asigiastipport

m%—' BreTSStrahlung- For bow-shock velocities of few tim&g, e European Regional Development Fund (EFEEIDER). P.B. was sup-
10’ cm s+, the thermal emission would peak at UV-soft X-raysported by the DGI of MEC (Spain) under fellowship BES-20@34. V.B-R.
energy band that is stronglyfacted by absorption in the ISM. gratefully acknowledges support from the Alexander von Hattt Foundation.
Observations of the thermal radiation in radio and optiuaﬂrf MP acknowledges support from a postdoctoral fellowshiphef Generalitat

. . [P Valenciana(Beca Postdoctoral d’Excééncia), a Max-Planck-Institut postdoc-
the interaction structures have been used to extract irgfoom toral fellowship and by the Spanish MEC and the European FonBegional

of the shell physical conditions (e.g. Cygnus X-1, Gallo let aevelopment through grants AYA2007-67627-C03-01 and AYBZ-67752-
2005; Russell et al. 2007). C03-02.
The role of accelerated protons in the shocks deserves a few
words, since it may be relevant in some specific situationgers

the conditions in the strong shocks we are consideringjvia

tic protons may reach energies of about 100 TeV, for shelt den
sities~ 1 cnT3, the accelerated protons have lifetimes of about
10'® s. To reach the gamma-ray fluxes detectable for the present
generation of satellite borne and ground based gamma-fay in
struments above 100 GeV,~ 1073 erg cnt? s71, the energy

in non-thermal protons stored in the shell should be as high a

~ 10*8 erg at few kpc distances. For a source aggigf= 10° yr,

the required injected power in relativistic protons shobkl
about~ 3 x 10® erg s?, thus implying that moderate levels

of hadronic emission from MQ jet termination regions may be
eventually detected from powerful jets, i@e: > 10°” erg s2.

The reason why some MQs show non-thermal emission from the
jet/ISM interaction regions, whereas in other cases such emis-
sion remains undetected, is still unclear. In the contexbuof

model, we can study theffects of varying the set of parame-
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Appendix A: hydrodynamical simulations

The simulation has been performed in order to check the ph
tw,
dimensional finite-dference code based on a high-resolutiogat

ical values adopted in the analytical model. We used a

shock-capturing scheme, which solves the equations divisla
tic hydrodynamics written in conservation form. This coslan
upgrade of the code described in Marti et(al. (1997) (seadper
etal[2005). The simulation has been carried out in two doad-
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repeated several times around pressure equilibrium wittexa
ternal medium. The subsequent shocks produced by thede osci

Yafions around equilibrium are stronger than the first, ®stjgg

ome coupling to a pinching Kelvin-Helmholtz instabilifyhe
is supersonic at Injection, with Mach numbdy = 6.5 on
axis, before the first reconfinement shock. After this shtiod,
Mach number oscillates around the initial value and dee®as
with slight increases in the expansion regions, until thache
of the jet. Here, transonic and subsonic velocities regolinf

processors in the Max-Planck-Institut fur Radioastrom  the increase in temperature and decrease in velocity, dbtie
The numerical grid of the simulation is formed by 320 cellgrosses the reverse shock. The cocoon and the shell mateial
in the radial direction and 2400 cells in the axial directiora still in h|gh overpressure with respect to the ambient byahé
uniform region, with physical dimensions of 4800r;. An ex-  of the simulation, in a factor 10%. The gas that forms the co-
panded grid with 320 cells in the transversal directionn@si coon is initially fast and slightly supersonic, with veltes up to
the boundary from 46 to 500r;, whereas an extended grid ingx 10° cms* and Mach numbers up to 2, close to the head of the

the axial direction, consisting of 440 extra cells, spamsghd jet. Farther downstream, the backflow gets slower and sifson
axially from 600r; to 900r;. The enlargement of the grid is necijth velocities< 6 x 108 cmsL.

essary to ensure that the boundary conditions aficntly far
from the region of interest, and to avoid numerical reflectd
waves in the boundariegfacting our results. The conditions at
the boundaries are reflection on the jet axis and in the siggevh
the jet is injected, simulating the presence of the coujetsze-
coon, with the exception of the injection point, where inflow
conditions are used. Finally, outflow conditions in the oataal
and radial boundaries are used.

The numerical resolution in the uniform grid is thus of 8
cellgr; in the radial direction and 4 cells in the axial direc-
tion. The low resolution used is justified by the fact that we a
interested in the macroscopic features of the jet and bagkflo
but not in mixing and turbulence, allowing much less time-con
suming simulations. All the physical variables are scatethe
units of the code, which are the jet radiyshe rest-mass density
of the ambient mediumsy, and the speed of light

The jetis injected in the grid at a distance of46m from the
compact object, and its initial radius is taken torpe- 10" cm.  Fig. A.1. Pressure along the jet axis as a function of distance
The time unit of the code is thus equivalentt@x 10° s, which  from its injection point, at- 10'8 cm, as found in the hydrodi-
is derived using the radius of the jet at injection and theedpenamical simulations. Several conical shocks are preseetial
of light (ro/c). Both the jet and the ambient medium are conhe pressure balance with the surrounding cocoon: eactthiene
sidered to be formed by a non-relativistic gas with adiab@t+ jet pressure falls below that of the cocoon, a shock is formed
ponentl” = 5/3. The number density in the ambient medium ikeeping the jet radius roughly constant until it reachesréhe
mism = 0.3 cn2 and the temperature | = 100 K. The role of verse shock.
the temperature is not relevant in our context. The velaifithe
jet at injection is G6c, its number density; = 1.4 x 10°cm 3,
and temperaturd ~ 10! K (which corresponds to a sound
speed~ 0.1vie). These parameter values result in a jet power
Qet = 3x 10% erg s?. Figs.[A:4 and’AB show the velocity,
Mach number, mass density and pressure maps obtained with
the numerical simulations. The upper (lower) panels in[Kigl
show the evolution of the pressure and the mass density with
simulation time for the shell (cocoon) region. The evolotaf
the self-similar parametét reaches a value between 2.5 and 2.7
at the end of the simulations, as can be seen inFid. A.2.

At the time the simulation is stopped, after evolvia@.3 x
10* yr, the bow-shock is moving at a speed3 x 10’ cms™?,
and has reached a distane®.3 x 10*° cm. Initially, the jet ex-
pands, accelerating and cooling, due to its initial ovespuee.
When the flow becomes underpressured with respect to the am-
bient medium, a first reconfinement shock is generated ctbserig. A 2. Evolution of the self-similar paramet& = lp/r, as
the injection 2x 10'8 cm. The fluid becomes then again overy function of time. After the pronounced initial increaere-
pressured when passing through the shock and this processins between 2.5 and 2.7 for most of the simulated time.
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Fig.A.3. Mass density (top) and pressure (bottom) maps resulting frgdrodynamical simulations. The simulations were per-
formed usingQjet = 3 x 10°° erg s, tyg = 3 x 10* yr andnisy=0.3 cnt?3.
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