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ABSTRACT

We study the dynamicficiency of conversion of kinetic-to-thernmiadagnetic energy of in-
ternal shocks in relativistic magnetized outflows. We madernal shocks as being caused
by collisions of shells of plasma with the same energy flux amn-zero relative velocity.
The contact surface, where the interaction between thésshkes place, can break up either
into two oppositely moving shocks (in the frame where thetaoinsurface is at rest), or into
a reverse shock and a forward rarefaction. We find that foreraidly magnetized shocks
(magnetizatiorr ~ 0.1), the dynamic fficiency in a single two-shell interaction can be as
large as 40%. Thus, the dynamitieiency of moderately magnetized shocks is larger than in
the corresponding unmagnetized two-shell interactiothdfslower shell propagates with a
suficiently large velocity, theféiciency is only weakly dependent on its Lorentz factor. Con-
sequently, the dynamidieciency of shell interactions in the magnetized flow of blazand
gamma-ray bursts islectively the same. These results are quantitatively ratidependent
on the equation of state of the plasma. The radiatifieiency of the process is expected to
be a fractionf, < 1 of the estimated dynamic one, the exact valud;alepending on the
particularities of the emission processes which radiateyative thermal or magnetic energy

of the shocked states.

Key words: Hydrodynamics — (magnetohydrodynamics) MHD — Shock wavgamma-
rays: bursts — galaxies: BL Lacertae objects: general

1 INTRODUCTION

Internal shocks| (Rees & Meszdros 11994) are invoked to axplai
the variability of blazars (see e.q.. Spada et al. 2001; letineit al.

M) and the light curves of the prompt phase of gamma-ray

bursts (GRBs)| (Sari & Piran 1995, 1997; Daigne & Mochkovitch

) A possible problem in this model is the question waieth
this mechanism isfécient enough to explain the relation between

dia is challengingl (Rees & Gunn 1974; Kennel & Coroniti 1984)
Therefore, to account for the observed phenomenology ieés n

essary to address houtieient the process of internal collisions in
arbitrarily magnetized flows is. This question has beenyaadn-

sidered by a few recent works (e.lg.. Fan ét al. 2004; Mimical et

2007).

The base to study thefficiency of internal collisions is the

the observed energies both in the prompt GRB phase and in thedetermination of the dynamidieciency of a single binary collision,

afterglow (see e.g.. Kobayashi etlal. 1997 (KPSP7). Belotioy
2000, Kobayashi & Sari 200

i.e., the diciency of converting the kinetic energy of the colliding

D. Fan & Pilfan 2006). To asses Ehe ef fluid into thermal angr magnetic energy. Note that the radiative

ficiency of the internal shock model, most of the previousksor
focus on the comparison between the observed light cunathen
model predictions employing a simple inelastic collisidntwo-

efficiency (i.e., the fiiciency of converting the kinetic energy of the
flow into radiation) is expected to be somewhat smaller. Adiog

to, e.g., Panaitescu etlal. (1999) and Kumar (1999), it canshe

point masses (KPS97: Lazzati et al. 1999; Nakar & Plran [2002; low asfr ~ 0.1. As we shall show in this paper, binary collisions

[Tanihata et al. 2003; Zhang & Mészatos 2004). Less atieritas

been paid to the hydrodynamiffects during the shell collision (but
sed Kobayashi & Sari 2000; Kino et Al. 2004; Mimica ét al. 2004
20051 Bosnjak et al. 2009).

in relativistic, magnetized flows can be affiéent enough way to
dissipate a major fraction of the bulk kinetic energy of atielstic
ejecta. Therefore, it will depend on théieiency of the particular
radiation mechanism, that produces the observed emisséonon

The ejecta in GRBs and blazars may be rather magnetized, the factorf;), that the model of internal shocks beieient enough

particularly if they are originated as a Poynting-flux-doated
flow (e.g.,2) Forming shocks in highly magnetized me

* E-mail: Petar.Mimica@uv.es

to explain the observations (particularly, the distribotof energies
between the prompt GRB phase and the afterglow phase).

We model internal shocks as shells of plasma with the same
energy flux and a non-zero relative velocity. The contactaser,
where the interaction between the shells takes place, eak lup
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either into two oppositely moving shocks (in the frame whibie
contact surface is at rest), or into a reverse shock and afdrar-
efaction. The determination of whether one or the otheripitss
ity occurs is computed by estimating the invariant relatigtocity
between the fastest and the slowest shell, i.e., by solViagRie-
mann problem posed by the piecewise uniform states givehéy t
physical quantities on the two interacting shells (Se@prin Sec-
tion[3 we define precisely the notion of dynamiigency, both for
shocks and rarefactions. We perform a parametric studyeobith
nary shell collision dynamicfciency in Sectiofil4. The discussion
and conclusions are listed in Sect[dn 5. Finally, we haverad
our analysis on the dynamidfiency of internal shocks in mag-
netized, relativistic plasma to consider more realisticatippns of
state in the Appendix.

2 RELATIVISTIC MAGNETOHYDRODYNAMIC
RIEMANN PROBLEM

We model the interaction between parts of the outflow witlyivey
properties by considering Riemann problems, i.e. rektivimag-
netohydrodynamic initial-value problems with two constsiates
separated by a discontinuity in planar symmetry. We not, we
could use a more sophisticated approach consisting onrperfg
numerical relativistic magnetohydrodynamic (RMHD) siatidns
of the interaction of parts of the outflow withferent velocities.
However, such an approach demands huge computationatcesou
(even performing one dimensional simulations using thesseade
as in(Mimica et all_2009), and we are interested in samplimg ve
finely a large parameter space with our models. Apart frosrthi
merical reason, it is in order to point out that, by the in&shock
phase, the lateral expansion of the flow is very small, sinedlow

is probably cold and ultrarelativistic. Thus, a descriptaf the in-
teractions assuming planar symmetryiimes to compute the dy-
namic éficiency of such interactions (rather than a more complex
spherically symmetric approach).

In the following we use subscripts and R to denote prop-
erties of the (faster) left and (slower) right state, resipely. To
avoid repeated writing of a factorrdand the speed of light, we
normalize the rest-mass densityo pr, the energy density torc?
and the magnetic field strengthdq/4rpg.

2.1 Initial states of the Riemann problem

For the initial thermal pressure of both states we assunteittha
is small fraction of the densityp. = ypL and pr = y. We as-
sume magnetic fields perpendicular to the direction of the flo
propagation. The remaining parameters determining the RMH
Riemann problem are: the density contrast the Lorentz fac-
tor of the right statel'r, the relative Lorentz factor fierence
Ag := (I'L —T'r)/T'r, and the magnetizations of left and right states,
oL = BZ/(TA(1 + Ag)?p.) andog = B3/, whereB, and Bg
are the lab frame magnetic field strengths of left and rightest
respectively. Furthermore, we define the total (thermiadagnetic)
pressure

2 op

=Pt =Pt (1)
the total specific enthalpy
h*:=1+e+p/p+o0o, (2

and

e :=p(1+e)+"—2p. 3)
wheree denotes the specific internal energy and is dependant on
the equation of state used (see Sedfioh 3.1).

The general solution of a RMHD Riemann problem was found
by |Giacomazzo & Rezzolla (2006), and recently used in RMHD
numerical codes by e.q.. van der Holst €tlal. (2008). Howéiee
we deal with a degenerate RMHD configuration, which solution
was first found by Romero etlal. (2005). The typical structoire
the flow after the break up of the initial discontinuity castsiof
two initial states, and two intermediate states separatedcontact
discontinuity (CD). The total pressure and velocity aresame on
both sides of the CD. The quantity/p is uniform everywhere, ex-
cept across the CD, where it can have a jump. We denote tHe tota
pressure of intermediate statps, and rest-mass density left and
right of the CD ags andpsg. In the context of internal shocks, if
the flow is ultrarelativistic in the direction of propagatiche ve-
locity components perpendicular to the flow propagatioruhbe
negligibly small and, hence, they are set up to zero in oureflod

2.2 Conditions for the existence of a two-shock solution

One of the key steps in solving a Riemann problem is to detemi
under which conditions internal shocks can form. Stateached
behind the shock front are related by the Lichnerowicz aatiab
(2005)
hi  h

h*2_ h*2_(_b__a) ) =0. 4
(hy)* = (hy) o P (P; — P2) 4)
Following|Rezzolla & Zanotti (2001), we study the relativelac-
ity between the states ahead (a) and behind (b) the shodk(&ibn
velocities are measured in the rest frame of the shock, ddeat
modynamic properties are measured in the fluid rest frame),

Va—Vp
1-vaw

(P — P2)(e, — &)
(& +pp)es +po)

In our case states ahead of the shock are the initial (L, R)
states, while states behind the shock are the intermediatiess
Sincevy, is Lorentz-invariant, we can measure the velocity ahead
of the left-propagatingréversg shock (RS) in the frame in which
the CD is at rest,

B \/(p;—pt)(egL(pg)—ez)
T\ (e + p)(es () + P

Likewise, the velocity ahead of the right-goinfprivard) shock
(FS) measured in the CD frame is

o [(ps—pr)(ese(pe) - &)
"7\ (e P (EsR(PY) + PR)

wheree;, andegg are the energy densities of the states to the left
and to the right of the CD, respectively. The rest-mass tiespkr
andpr can be obtained fronill4) anidl (2).

Since both FS and RS only existff > p; andpg > py,
respectively, with decreasing; either the FS will disappear first
(for ps = pg > pi, givingv; = 0) or the RS will disappear first (for
p; = p; > pg giving v = 0). Using equationg{6) anl(7) and the

®)

Vap -

(6)

@)

1 If such velocities were significant, appreciable changeshi Rie-
mann structure may result as pointed out_in_Aloy & Rez or
Aloy & Mimical (2008).



invariance of the relative velocity between the left andhtrigtates,
Vir := (v —v)/(1 - vv), we can determine the minimum relative
velocity for which a two-shock solution is possible

(P — Pr)(EsR(PL) — €R)
(e5R(PLx) + PRI(ER + P)
(P: — Pp)(8s, (PR) — €)
(e5.(PR) + P(E] + PR)
Generally, the quantityv().s can be only determined numer-

ically. If (vir) < (Vr)2s, @ single shock and a rarefaction emerge
from the initial discontinuity. It is even possible thattiead of two

shocks two rarefactions form (see, Rezzolla & Zanotti 2001)

if pp = ps > Pg

®)

(Vir)2s =

if pL < Pk = Ps

3 ENERGY DISSIPATION EFFICIENCY OF INTERNAL
SHOCKS

Internal shocks in relativistic outflows are invoked as nratkdy
efficient means of conversion of the kinetic energy of the flow int
radiation. In this section we present our model for inhonmege!s,
ultrarelativistic outflows and provide an operative defomitfor the
efficiency of conversion of the initial energy of the outflow into
thermal and magnetic energy produced by internal shocksadAe
sume that a fraction of this thermal and magnetic energy lvall
radiated away.

3.1 Outflow model

To study internal shocks we idealize interactions of pdrte@out-
flow moving with diferent velocities as collisions of homogeneous
shells. In our model the faster (left) shell catches up withglower
(right) one yielding, in some cases, a pair of shocks projraga
in opposite directions (as seen from the CD frame). In order t
cover a wide range of possible flow Lorentz factors and shati-m
netizations, we assume that initially, the flux of energyha tab
frame is uniform and the same in both sifIEhe energy flux for

a shell with rest-mass densjtyratio of thermal pressure to density
¥, magnetizatioro- and Lorentz factol” is (e.g.,l.
2005).

F. ::p[F2(1+e+X+0')—l"] Vi-r-2. 9)

Using the notation introduced in Sectibn12.1 and assumieg th
equality of F, in both shells we find that the density contrast
between left and right shells is

(1+Ag)‘2[l+e+)(+o-R—l";l1] A1-TR?
[1+€+x+ 0 —TRH1+AQIY| J1-T2(1+Ag)2

Consideringo, or, I'r and Ag as parameters, we can uge](10)
to compute the rest of the variables needed to set-up thedRiem
problem. We then compute the break up of the initial discurity
between both shells using the exact Riemann solver deetlope
IRomero et al. (2005).

In the following we use a polytropic equation of state with an
adiabatic indexy = 4/3:

oL = . (10)

2 |n [Mimica et al. ) we use a similar model to compare gftev
ejecta shells with diierent levels of magnetization, with a slightférence
that in that study, instead of having the same flux of energyhe ejecta
shells were assumed to contain the same total energy.
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_P
-1Dp
As we show in the Appendix, the Riemann solvel of Romerolet al.
) has been suitably modified to include a more reaksti@-
tion of state. However, we find no qualitativeférences between
the results using a polytropic EoS (with eithee4/3 ory = 5/3)
andy-variable EoS. Furthermore, the quantitativ€eatiences are
very small in terms of dynamicfigciency.

€ .=

(11)

3.2 Hficiency of energy dissipation by a shock

To model the dynamicféciency of energy dissipation we follow
the approach described|in Mimica et @007), suitably ifextl

to account for the fact that in the present work, there canrosit-
uations where either the FS or the RS do not exist (see SECHIN
By using the exact solver we determine the existence of shac#
(in case one or two shocks exist) obtain the hydrodynamie sta
of the shocked fluid. We use subscri@sL and S,R to denote
shocked portions of left and right shells, respectivelytha fol-
lowing we treat the &iciency of each shock separately.

3.2.1 Reverse shock

To compute the ficiency we need to compare the energy content
of the initial (unshocked) faster shell with that of the skext shell

at the moment when RS has crossed the initial shell. Assuaring
initial shell width Ax, we define total initial kinetic, thermal and
magnetic energy (see also equations (A.1) - (A.Me

2007)

Ex([,p,AX) = TI( - 21)pAx
o 2 _
ET(Fapv vaX) = [(p8 + p)r p]AX . (12)
1
Eu(,p,0,AX) = (F2 - E)pO‘AX

When the RS crosses the whole initial shell, the length ottime-
pressed shell (i.e., the fluid between the RS and the CQ)AS,
where

_ Vep — Vs

H=—x<1
VL — VsL

andvcp andvs, are velocities (in the lab frame) of the contact
discontinuity and the RS, both obtained from the solverhalit
loss of generality, we can normalize the initial shell widththat
Ax = 1. Then we define the dynamilcermalefficiency

. Er(Tsi.psi, Psi,dL) — Er(Tr(1 + AQ), pu, xpr, 1)

ETL .= E , (13)
and the dynamiemnagneticefficiency
. EmTsipsiosi,4) — Em(Tr(1 + AQ), pr, 01, 1)
EML -= , (14)
Eo
whereE, is the total initial energy of both shells
Eo = EK (FR(]. + Ag),pL, l) + ET (FR(l + Ag),pL,){pL, l)
+EM (FR(l + Ag),pL, oL, 1) + EK (FR, 1, 1) (15)

+ET(FR, 1,)(, 1) + EM (FR, 1, OR, l) .

Equations[(IB) and{14) express the fraction of the initial e
ergy that the RS has converted into thermal and magnetiggner
respectively.
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3.2.2 Forward shock

In complete analogy, we define the thermal and magnéiicien-
cies for the forward shock,

. Er(I'sr, PsRr> Psr, {r) — Er(Tr, L, v, 1)

ETR - E (16)
. Em(T'sr,psr.0sr,{r) = Em(['r, 1,0R,1)
EMR = E s (17)
where
Vsr — Vcb
== 1
® Vsr — VR

Vsr is the velocity of the FS in the lab frame. Here we sgt =
emr = 0 if the forward shock is absent.
Combining equations (1314} (16) aidl(17) we define the
dynamic thermal and magnetiffieiency of internal shocks
(18)

(19)

ET (= &1L T ETR
EM = EmL t+ EMR -

We point out that these definitions dfieiency generalize the
ones typically used when cold, unmagnetized shell colisiare
considered. In that case, initially one only has bulk kinetergy
inthe shells (i.e.Ey = Ex ('L, oL, 1)+ Ex(I'r, 1, 1)). In case of colli-
sions of arbitrarily magnetized shells with arbitrarilytial thermal
content,Eq can be substantially larger than the initial kinetic energy
in the shells.

3.3 Hficiency of energy dissipation by a rarefaction

In a rarefaction there is a net conversion of magnetigarither-
mal energy into kinetic energy, thus the net dynamficciency
produced by a rarefaction, defined as in e.g., Eql (14), shoal
negative. The consequence of this is that, when we obtaincksh
contact-rarefaction or rarefaction-contact-shock stmgcas a solu-
tion to the Riemann problem, it may happen that the total (iefs
right) thermal or magneticfciency (Egs.[(TB)E(19)) was negative.
However, this situation does not correctly model the faet,tin
cases where a shock exists only in one of the shells, it isastié
to radiate away part of the thermal or magnetic energy beitind
even though there is a rarefaction propagating through thero
shell. We also point out that rarefactions happen in our,cslsere
we model initially cold flows, as a result of a net conversidn o
magnetic into kinetic energy. This kinetic energy can béher re-
cycled by the flow, and dissipated in the course of ulterioaby
collisions. Therefore, directly summing the (positivehdynic ef-
ficiency of conversion of kinetic-to-thermfalagnetic energy in a
shock to the (negative) dynamidfieiency of conversion in a rar-
efaction is inadequate. The total dynamfii@ency in a case where
only one shock forms will be determined only by thfé@ency in
the shocked shell. Thus, we sgt, = ey = 0 (e1r = emgr = 0)

if the reverse (forward) shock is absent. We note that thigrasts
with previous works on internal collisions of unmagnetiztztlls
(e.g.[Kino et al 2004), and may yield higher values of thiedye

namic dficiency.

4 PARAMETRIC STUDY OF THE DYNAMIC
DISSIPATION EFFICIENCY

Next we study the dynamic dissipatiofffieiency in the process
of collision of cold, magnetized shells.The shells are am=lito

log oy
&y (percent)

-6

log o,

Figure 1. Contours: total dynamicfciencyet + ey (egs. [I8) and(19)) in
the blazar regimelg = 10,Ag = 1) for different combinations ot , o'R).
Contours indicate thefigciency in percent and their levels are 1, 2, 3, 4, 5,
6, 7, 8,9, 10, 11, 12 and 13. In the region of the parameteresphove
the dashed line there is no forward shock, while the revehnselsis al-
ways present for the considered parametrization. Filledotos: magnetic
efficiencyey in percent.

be cold because in the standard fireball model (E.g../Pir@8)20
, almost all the internal energy of the ejecta has been ctedrer
to kinetic energybeforeinternal shocks start to show up. Thus,
a regime where the paramegiis large does not properly model
an dficiently accelerated ejecta by non-magnetic processehén t
other hand, if the ejecta were accelerated by magnetic fikesn
Poynting-dominated flow models; e.mgw), then the fl
is cold all the way from the beginning to the internal shockgs
and theny should also be small in such a case.

For all the models in this paper, in order to reduce the dimen-
sions of the parameter space, weyfix 10~* uniform everywhere,
to model initially cold shells and, unless otherwise spedifiset
Ag = 1 as a reference value. We chogssuficiently small so that
it does not influence the solution of the Riemann problemhin t
first two subsections we consider blazar and GRB regimes,The
we study the flow structure for three representative Rienpaioh-
lems, and end the section with a discussion of the impactrgfng
Ag on the dficiency.

4.1 Blazarregime

In the blazar regime we sEg = 10 as a typical value of the Lorentz
factor of the outflowing material. We continuously vary andog
and show contours of totaffeciency 1 + ey) in Fig.[.

The maximum #iciency is attained for moderately magne-
tized slower shellsfr ~ 0.2) and highly magnetized left shells
(oL = 1). The broad region to the right of théieiency maximum
is independent af because in a collision with such a highly mag-
netized fast shell almost all the energy is dissipated byFBeln
the region above the dashed line of Hiyj. 1 the FS is absent and,
thus, since only the RS dissipates the initial energy, fhieiency
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Figure 3. Rest-mass density profile of models B and C (see legends)
whose parameters are given in SECi] 4.3. Profiles have bétatso that

6 -4 2 0 2 the CD for all models coincides. In modeisandB the FS and the RS are
clearly visible, while in the modeT a rarefaction wave is visible as a small
log o, “step” to the right of the CD.

Figure 2. Same as Fid.]1, but in the GRB reginféy(= 100,Ag = 1).

models in Fig[B. ModelA (thick full line on Fig.[3) shows two
strong shocks which dissipate kinetic into thermal enelygon-
trast, modelB (dashed line) has much weaker shocks due to non-
negligible magnetization in both shells. Finally, mo@e(thin full

line) does not have forward shock due to very high magnédizat

slightly drops. However, the transition between the regwhere
the two shocks operate or only the RS exists is smooth. Tisenea
being that the ficiency below the separatrix of the two regimes
and close to it is dominated by the contribution of RS. in the slower shell.

As expected, when either, or or approach low values, the All three models have a substantial dynamiicéency, but
dynamic dficiency ceases to depend on them. This can be seen inyere js a qualitative ierence among them. In modalinternal
the center of the left side of Figll 1 where, for < 1, the dynamic g,k dissipate kinetic to thermal energy only (therrfiadiency).
efficiency only depends onz. The converse is true in the center of |, yqel B shocks mainly compress the magnetic field (magnetic
the lower side of the figure, wheve < 1. efficiency) and dissipate only a minor fraction of the initiahédic
and magnetic energy to thermal energy. Finally, in the mGasily
42 GRB regime ]Eir:jdreverse shock is active, compressing the faster shelhatia
The results in the GRB regimd'{ = 100, Ag = 1) are shown
in Fig.[A. The general shape of the contours is similar to [Big.
which is expected since both in the blazar and in the GRB regim
the flow is utrarelativistic and most of the quantities whibé- The choice of a relatively small value afg in the previous sec-
pend on therelative velocity between the faster and the slower tion is motivated by the results of numerical simulationsreif
shell depend only weakly offz, Ag being the crucial parame- ativistic outflows (e.d Aloy et al. 2000, 2005; Mizuta et/a00B:
ter (Daigne & Mochkovitch 1998). For example, the dashedeur [zhang et all. 2003, 2004; Morsony et al. 2007: Lazzati &t 80920
which delimits regions with and without a forward shock does Mizuta & Aloy 2009) whereAg < 2 between adjacent parts of the

4.4 Dependence orng and onAs

depend o'k but only onAg. flow that may catch up (but see, elg., Kino & Takahara 2008, who
The maximum of the dynamidigciency in the GRB regimeis  find Ag ~ 1-19 appropriate to model Mrk 421). This adjacent flow

localized at roughly the same spot as in the blazar regimeeter, regions can be assimilated to pairs of shells whose bindligion

compared to the former case the region of maximdiwgiency (i.e., we are considering here.

wheregr + ey 2 0.13) is smaller. However, it has been confirmed by several independent works

(KPS97; Beloborodov 2000: Kobayashi & Sari 2000; Kino et al.
2004, etc.) that, in order to achieve a higfi@ency (more than

4.3 Flow structure a few percent) in internal collisions of unmagnetized shehe ra-

In this subsection we study the flow structure for three regme ~ tio between the maximuni ') and the minimumI(min) Lorentz
tative models in the GRB regime_ Their location in the param- factor of the distribution of initial shells should W@lax/Fmin > 10.

eter space is marked by lettefs B and C in Fig.[2. Model A In view of these results, we have also made an extensive anal-
corresponds to a prototype of interaction between non-etémgu ysis of the dependence of the dynamiitaéency on the variation of
shells ¢-. = or = 10°%). Model B is picked up to illustrate the ~ AQ. Since we are also interested in evaluating the influencheof t
flow structure at the maximumfficiency ¢ = 0.8, og = 0.2). magnetic fields on the results, we define a new variable

Finally, modelC corresponds to the case when the FS is absent 140,

(0L = 1, o = 10P). We show the rest mass density profile of these A= 77 on’ (20)
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Figure 4. The gray scale indicates the value of the maximum total dymam
efficiency (in percent) as a function of the parameter p&dg As). The val-
ues of the rest of the parameters are fixed'go= 100, andy = 107%.
Contours: magnetization of the slowest shef = 0.1, 05, 1, 5 and 10.

and plot (Fig[#) the value of the maximunfiieiency reached for
every combinationAg, As) and fixed values of the rest of the pa-
rameters to'r = 100, andy 10. To be more precise, for
fixed Ag and As we need to look for the maximum of the ef-
ficiency of all models whoser, and oy satisfy Eq. [2D). It is
evident from Fig[# that the maximum total dynamigti@ency
grows (non-monotonically) with increasiry, in agreement with
the above mentioned works (where unmagnetized collisiawve h
been considered). Indeed, a large vahge > 10 yields dynamic
efficiency values- 40% if both shells are moderately magnetized
(or ~ oL £ 0.1). Nevertheless, the amount of increasefbtncy
with Ag depends strongly oAs. For |[AS > 1, corresponding to
cases where the slower shell is highly magnetized £ 4), the
maximum dynamic giciency is almost independent afy; while
for |JAY < 1, the maximum dynamicficiency displays a strong,
non-monotonic dependence Ag.

It is remarkable that values § As < 100 yield dynamic ef-
ficiencies in excess of 20%, regardless of the relative Lorentz
factor between the two shells. In this region of the paransgiace
the maximal dynamicféciency happens when both shells are mag-
netized ¢r > 10,0 > 50), and the total dynamic magnetiffie
ciency dominates the total dynamiftieiency.

5 DISCUSSION

We have focused in this paper on the estimation of the dynamic
efficiency of conversion of kinetic-to-thermfalagnetic energy in
collisions (internal shocks) of magnetized shells in ieistic out-
flows. A fundamental dierence between the internal collisions in
magnetized and unmagnetized outflows is the fact that indhe f
mer case not only shocks but also rarefactions can form., Tamngs
would naturally expect a reduced dynamfi@ency in the magne-
tized case. However, we have shown that such dynafficency

may reach values 10% — 40%, in a wide range of the parame-
ter space typical for relativistic outflows of astrophysitaerest
(blazars and GRBSs). Thus, the dynamiiGency of moderately
magnetized shell interactions is larger than in the comedimg
unmagnetized case. This is because when the shells areatelger
magnetized, most of the initial shell kinetic energy is anwd to
magnetic energy, rather than to thermal energy.

The diference in ficiency between flows with moderate
Lorentz factorsI(r = 10) and ultrarelativistic oned’§¢ = 100)
is very small, because in the ultrarelativistic kinematiit (i.e.,

I' > 1), once the energy flux and the magnetizations of both shells
are fixed, the key parameter governing the dynarfiiciency isAg
rather thanl'r. From numerical simulations one expects that any
efficiently accelerated outflow will not display huge variagan

the velocity between adjacent regions of flow. Thereforkjesof

Ag ~ 1 seem reasonable amd) = 1 has been taken as a typi-
cal value for both blazars and GRB jets. A fixed valueAgf= 1
brings maximum ficiency when the magnetizations of the collid-
ing shells ared, or) =~ (1,0.2). Larger dynamic fciency values

~ 40% are reached by magnetized internal shockgif 10 and
|AS < 1, corresponding to cases where the magnetization of both
shells is moderaterg ~ 0. < 0.1).

Consistent with our previous worm MW), in
the limit of low magnetization of both shells, the kineticeegy
is mostly converted into thermal energy, where the incréasag-
netic energy in the shocked plasma is only a minor contidouti
to the total dynamic feiciency, i.e..et1 < ey. Here we find that
as the magnetization of the shells grows, the rolesroéind ey
are exchanged, so that < &y (at the maximum dynamicfiée-
ciencyer =~ 0.1gy). If the magnetization of both shells is large,
the dynamic #iciency decreases again because producing shocks
in highly magnetized media is veryfiicult. All these conclusions
are independent on the EoS used to model the plasma, i.g., the
are both qualitatively and quantitatively basically thensainde-
pendent on whether a polytropic EoS with a fixed adiabatiexnd
is taken (eithery”= 4/3 ory = 5/3) or a more general, analytic
approximation to the exact relativistic EoS (th EoS; see Ap-
pendix) is considered.

The comparison of our results with previous analytic or semi
analytic works (e.g.,KPS9F7; Beloborotlov 2000; KobayaslSa&i
[2001; [Kobayashi et al. 2002) is not straightforward. Gelhera
these works compute théfieiency of the collision of shells with-
out computing their (magneto-)hydrodynamic evolution,amdthe
other hand, these works include not only a single collisir,the
multiple interactions of a number of dense shells. The bbotioe
in these previous works is that internal collisions of unmetzed
shells can be extremelyfficient; the iciency exceeding 40%, or
even~ 100% 0) if the spread of the Lorentz fac-
tor (i.e., the ratio between the Lorentz factor of the fasigg,, and
of the slower i, shell in the sample) is largd fa/Tmin = 10°;
e.g., KPS97, Kobayashi etlal. 2002). For a more moderatadpre
of the Lorentz factof max/I'min = 10, the dficiency is~ 20%. We
note that these highléciencies are reached because a large number
of binary collisions is included in the model (not only a deagne
as in our case). Thus, the kinetic energy which is not dissga
the first generation of collisions (between the initially gp shells),
can be further converted into internal energy as subseqesrar-
ations of collisions take place. In contrast, we find that erate
magnetizations of both shells-(< 0.1) andAg > 10 (which would
roughly correspond t®max/T'min = 9) are enough for a single bi-
nary collision to reach a total dynamiéfieiency of~ 40%.

We point out that the energy radiated in the collision of n&gn




tized shells is only a fractiorf, ~ 0.1 (e.g.| Panaitescu etlal. 1699;
[Kumal{1990) tof, ~ 1 (e.g.| Beloboroddv 2000) of the energy dy-
namically converted into thermal or magnetic energy. Tt ra-
diative dliciency of the process, measured as the fraction of the to-
tal initial energy converted into radiation, will b¢ f. times smaller
than the computed dynamiéieiency. Even considering this factor,
single binary collisions between moderately magnetizetismay
yield eficiencies~ 0.4f;, which can obviously rise if many binary
collisions take place in the flow reprocessing the remaikingtic
energy of the first generation of interacting shells (in thme sta-
tistical way as discussed by Kobayashi & $ari 2000). Theegfan
the light of our results, binary collisions in relativisticagnetized
flows are @icient enough, from the dynamical point of view, to be a
valid mechanism to dissipate the bulk kinetic energy oftiaktic
ejecta. Hence, the main restriction on the radiatiieiency comes
from the radiation mechanism setting the limiting factor

We stress that we are not assuming any particular radi-
ation mechanism in this study (thus, determining a value for
f.). Therefore, we compute the dynamiffi@ency including not
only the increased thermal energy in the flow, but also the ex-
tra magnetic energy resulting from the magnetic field cospre
sion. This is justified because, although standard shocklerec
tion mechanisms are iffecient in very magnetized shocks (e.g.,
[Sironi & Spitkovskyl 2009), other mechanisms might extrdw t
energy from the whole volume of a very magnetized fluid (e.g.,

4; Giannios & Spiit 2007).

The estimated dynamicfficiency in the binary collision of
magnetized shells will be completed in a future work by aotou
ing for the numerical MHD evolution of such building blockistbe
internal shock models. A step further would be to computeréhe
diative dficiency using the method deviseth@OOg).
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APPENDIX A: EQUATION OF STATE

In this Appendix we discuss theffects of using a more re-
alistic equation of state on our results. We choose Thié
analytic approximation to the Synge equation of state (EoS)
(de Berredo-Peixoto et &l. 2005; Mignone et al. 2005). In T
EoS the specific enthalpy can be written as (using the notatio

Sectiof Z.11)

1/2

. 5p° o 9(p" o 2
hTM'_Zp 4+[4( 2) +l] (AL)
and the specific internal energy
1/2
_3p_[9(p)
€™ = 2p [4(p) +1} 1. (AZ)

Efficiency of internal shocks 7

log oy
&y (percent)

log o,

Figure Al. Same as Fid.]2, but for tHEBM equation of state.

From [AJ) it can be seen that the limit = 0 the dfective adia-
batic index of this EoS lies between3tand 53. We modified the
[Romero et 8l (2005) solver to include this! EoS.

On Fig.[A1 we show the dynamicaliiency in the GRB
regime using th&M EoS. Comparison of Fifl] 2 and Fig.JA1 shows
that, overall, the dynamicaligciency is higher when using thieM
EoS, but the qualitative features remain the same in botascas
Also, as expected, in the highly magnetized regime tiffeidinces
are minor, since in both cases (polytropicTovl EoS) the &ective
adiabatic index approaches 2 in such a regime. Figule A2 show
the influence of the EoS on the existence of the FS. The only dif
ference between models withfidirent EoS appears in the region
where the faster shell is weakly magnetized. There a sjidiigher
(lower) magnetization of the slower shell is needed to septhe
FS when usingM than when using a polytropic EoS with="4/3
(¥ = 5/3). The overlap of all three curves in FIg.JA2 in the limit
of high magnetization of both shells, shows again the rebalt
the choice of EoS plays no role in such a regime, as expected. W
note that the separatrix between the regions of existen¢@aamn-
existence of the FS corresponding to the case 5/3 lies closer
to that of theTM EoS than that corresponding to the case 4/3.
This is a natural consequence of the fact that the initiall slage
both cold, and thus, theffective adiabatic index is closer tg%
than to 43, at low magnetizations.

We note that in the case of the external shocks, where rela-
tivistic fluid encounters a cold external medium the choité¢he
realistic EoS can influence results much more dramatichiy {n

the case of the internal shocks (see MEPOOS
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