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ABSTRACT

For many gamma-ray bursts (GRBs), hardness-intensity correlation (HIC) can be described by a power-law function, £}, oc F¥,
where E), is the peak energy of vF) spectrum, and F is the instantaneous energy flux. In this paper, HIC of the non-dissipative
photospheric emission from a structured jet is studied in different regimes. An intermediate photosphere, which contains both
of unsaturated and saturated emissions is introduced, and we find positive k < 1/4 in this case. The same conclusion could be
generalized to the photospheric emission from a hybrid jet without magnetic dissipations, or that with sub-photospheric magnetic
dissipations and fully thermalized. This may imply that the contribution peaking at ~ 1/2 in the distribution of observed « are
mainly from the prompt emission of GRBs with synchrotron origin. Besides, emissions of the intermediate photosphere could
give a smaller low-energy photon index « than that in the unsaturated regime, and naturally reproduce anti-correlation in « — E,

in a GRB pulse.

Key words: gamma-ray burst: general-radiation mechanisms: thermal — radiative transfer—scattering

1 INTRODUCTION

Photospheric emission, as a natural consequence of the fireball
model, can offer an interpretation of the low-energy photon index
(@) of greater than -2/3 (so-called ‘line of death’, Preece et al. 1998)
of the gamma-ray burst (GRB) spectra. The Planck spectrum related
to photospheric emission is too narrow, and can be described by
an exponential cut-off power law (CPL, also called Comptonized
model) with @ = 1, which is not a typical value for @. However, it
could be widened in two ways. Firstly, dissipation below the photo-
sphere can heat electrons above the equilibrium temperature. These
electrons emit synchrotron emission and comptonize thermal pho-
tons, thereby modify the shape of the Planck spectrum (Pe’er et al.
2005, 2006; Rees & Mészaros 2005). The observational evidence for
the subphotospheric heating has been provided by Ryde et al. (2011).
Besides, internal shocks bellow the photosphere (Rees & Mészaros
2005), magnetic reconnection (Thompson 1994; Giannios & Spruit
2005), and hadronic collision shocks (Beloborodov 2010; Vurm et al.
2011) can also cause dissipation. Secondly, the modification of the
Planck spectrum could be caused by geometrical broadening. Pho-
tospheric radius is found to be a function of the angle to the line
of sight (Abramowicz et al. 1991; Pe’er 2008; Meng et al. 2018),
therefore, the observed spectrum is a superposition of a series of
blackbody of different temperatures, arising from different angles to
the line of sight. A multicolor Blackbody (mBB) model introduced
and formulated by Ryde et al. (2010) and Hou et al. (2018), is utilized
to describe the spectrum which is broader than the Planck spectrum
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with a single temperature. BAND or CPL model could describe this
kind of spectra as well in some cases as discussed in Hou et al.
(2018).

Pe’er (2008) shows that photons make their last scatterings at a
distribution of radii and angles. Based on this model, the theory of
photospheric emission from relativistic jets with angle-dependent
outflow properties is developed in Lundman et al. (2013), and a
structured jet with angle-dependent baryon loading parameter pro-
files is considered. Average low-energy photon index (o = —1) could
be obtained and independent of viewing angle.In Meng et al. (2019),
the observed evolution patterns of the vF, peak energy (Ep), in-
cluding hard-to-soft and intensity-tracking, are reproduced by the
non-dissipative photosphere (NDP) model with a structured jet con-
sidered. This implies that, it may be reasonable to study the evolution
of GRB spectra from the emission of NDP model from a structured
jet.

The hardness-intensity (HI) study started from 1983 (Golenetskii
et al. 1983). The relation between the hardness and the intensity,
during the prompt phase of GRBs, have been well investigated. It
shows that there is no ubiquitous trend of spectral evolution that can
characterize all bursts. Most cases exhibit a hard-to-soft behavior over
a pulse, with the hardness decreasing monotonically as the flux rises
and falls (Norris et al. 1996), while a few cases show soft-to-hard,
soft-to-hard-to-soft or even more chaotic evolution. Various types of
trends may exist in a single GRB (Band et al. 1993; Ford et al. 1995),
and in recent results from Li et al. (2021) which consists of 39 bursts,
117 pulses and 1228 spectra, the general trend is confirmed that
pulses become softer over time, with @ becoming smaller. Borgonovo
& Ryde (2001) comprises a sample of 82 long pulses selected from 66
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long bursts observed by the Burst and Transient Source Experiment
(BATSE) on the Compton Gamma-Ray Observatory. It is found that
at least 57% of these pulses have HICs that could be described by a
power law. A power-law relation between the instantaneous energy
flux, F (erg em 2571y, and Ep (keV) which serves as a measurement
of the hardness is shown as

Ep o< F¥, 1)

where « is the index of the power-law function. The bolometric
flux is more intrinsic and suggested by Borgonovo & Ryde (2001).
Practically, F and E, are always represented by those of the time-
averaged spectrum in each time interval in the time-resolved analysis.
From Golenetskii et al. (1983), index = 1/kin F « Ef,”dex is found
to be a typical value of 1.5 ~ 1.7. Borgonovo & Ryde (2001) presents
a value of index varied from 1.4 to 3.4 with a wider spread, with
a mean of 1.9 and a standard deviation of 0.7. Lu et al. (2012)
shows the measurement with x = 0.55 + 0.22 for both long and short
GRBs. These measurements are consistent well with each other,
and it implies that there exists a characteristic value of x ~ 0.5 or
index ~ 2.

In this paper, the emission of the NDP model from a structured jet
is considered, furthermore, the jet adopted here is dominated by the
thermal energy, and the photospheric emission originates from the
relativistic outflow with a pure hot fireball component. A motivation
is raised that we wonder if this model in different regimes could
reproduce or cover the range of observed «. With the same method,
the cases of the hybrid relativistic outflow with or without magnetic
dissipation could be discussed as well. Patterns of & — Ep in one GRB
pulse are also extracted and discussed.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, assumptions of the
jet structure and the NDP model are introduced. In Section 3, differ-
entregimes are discussed in detail; HICs and @ — E}, are extracted. In
Section 4, results are discussed; the conclusions are drawn and gen-
eralized to the case of the hybrid relativistic outflow. The conclusions
are summarized in Section 5.

2 A STRUCTURED JET AND PHOTOSPHERE MODEL

As shown in Lundman et al. (2013), Meng et al. (2018) and Meng
et al. (2019), the jet is structured with an inner-constant and outer-
decreasing angular baryon loading parameter profile with the form

2 (no- nmin)z

() = Nmin)* = (9/96)217 1 2
where 7 is the baryon loading parameter which is also the bulk
Lorentz factor I in the saturated acceleration regime, 1 is the maxi-
mum 77, and also denoted as I'g, 6 is the angle measured from the jet
axis, 6. is the half-opening angle for the jet core, p is the power-law
index of the profile, and 7, = 1.2 is the minimum value of . An
angle-dependent luminosity (Dai & Gou 2001; Rossi et al. 2002;
Zhang & Mészdros 2002a; Kumar & Granot 2003) could also be
considered in this analysis, and has the form

Lo

YO = o )P’

3)
where 6. 1 is the half-opening angle for the luminosity core, while g
describes how the luminosity decreases outside the core.
Photospheric radius Ry, is defined as the radius where the scatter-
ing optical depth for a photon moving toward the observer is equal
to unity (7 = 1). The photons can be scattered at any position (r, Q)
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inside the outflow in principle, where 7 is the distance from the ex-
plosion center and Q (6, ¢) is the angular coordinates. Lundman et al.
(2013) introduces the flux of observed energy E, at the observer
time ¢ in the case of impulsive injection, and deduced as

. 1 dN, R4
obs — 227y cp
Fp*(Ov, Egps, 1) = 4ndE/./(l+'B)D -0 % o
R dp
exp Bat.L} IV Ll OV ﬁ—chdr, @
r dE u

ct
r= %,E = Egps(1 +2),

v

where the velocity § = + and the Doppler factor D = [['(1 —
Bcos 01 0g)] ! both depend on the angle 6 to the jet axis of symmetry,
in which 61 og is the angle to the line of sight (LOS) of the observer.
The viewing angle 6y is the angle of the jet axis of symmetry to
the LOS. dN,,/dQ = N, /4n and Ny, = L/2.7kgTy, where L is the
total outflow luminosity, Ty = (L/47rr(2)ac)1/ 4 is the base outflow
temperature and a is the radiation constant. The angle-dependent
decoupling radius Rycp, as the radius from which the optical depth
for a photon that propagates in the radial direction is equal to unity,
is defined as

_ 1 or dM

~ (L+pr2 mpe dQ

where dM (6)/dQ = L/4nc?n(6) is the angle-dependent mass out-
flow rate per solid angle. Ry, is defined as

B or /9L0s (1-pBcosb, ) dM i
B mpc Sin@Los 0

(&)

R dep

Rph B 20 “Fros (6)

and especially, Rpp = Rgcp if photons propagate along the LOS,
and Rgcp ~ Rpp in lower latitude as shown in Figure 4 in Lundman
etal. (2013). dP/dE describes the probability for a photon to have an
observer frame energy between E and E +dE within volume element
dV, and it is a comoving Planck distribution with the comoving
temperature T’ (r, Q), and can be written as

dP 1 E?

dE  2.40(kgTop)3 exp(E/kpTyp) — 17
where kg is the Boltzmann constant, Ty, (r, Q) = D(Q)- T (r, Q)
is the observer frame temperature, and in the saturated acceleration

regime (the saturation radius is smaller than the photospheric radius,
Rs < Rph), it is defined by

@)

i r < Rs(Q) < Rpn(Q),
-2/3
(@ =] RIEREIL— R(Q) <r<Rn(©@, ®
Ty [Rpn (Q) /R ()] 723
ol @R Ry(Q) < Rn(@) < r.

In the unsaturated acceleration regime (Rs > Rpp), as discussed in
Meng et al. (2018) and Meng et al. (2019), which always exists in
lower luminosity or larger r(, I" can not reach the value of 7. 4131\77 /dQ
is still calculated by N, = L/2.7kgTy. For the case of Rs > Ry,
The decoupling radius Rqcp(~ Rpp) are given by Meng et al. (2018)
and Meng et al. (2019),

or_dM 2]1/3 ©)

Racp = [@ 2070
If Ry 2 Rph, Mészdros & Rees (2000) gives the common form of
Rph as
1/3

) (10)

R or dM >, Y
ph= | Q0
mpc dQ r%o




where Y denotes the number of electrons per baryon and I';, 2
1, is the initial bulk Lorentz factor at rg. Besides, the comoving
temperature 7’ (r) is given by

T'(r) =Ty/T, an

where I is Rycp/r0-

Continuous wind could be assumed to consist of many thin layers
from an impulsive injection (spectra are shown in Figure A1 (a) and
(c) for unsaturated and saturated emissions) at its injection time 7, and
the wind luminosity at 7 is denoted as Ly (7). The flux of observed
energy Eps at the observer time ¢ is given by

Fg;i (O, Eops, 1) =

Jo FP(0y. 1.7, Ly (D) di, 1 < 1p, (12)
[P FOYS(6y, 1,7, Ly (D)di, > 1p,

WhereAtD is the duration of emission of the central engine, and r =
W in ngs(év, t,f, Ly (%)) in Equation (4). The observed GRB
has a duration, thus, it is reasonable that the central engine produces
a continuous wind. For the case of the constant wind luminosity,
after the central engine has an abrupt shutdown (¢ > tp), the flux
sharply drops, as shown in Figure Al (b) and (d) for unsaturated
and saturated acceleration regime where rp=0.01 s, 0.1 s, 1 s and
10 s respectively. Moreover, the observed light curves of the GRBs
show relatively slow change in luminosity, unlike the steep rise and
fall (almost within 1073 s), thus, a continuous wind with variable
luminosity is used to simulate a GRB pulse.

3 HIC OF PHOTOSPHERIC EMISSIONS IN DIFFERENT
REGIMES

There are three regimes discussed in the following analysis: non-
saturated emission where the regime of Ry > Rpy is dominant for
all over the wind profile; saturated emission where the regime of
Rs < Rpp works all over the wind profile; the third regime is em-
phasized where emissions are from different regimes, and defined as
intermediate photospheres.

3.1 The Non-saturated Emission
In the unsaturated regime, the temperature of the photosphere, Ty
can be expressed as

1/4
Ton o Ly, (13)

given Ep o< kT, and F oc Ly, we have « = 1/4. Most of the prompt
emission is from within 5/T"y around the line of sight independent of
the opening angle. Note that this works if Ly, is angle-independent.
The case of an angle-dependent Ly, will be shown in Section 3.3.2.

3.2 The Saturated Emission

In the saturated emissions, Tpp can be expressed as

Ton(0) o Ly *ro ' [Ron(0) /Ry ()] 723
o L PIL /T 0)1/T(6)r]) 2
o L)2rT8 0). (14)

k is a negative value, and changes from -5/12 due to the jet structure.
The simulation will be given in Section 3.3.1 in a GRB pulse around
the peak luminosity.

HIC of photosphere model in different regimes 3

3.3 Intermediate Photospheres

In this analysis, we always firstly consider the luminosity could be
approximated as angle-independent (L(0) is taken as L, or denoted
as ¢ = 01) for simplicity. Assume the regime of Ry > Rpn works
in lower latitude, given that Ry = 17(6)rg monotonically decreases
with 6, while Ry, in Equation (10) monotonically increases with
0, it may turn to the regime of Ry < Rpy in higher latitude when

Y oT L
< (L_x 9T
n(6) < (F%O x mpC 4xc2ry)

regime may both work in lower and higher latitude of the jet, and
this case is denoted as intermediate photosphere I in the following
analysis.

Otherwise, if assuming saturated emission in lower latitude and a
structured luminosity with a large enough g, Ry may decrease more
rapidly than Rs with increasing 6, Rs > Rpp may work in higher
L(0)

. . . . (1+8)Bn(6)*
This case is defined as intermediate photosphere 11.

In intermediate photosphere I or II, there exists a critical value
6.ri, where the regime changes for 8 > 6... Take intermediate pho-
tosphere I as an example, at § = 6, Rpp in Equation (10) should
be equal to that in Equation (5), where Rpp = Rs. The Equation (4)
in Mészaros & Rees (2000) shows the saturated acceleration regime,

> _ LyorY . . .
Rph /ro = Trrompcii” comparing to Equation (5), we have Ry in

)1/ 4 Therefore, unsaturated and saturated

a-

latitude if 6 increases to that satisfies < 47rc2r0 [
P

: _(_Or dM 241/3
the regime of Rs 2 Rph, Rph = (Zm:c G 3,

3.3.1 intermediate photosphere I: Rs > Rpp and Ry < Rpy in lower
and higher latitude respectively

Figure 1 (a) shows how 6 varies with Ly in intermediate photo-
sphere 1. The parameters in the simulation of the continuous wind
are listed as bellow: Ly ranges from 0.1 to 10.0Ly, 51 (Ly, 51 = 10°!
erg s~!. Here and below we always use CGS unitsz.); ro= 108 cm,
Iy = 4003, p=1,Tg0: =1, and 6y = 0. In this analysis, we
always take dy = 4.85 x 1023 cm which corresponds with z=2%. In
Figure 1 (a), 0, is smaller than the value of 5/T, which means the
saturated emission contributes to the prompt part of GRB. For the
samples with 1.0L,, 51 < Lw < 4.0Ly, 51, 6 becomes less than
6. and decreases with increasing L, which means the contribution
from the saturated emission increases. Note that above 4.0Ly, 51, the
emission from the regime of Ry > Rs is dominant, and it is ex-
pected to nearly behave like the saturated emission. In this case, Rgcp
takes the form of Equation (10) because Rpp < Rs works, and above
4.0Ly 51, the emission from Ry, > Rs is dominant and it turns to
the saturated regime.

In Figure 1 (b), the F, spectrum of the intermediate photospheric
emission of 1.0L,, 51 is shown in the cyan thick line. The contri-
butions from unsaturated and saturated emissions are denoted by
the blue dashed and orange dot-dashed lines. @ of the spectrum of
intermediate photosphere is smaller than that from the unsaturated

! Here in the following analysis, g = O represents L(6) = Ly, rather than
L(6) = Ly/V2 in Equation(3).

2 the convention Q = 10 Q,, is adopted for CGS units.

3 From the fireball samples in Pe’er et al. (2015), ro spans a wide range from
1093 t0 10%-3 cm with the mean value of 108 cm, and I" from 102 to 103 with
the mean value of 370, here we take I' = 400 as an approximate moderate
value.

4 dy, = 4.85x10%8 cm and z=2 corresponds to the peak of the GRB formation
rate according to Pescalli et al. (2016)

MNRAS 000, 1-7 (2021)
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Figure 1. (a) The relation between 6; and L, in intermediate photosphere I is shown, and denoted as the blue line. The orange dashed line denotes the value
of 5/T"y and the green dot-dashed line denotes the value of 6. (b) F,, spectrum of intermediate photosphere of 1.0L,, 51 is denoted by the cyan thick line. The
blue dashed line and orange dot-dashed line denote the part from unsaturated and saturated emissions.

regime only. Thus, it could be expected that @ decreases with the
contribution from the saturated regime increasing with Ly.

To mimic a GRB pulse, an exponential model® (Norris et al. 2005)
is utilized with (11, 72, fp, Lw,p)=(1, 15, -0.02, 0.8Ly, 55). In Fig-
ure 2 (a), the orange squares, green dots and red triangles denote the
flux of emissions from the saturated, the intermediate photosphere
and the unsaturated regime respectively. As shown in Figure 2 (b),
F — Ep, of unsaturated emissions gives index ~ 4, F — E}, of inter-
mediate photosphere I gives a larger index (x < 1/4), and then turns
to have a negative k ~ —1 when the saturated emission becomes
dominant with increasing Ly. The values of @ of intermediate pho-
tosphere I decrease from -0.2 to -0.4, which means that there exists
anti-correlation in @ — E, in this regime, which is consistent with our
prediction above.

3.3.2 intermediate photosphere 1I:Rs < Rpn and Rs > Rpp in low-
and high-latitude respectively

0y of intermediate photosphere IT are shown in Figure 3 (a) of Ly, (0)
ranging from 0.5 to 3.2Ly, 5p with ¢ = 10 and 6 1 =6.. The other
parameters are the same as those used in intermediate photosphere 1.
As shown in Figure 3 (a), 6 is less than 5 /T for all over the selected
range of Ly (0). Unsaturated emissions with Ly (0) ranging from
0.1 to 0.4Ly, 55 have 6 = 0, are plotted as well for comparison.
From the F, spectrum of 0.5L,, 52(0) shown in Figure 3 (b), the
contribution from the unsaturated emission is very small and even
smaller with Ly (0) increasing. Therefore, the prompt emission of
intermediate photosphere II could be regarded to be dominant by the
saturated emission.

Figure 4 (a) shows the flux of the simulated GRB pulse with
Ly,p = 1.0Ly, 57, and the ranges of intermediate photosphere II and
unsaturated emissions. As shown in Figure 4 (b), the emission of
the intermediate photosphere II have an anti-correlation of F — Ej,

5 Ly(f) of exponential model is described as Ly (f > %) = Lyp X

exp [2 (1 /72)1/2] X exp (— fT‘f - t;z's ), where 7 is the start time, 71 and
—Is
Ty are respectively the characteristic time scales indicating the rise and decay

periods, L,y is the peak of luminosity at 7, and 7,, = s + (77 - )12,
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with « ~ —1. Besides, as shown in red triangles in Figure 4 (b),
we also find that in unsaturated emission with considering an angle-
dependent luminosity, index > 4 (x < 1/4).

It seems that the angle-dependent luminosity structure could en-
hance the evolution of @ — E}p. Anti-correlation is found in @ — Ejp in
red crosses which denote the unsaturated emissions in Figure 4 (b),
while positive correlation between a — E}, in green plus markers is
found in the saturated emissions.

4 DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION
4.1 HIC and trend of F - E,

index = 4 or k = 1/4 could be taken as a characteristic value of
HIC for unsaturated emission. In the intermediate photosphere, «
varies from 1/4 to an even smaller value, and then turns to negative
as that in the saturated emission. This could be explained as follows:
as the luminosity of the outflow increases, the emissions tend to be
dominant by the saturated regime; the flux increases while E}, does
not, due to the anti-correlation in /' — Ep, of the saturated regime,
therefore, « falls from 1/4 to negative continuously, and never reach
up to the value of 1/3, 1/2 or even larger. In the decay phase of the
second (main) pulse (r > 30 s) in GRB 081221A, a correlation of
F « (kT)*! is given (Hou et al. 2018), where kT is the temperature
of blackbody model and kT o Ej,.

The similar trend of F' — Ep could be generalized to the emission
of the photosphere from a structured jet in the case of a hybrid rel-
ativistic outflow. As shown in Table 1 in Gao & Zhang (2015), for
the case of no magnetic dissipation, kT, o« Ly, with xq of 1/4,
-1/60, -5/12, Fgg « L(;,z with k; of 1, 11/15, 1/3 from unsaturated to
saturated regime, where kg7, and Fgp denote the observed temper-
ature of the thermal component and the thermal flux. With increasing
Lw, Rp increases and emissions from saturated acceleration regime
become dominant, which behaves similar to that of pure hot fire-
ball component. ¥ = k| /kp in unsaturated emissions is equal to 1/4,
which means « never reaches up to a larger value. For the case of
considering magnetic dissipations, if the emission is fully thermal-
ized, the result is similar. Therefore, photospheric emissions can not
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contribute to the peak distribution at k ~ 1/2 in the observation
shown in Borgonovo & Ryde (2001) and Lu et al. (2012).

HIC of photospheric emissions from saturated acceleration
regimes is anti-correlation. Itis observed in F' - E, of GRB110721A.
As shown in Figure 5, the two trends are fitted respectively. A corre-
lation with negative index = —2.07 £ 0.79 is fitted from F — Ep of
t > 2 s with E}, from 200 keV to 500 keV in the second pulse. index
of HIC in this range is consistent with that of photospheric emission
from saturated acceleration regimes. As discussed in lyyani et al.
(2013) and Gao & Zhang (2015), the largest proportion of thermal
flux is reached after 2 s. The positive index ~ 0.5 is obtained in
F — Ep of t <2 s mainly from the first pulse, with Ep from 200 keV
to 5 MeV. The positive index < 4 implies that the emission from the
non-thermal component are dominant in this range, which is roughly
consistent with the analysis of Iyyani et al. (2013) and Gao & Zhang
(2015).

4.2 a - Ej evolution in a GRB pulse

Anti-correlation in @ — E}, could be naturally reproduced by interme-
diate photosphere 1. Besides, the angle-dependent luminosity could
also enhance the evolution of @ — Ep, reproduce positive- and anti-
correlation in the saturated and unsaturated emissions.

A positive correlation in F — E}, and anti-correlation in a — Ep in
both two pulses of GRB 120728A are shown in Figure A7 and A6
in Li et al. (2021). Moreover, « is large, nearly up to about 1, which
implies the prompt emission may be dominant by the photospheric
emission in the intermediate photosphere I, however, we need further
study on these similar GRBs.

4.3 Is the intermediate photosphere unusual?

As shown in Figure 6 (a), given a moderate ry, I'g and a assump-
tion of a narrow jet (6.I'g <few), the range of Ly, of intermediate

MNRAS 000, 1-7 (2021)
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Figure 5. F — E;, of GRB 110721A is adapted from the fourteenth panel of
Figure 2 on Page 6 in Lu et al. (2012) and F — E;, per dot is extracted from
fitting to time-resolved spectra with BAND model. The blue dots are from
t < 2 s, while the black ones represent those from ¢ > 2 s. The red dashed
and yellow dotted lines represent the fitted curve of the two trends.

photosphere is 107172 erg s~ which is a lower to moderate lu-

minosity. If with a larger ['g, Ly at 8. = 0 will be larger and the
range will be broader, e.g. Ly reaches up to ~ 1053 erg s~! with
I'p = 800 denoted by the orange dot-dashed line. For a broader jet,
e.g. 6.y = 10 with Ty = 400 denoted by the cyan dot-dashed line,
the range of Ly within 0 < 6.4 < 5/T is narrower than that of
6.'g = 1, which implies that, the intermediate photosphere mostly
happens in a narrow jet rather that a broader one. However, even in a
broad jet labeled by a star of on the line of 6.I'g = 10 with Iy = 400
in Figure 6 (a), the saturated part still changes the spectrum within
the detection range (> 8 keV) and causes a smaller « as shown in
the F, spectrum of (L, 6crj) = (4.2Ly, 51, 3e — 3) in Figure 6 (b).
Thus, the intermediate photospheres are not unusual in narrow jet,
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and for a broad jet with some specific luminosity, it may exist and
should be considered.

5 SUMMARY

In this analysis, we discuss the intermediate photosphere and find that
k of HIC is less than 1/4, and the same conclusion could be general-
ized to the photospheric emission from a hybrid relativistic outflow
without magnetic dissipations or that with sub-photospheric mag-
netic dissipations and completely thermalized. Compared with the
distribution of observed « in Borgonovo & Ryde (2001) and Lu et al.
(2012), k from photospheric emissions in these cases are almost be-
yond three standard deviations. Standard synchrotron model (Zhang
& Meészéros 2002b) gives a relation of E}p o FeL‘l,v/ 2R (1+ z)_l,
where I'¢ is the typical electron Lorentz factor in the emission re-
gion, and R is the emission radius. It naively gives « = 1/2, although
the dependent is non-trivial considering other factors (e.g. flux is
related to the evolution of the strength of the shock during the shock
crossing and the number of electrons that are shocked, and this is
also discussed in Lu et al. (2012)). This may imply that contribution
peaking at ~ 1/2 in the distribution of observed « are mainly from
the prompt emission of GRBs with synchrotron origin. Therefore,
x may offer a criterion for the origin of the prompt emissions of
GRBs. Besides, emissions from the intermediate photosphere could
naturally reproduce anti-correlation of @ — E}, in a GRB pulse.

In this paper, some factors are ignored: firstly, sideway diffusion
effect of photons at certain angular distances could cause a smearing
out effect on the temperature, and lead to a non-thermal spectrum
due to the inverse-Compton radiation for jets (Lundman et al. 2013;
Ito et al. 2013). However, it is not considered, and we assume the
evolution of outflow in each angular fluid element is independent;
secondly, besides magnetic dissipations, the energy dissipation in the
area of moderate optical depth is proposed by Giannios (2012) and
Beloborodov (2013). If it is considered, the non-thermal spectrum
above the peak energy would be formed (Giannios 2012), and affects
the measurement of HIC; thirdly, in the simulation of teh GRB pulse,
tp could be treated as a tiny equal time interval in which Ly, could be
regarded as a constant, thus, tp could be taken as minimum variability
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Figure 6. (a) The 6. of 6.1y = 1, 5, 10 with I'y = 400 denoted by red
dotted, blue solid and cyan dot-dashed lines. The star denotes (Ly, 0ci) =
(4.2Ly, 51,3e — 3) in the case of 6.9 = 10 with Iy = 400 on the cyan
dot-dashed line. The orange dot-dashed line denotes 6; with 6.I'g = 1 and
I'p = 800. (b) F,, spectrum of the intermediate photosphere of the star shown
in (a), is denoted by the cyan thick line. The blue dashed line and orange
dot-dashed line denote the part from unsaturated and saturated parts.

timescales (MVT). Golkhou et al. (2015) shows that there exists
energy dependence of MVT, where MVT in higher energy band
is smaller than that in lower energy band. If related to the central
engine, the higher Ly with smaller rp and lower ones with larger
tp, we can conclude that index should be lower than 4. However,
there is not enough information about MVT of different L., for
the emission of the central engine; fourthly, some correlations are
not considered, such as the bulk Lorentz factor and the isotropic
luminosity (I' = L, jso, Lii et al. 2012). However, a basic assumption
in a GRB pulse in this paper is that Lyy is the only variable of 7, while
the other parameters (6., p, ¢, ro, Oy, ') remain constant. Therefore,
correlations between the parameters are not considered.
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Figure A1l. (a) and (c) are the instantaneous photospheric spectra from the impulsive injection for the unsaturated emission with Ly, = 1.0Ly, 49 and the saturated
emission with Ly, = 1.0L,, 5 respectively, and the parameters are the same as those clarified in first paragraph Section 3.3.1. (b) and (c) are the photosphere
luminosity light curves of continuous winds of the unsaturated and saturated emission, with rp =0.01s, 0.1s, 1s, 10s. The other parameters are the same as those
clarified in first paragraph Section 3.3.1.
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