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ABSTRACT

As the most energetic explosions in the universe, gamma-ray bursts (GRBs) are commonly believed to be generated by
relativistic jets. Recent observational evidence suggests that the jets producing GRBs are likely to have a structured nature. Some
studies have suggested that non-axisymmetric structured jets may be formed through internal non-uniform magnetic dissipation
processes or the precession of the central engine. In this study, we analyze the potential characteristics of GRB afterglows
within the framework of non-axisymmetric structured jets. We simplify the profile of the asymmetric jet as a step function
of the azimuth angle, dividing the entire jet into individual elements. By considering specific cases, we demonstrate that the
velocity, energy, and line-of-sight direction of each jet element can greatly affect the behavior of the overall light curve. The
radiative contributions from multiple elements may lead to the appearance of multiple distinct peaks or plateaus in the light
curve. Furthermore, fluctuations in the rising and declining segments of each peak can be observed. These findings establish a
theoretical foundation for future investigations into the structural characteristics of GRBs by leveraging GRB afterglow data.

Key words: Gamma-ray bursts (GRBs)

1 INTRODUCTION

Gamma-ray Bursts (GRBs) are astrophysical phenomena that exhibit
an immediate and intense release of gamma-ray radiation from a
precise location in the sky, succeeded by a rapid decrease. The prompt
emission of GRBs takes place over a span of 0.1-1000 seconds,
followed by a multi-wavelength afterglow that can last for months to
years (Zhang 2018, for a review about GRBs).

After extensive research spanning decades, two distinct types of
progenitors have been identified for GRBs, namely core collapse from
Wolf–Rayet stars for long GRBs (Woosley 1993; Paczyński 1998;
MacFadyen & Woosley 1999; Woosley & Bloom 2006) and mergers
of two compact stellar objects (neutron star–neutron star and neutron
star–black hole systems) for short GRBs (Paczynski 1986; Eichler
et al. 1989; Paczyński 1991b; Paczynski 1991a; Narayan et al. 1992;
Abbott et al. 2017). Following the catastrophic destruction of the
progenitor system, a central engine is thought to form, which powers
a relativistic jet. The prompt emission of GRBs is generally believed
to originate from the dissipation process of the magnetic energy or
kinetic energy of the jet (Rees & Mészáros 2005; Lazzati et al. 2009,
2013), whereas the subsequent afterglow emission is attributed to the
interaction between the jet and the circumburst medium (Mészáros
& Rees 1997). Therefore, the characteristics of the jet predominantly
govern the multi-band radiation properties of GRBs.
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In previous studies, some structured jet models have been pro-
posed, including the power-law jet model (Mészáros et al. 1998; Dai
& Gou 2001; Rossi et al. 2002; Zhang & Mészáros 2002; Granot
& Kumar 2003) the Gaussian jet model (Zhang & Mészáros 2002;
Granot & Kumar 2003; Zhang et al. 2004a) and the two-component
jet model (Ramirez-Ruiz et al. 2002; Zhang et al. 2004b; Peng et al.
2005). Recently, motivated by the potential of gravitational wave as-
tronomy in relation to GRB sources, the discussions on structured jet
become revived (e.g. Lazzati et al. 2017; Lamb & Kobayashi 2017).
It appears that the jets associated with GRBs probably exhibit a struc-
tured nature. This assertion is supported by the results of multi-band
observations conducted on short GRB 170817A, which represents
the first electromagnetic counterpart of a gravitational wave origi-
nating from the merger of binary neutron stars (Abbott et al. 2017;
Gao 2018; Zhang et al. 2018; Gottlieb et al. 2018; Kasliwal et al.
2017; Piro & Kollmeier 2018; Xiao et al. 2017; Lazzati et al. 2018;
Lyman et al. 2018; Troja et al. 2018). Based on the analysis of GRB
221009A, the most bright GRB ever detected, some studies suggest
that the jets of long GRBs may also show structured nature (An et al.
2023; O’Connor et al. 2023). A shared characteristic among these jet
structures is their symmetric configuration relative to the axis of the
jet, and the prompt and afterglow radiation characteristics of GRBs
in such models have been extensively analyzed (e.g. Filgas, R. et al.
2011; Nicuesa Guelbenzu, A. et al. 2011; Lamb & Kobayashi 2017;
Gill & Granot 2018; Lyman et al. 2018; Margutti et al. 2018; Resmi
et al. 2018; Troja et al. 2018; Xie et al. 2018; Kann et al. 2018; Lamb
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et al. 2019; Meng et al. 2019; Beniamini et al. 2020; Oganesyan et al.
2020; Gottlieb et al. 2021).

On the other hand, the non-axisymmetric structures have also been
studied in the literature. Mészáros et al. (1998) first claimed that,
due to the angular anisotropy of the fireball, the afterglow could be
significant different with the isotropic scenario. Later, some works
investigated the observational features for several possible asymmet-
ric structures, such as the jet hotspots, the patchy shells and the mi-
cro/sub jets (Nakamura 2000; Yamazaki et al. 2004; Ioka et al. 2005).
Recently, Lamb et al. (2022) used the results of the 3-dimensional
hydrodynamic jets in the neutron star merger environment to deter-
mine the degree of polar and rotational inhomogeneity (𝑁 × 𝑁 jet
model). They found that the result of these inhomgeneities in the
jet’s energy/Lorentz factor distribution showed some degree of rota-
tional variation, although the change in energy/Lorentz factor from
these simulations was not large enough to show significant temporal
variability on the afterglow. It is worth noting that in some special
cases, GRB jets may be heavily non-axisymmetric. For instance,
the presence of significant non-uniformity in the internal magnetic
dissipation of a jet can lead to the development of complex and
asymmetric jet structures (Narayan & Kumar 2009). A more recent
study conducted by Huang et al. (2019) has demonstrated that the
non-uniformity of jets can exist in the circumferential direction due
to the precession of GRBs’ central engine.

Here we intend to conduct a first step analysis of the potential
characteristics of gamma-ray burst afterglows within the context of
non-axisymmetric structured jets. To achieve this, we will examine a
basic jet structure consisting of 𝑁 partitioned elements around its cir-
cumference, where the initial Lorentz factor 𝛾0 and isotropic energy
𝐸iso are step functions. This structure can be extended to any arbi-
trary 𝑁-value, allowing for the construction of complex asymmetric
jet structures. To calculate the afterglow properties for any 𝑁-value,
we have developed a method that utilizes both semi-analytical and
numerical estimations. We present an overview of our findings for
𝑁 = 2 and 𝑁 = 4, and briefly discuss the expected results for any
arbitrary 𝑁-value.

2 MODEL DESCRIPTION

A non-axisymmetric structured jet can be represented by a schematic
image within a coordinate system that combines spherical and Carte-
sian coordinates. The 𝑧−axis of this coordinate system points towards
the observer, while the jet axis resides in the 𝑥 − 𝑧 plane, with the
angle between 𝑧−axis and jet axis as 𝜃obs (see Figure 1). The spher-
ical coordinates are based on the jet axis, with a half-opening angle
of a cone around the jet axis denoted as 𝜃, ranging from 𝜃 = 0 at
the jet axis to the half-opening angle of the jet, 𝜃 𝑗 . The azimuth
angle 𝜙 forms a circumference around the jet axis, ranging from −𝜋
to 𝜋. We define 𝜙 = 0 at the projection of the 𝑥-axis onto the jet’s
cross-section. The jet is divided into 𝑁 partitioned elements along
the azimuthal direction, while we assume that the jet is uniform along
𝜃. To avoid confusion on the sign of 𝜃 and 𝜙, we only consider the jet
in the region 𝑧 > 0, so that 0 < 𝜃obs < 𝜋/2 and the element at 𝜙 = 0
or 𝜙 = 𝜋 is always the furthermost part from the observer’s line of
sight (LOS).

Here we treat each of the 𝑁 elements as an independent "patchy",
characterized by its own initial Lorentz factor 𝛾0 and isotropic ki-
netic energy 𝐸K,iso. The interaction between each "patchy" and the
interstellar medium could produce a strong external shock. Electrons
are accelerated in the external shocks, which radiate synchrotron
emission in the magnetic fields behind the shocks that are believed
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Figure 1. The diagram illustrates the jet structure and coordinate system.
The example shown on the left side represents an off-axis observation of
an asymmetrically structured jet. The upper right section displays a cross-
sectional view of the jet, while the lower right section depicts the projection
of the jet on the 𝑥 − 𝑦 plane. The azimuthal angle 𝜙, ranging from −𝜋 to
𝜋, is used to denote orientation around the jet axis. This azimuthal range can
be divided into 𝑁 segments to effectively represent the asymmetric nature of
the jet structures.

to be generated in situ due to plasma instabilities (Gao et al. 2013,
for a review).

In most cases (except for 𝜃obs = 0), the majority of "patchies" are
off-axis with respect to the observer. For the 𝑖-th "patchy", we can
first use the standard GRB afterglow model to calculate its on-axis
flux evolution with time, 𝐹𝜈,𝑖 (𝑡) (see sections 2.1 and 2.2 for de-
tails), then we can transfer 𝐹𝜈,𝑖 (𝑡) to the observer direction through
Doppler conversion. The cumulative effect of the individual contri-
butions from 𝑁 ’patchies’ can yield the comprehensive afterglow
characteristics of a non-axisymmetric jet.

2.1 Numerical Formalism

For the 𝑖-th "patchy" (henceforth treated as a uniform jet), we can
first follow the formulae derived in Huang et al. (2000) to calculate
its dynamical evolution.

In the frame of an on-axis observer, the evolution of the jet’s radius
𝑅 over time 𝑇 reads as
𝑑𝑅

𝑑𝑇
= 𝛽𝑐𝛾(𝛾 +

√︃
𝛾2 − 1), (1)

where 𝛽 and 𝛾 represent the dimensionless velocity and Lorentz
factor of the jet’s bulk motion, respectively. The accumulation of the
jet-swept mass by each element from the interstellar medium 𝑚 with
the jet radius 𝑅 can be described as
𝑑𝑚

𝑑𝑅
=

1
𝑁

2𝜋𝑅2 (1 − cos 𝜃j)𝑛𝑚p, (2)

where 𝑚p is the mass of proton. 𝑛 = 𝐴𝑅−𝑘 is the particle number
density of the interstellar medium, where 𝑘 is wind profile variable.
𝑘 = 0 is for uniform interstellar medium and 𝑘 = 2 is for stellar wind
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environment. For the wind model, 𝐴 = (3.0 × 1035cm−1)𝐴∗, 𝐴∗ is
a dimensionless free parameter depending on the wind environment
(Zhang 2018). 𝜃j stands for the half-opening angle of the jet. Here we
ignore the lateral spread of the jet, so that 𝜃j is treated as a constant.
Taking the radiation cooling effect into consideration, the evolution
of jet’s bulk motion Lorentz factor 𝛾 with respect to 𝑚 can be written
as

𝑑𝛾

𝑑𝑚
= − 𝛾2 − 1

𝑀ej + 𝜀𝑚 + 2(1 − 𝜀)𝛾𝑚 , (3)

where 𝑀ej = 𝐸0/
(
𝛾0𝑐

2
)

is the ejecta mass and 𝐸0 is the initial
kinetic energy of a element. The radiative efficiency, 𝜀, is defined as
the fraction of the shock generated internal energy (in jet’s comoving
frame) that would be radiated, which can be expressed as (Dai & Lu
1999)

𝜀 = 𝜖𝑒
𝑡
′−1
syn

𝑡
′−1
syn + 𝑡

′−1
ex

, (4)

where 𝑡
′
syn = 6𝜋𝑚𝑒𝑐/

(
𝜎T𝐵

′2𝛾𝑒,min
)

is the synchrotron cooling

timescale, and 𝑡
′
ex = 𝑅/(𝛾𝑐) is the expansion timescale in the jet’s

comoving frame. 𝑚𝑒 represents the mass of electron, and 𝜎T repre-
sents the cross section for Thompson scattering. Assume a fraction
𝜖𝐵 of the total shock-generated internal energy goes into the random
magnetic field, the magnetic energy density in the jet’s comoving
frame can thus be estimated as

𝐵
′2

8𝜋
= 𝜖2

𝐵

�̂�𝛾 + 1
�̂� − 1

(𝛾 − 1) 𝑛𝑚𝑝𝑐
2, (5)

where �̂� = (4𝛾 + 1) /(3𝛾) is the adiabatic index (Dai & Lu 1999).
Assume a fraction 𝜖𝑒 of the total shock-generated internal energy
goes into the electrons and assume that the accelerated electrons is
a power law function with the index of 𝑝 (𝑑𝑁𝑒/𝑑𝛾𝑒 ∝ 𝛾

−𝑝
𝑒 ), the

minimum Lorentz factor for the random motion of electrons in the
jet’s comoving frame can thus be derived as (Huang et al. 2000)

𝛾𝑒,min = 𝜖𝑒 (𝛾 − 1)
𝑚𝑝 (𝑝 − 2)
𝑚𝑒 (𝑝 − 1) + 1. (6)

For synchrotron radiation, the observed radiation power and the
characteristic frequency of an electron with Lorentz factor 𝛾𝑒 are
given by (Sari et al. 1998)

𝑃 (𝛾𝑒) =
4
3
𝜎𝑇𝑑𝛾

2𝛾2
𝑒

𝐵2

8𝜋
. (7)

𝜈 (𝛾𝑒) = 𝛾𝛾2
𝑒

𝑞𝑒𝐵

2𝜋𝑚𝑒𝑐
, (8)

where 𝑞𝑒 is the charge of an electron. The peak power occurs at
𝜈(𝛾𝑒), where it has the approximate value

𝑃𝜈,max ≈ 𝑃 (𝛾𝑒)
𝜈 (𝛾𝑒)

=
𝑚𝑒𝑐

2𝜎𝑇
3𝑞𝑒

𝛾𝐵. (9)

Usually, a characteristic Lorentz factor 𝛾𝑐 is defined as (Sari et al.
1998)

𝛾𝑐 =
6𝜋𝑚𝑒𝑐

𝜎𝑇𝐵
2𝑇

=
3𝑚𝑒

16𝜖𝐵𝜎𝑇𝑚𝑝𝑐

1
𝑇𝛾3𝑛

, (10)

beyond which the electrons might have significantly cooled.
The electrons’ Lorentz factors 𝛾𝑒,min and 𝛾𝑐 define two character-

istic emission frequencies 𝜈𝑚 and 𝜈𝑐 in the synchrotron spectrum.

For the fast cooling regime (𝜈𝑐 < 𝜈𝑚), the self absorption frequency
𝜈𝑎 is

𝜈𝑎 =



[
𝑐1𝑞𝑒𝑛𝑅

(3−𝑘 )𝐵𝛾5
𝑐

]3/5
𝜈𝑐 𝜈𝑎 < 𝜈𝑐 ,[

𝑐2𝑞𝑒𝑛𝑅

(3−𝑘 )𝐵𝛾5
𝑐

]1/3
𝜈𝑐 𝜈𝑐 < 𝜈𝑎 < 𝜈𝑚,[

𝑐2𝑞𝑒𝑛𝑅

(3−𝑘 )𝐵𝛾5
𝑐

]2/(𝑝+5) (
𝜈𝑚
𝜈𝑐

) (𝑝−1)/(𝑝+5)
𝜈𝑐 𝜈𝑚 < 𝜈𝑎 .

(11)

𝑐1 and 𝑐2 are coefficients dependent on 𝑝 (Wu et al. 2003). The
observed flux density 𝐹𝜈 is divided into the following three situations
(1)𝜈𝑎 < 𝜈𝑐 < 𝜈𝑚:

𝐹𝜈 = 𝐹𝜈,max



(
𝜈
𝜈𝑎

)2 (
𝜈𝑎
𝜈𝑐

)1/3
𝜈 < 𝜈𝑎 ,(

𝜈
𝜈𝑐

)1/3
𝜈𝑎 < 𝜈 < 𝜈𝑐 ,(

𝜈
𝜈𝑐

)−1/2
𝜈𝑐 < 𝜈 < 𝜈𝑚,(

𝜈𝑚
𝜈𝑐

)−1/2 (
𝜈
𝜈𝑚

)−𝑝/2
𝜈𝑚 < 𝜈.

(12)

(2)𝜈𝑐 < 𝜈𝑎 < 𝜈𝑚:

𝐹𝜈 = 𝐹𝜈,max



(
𝜈
𝜈𝑐

)2 (
𝜈𝑐
𝜈𝑎

)3
𝜈 < 𝜈𝑐 ,(

𝜈
𝜈𝑎

)5/2 (
𝜈𝑎
𝜈𝑐

)−1/2
𝜈𝑐 < 𝜈 < 𝜈𝑎 ,(

𝜈
𝜈𝑐

)−1/2
𝜈𝑎 < 𝜈 < 𝜈𝑚,(

𝜈𝑚
𝜈𝑐

)−1/2 (
𝜈
𝜈𝑚

)−𝑝/2
𝜈𝑚 < 𝜈.

(13)

(3)𝜈𝑐 < 𝜈𝑚 < 𝜈𝑎:

𝐹𝜈 = 𝐹𝜈,max



(
𝜈
𝜈𝑐

)2 (
𝜈𝑐
𝜈𝑎

)3 (
𝜈𝑎
𝜈𝑚

)−(𝑝−1)/2
𝜈 < 𝜈𝑐 ,(

𝜈
𝜈𝑎

)5/2 (
𝜈𝑎
𝜈𝑚

)−𝑝/2 (
𝜈𝑚
𝜈𝑐

)−1/2
𝜈𝑐 < 𝜈 < 𝜈𝑎 ,(

𝜈
𝜈𝑚

)−𝑝/2 (
𝜈𝑚
𝜈𝑐

)−1/2
𝜈𝑎 < 𝜈.

(14)

where 𝐹𝜈,max represents the peak flux density, which can be esti-
mated as

𝐹𝜈,max =
𝑁𝑒𝑃𝜈,max

4𝜋𝐷2
𝐿

, (15)

where 𝑁𝑒 is the total number of swept-up electrons in the post-
shock fluid (assuming a spherical geometry). 𝐷𝐿 is the luminosity
distance from the source to the observer. And in the slow cooling
regime(𝜈𝑐 > 𝜈𝑚), the self absorption frequency 𝜈𝑎 is:

𝜈𝑎 = 𝐹𝜈,max



[
𝑐1𝑞𝑒𝑛𝑅

(3−𝑘 )𝐵𝛾5
𝑐

]3/5
𝜈𝑚 𝜈𝑎 < 𝜈𝑚,[

𝑐2𝑞𝑒𝑛𝑅

(3−𝑘 )𝐵𝛾5
𝑐

]2/(𝑝+4)
𝜈𝑚 𝜈𝑚 < 𝜈𝑎 < 𝜈𝑐 ,[

𝑐2𝑞𝑒𝑛𝑅

(3−𝑘 )𝐵𝛾5
𝑐

]2/(𝑝+5) (
𝜈𝑐
𝜈𝑚

)1/(𝑝+5)
𝜈𝑚 𝜈𝑐 < 𝜈𝑎 .

(16)

And the flux in slow cooling regime is
(1)𝜈𝑎 < 𝜈𝑚 < 𝜈𝑐:

𝐹𝜈 = 𝐹𝜈,max



(
𝜈
𝜈𝑎

)2 (
𝜈𝑎
𝜈𝑚

)1/3
𝜈 < 𝜈𝑎 ,(

𝜈
𝜈𝑚

)1/3
𝜈𝑎 < 𝜈 < 𝜈𝑚,(

𝜈
𝜈𝑚

)−(𝑝−1)/2
𝐹𝜈,max 𝜈𝑚 < 𝜈 < 𝜈𝑐 ,(

𝜈
𝜈𝑚

)−(𝑝−1)/2 (
𝜈
𝜈𝑐

)−𝑝/2
𝜈𝑐 < 𝜈.

(17)
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(2)𝜈𝑚 < 𝜈𝑎 < 𝜈𝑐:

𝐹𝜈 = 𝐹𝜈,max



(
𝜈
𝜈𝑚

)2 (
𝜈𝑚
𝜈𝑎

) (𝑝+4)/2
𝐹𝜈,max 𝜈 < 𝜈𝑚,(

𝜈
𝜈𝑎

)5/2 (
𝜈𝑎
𝜈𝑚

)−(𝑝−1)/2
𝐹𝜈,max 𝜈𝑚 < 𝜈 < 𝜈𝑎 ,(

𝜈
𝜈𝑚

)−(𝑝−1)/2
𝐹𝜈,max 𝜈𝑎 < 𝜈 < 𝜈𝑐 ,(

𝜈
𝜈𝑚

)−(𝑝−1)/2 (
𝜈
𝜈𝑐

)−𝑝/2
𝐹𝜈,max 𝜈𝑐 < 𝜈.

(18)

(3)𝜈𝑚 < 𝜈𝑐 < 𝜈𝑎:

𝐹𝜈 = 𝐹𝜈,max



(
𝜈
𝜈𝑚

)2 (
𝜈𝑚
𝜈𝑎

) (𝑝+4)/2 (
𝜈𝑎
𝜈𝑐

)−1/2
𝜈 < 𝜈𝑚,(

𝜈
𝜈𝑎

)5/2 (
𝜈𝑎
𝜈𝑐

)−𝑝/2 (
𝜈𝑐
𝜈𝑚

)−(𝑝−1)/2
𝜈𝑚 < 𝜈 < 𝜈𝑎 ,(

𝜈
𝜈𝑐

)−𝑝/2 (
𝜈𝑐
𝜈𝑚

)−(𝑝−1)/2
𝜈𝑎 < 𝜈.

(19)

For an off-axis observer, the observed flux needs to be corrected
by1 (Granot et al. 2002)

𝐹𝜈 = 𝑎3𝐹𝜈/𝑎 (𝑎𝑡) , (20)

with a factor

𝑎 =
1 − 𝛽

1 − 𝛽 cos 𝜃obs
≈ 1

1 + 𝛾2𝜃2
obs

, (21)

where 𝜃obs is the angle between LOS and the jet. In this work, if the
LOS pass through the 𝑖−th element of the jet, we take 𝜃obs,i = 0,
otherwise, we take the angle between the LOS and the nearest edge
of the 𝑖−th element as 𝜃obs,i. Overall, the total radiation flux can be
calculated as

𝐹𝜈 (𝑡) =
𝑁∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑎3
𝑖 𝐹𝜈/𝑎𝑖 (𝑎𝑖 𝑡) . (22)

2.2 Semi-analytical Formalism

In addition to the numerical approach, Granot (2005) presented a
semi-analytical technique for characterizing the afterglow of GRBs
with a structured jet, although their work only considered the jet’s
polar angle (𝜃) dependence. Considering that semi-analytical results
can help us better understand the properties of light curve results,
such as the peak time and the rising and decaying slopes, we have
also provided a semi-analytical formalism for the non-axisymmetric
jet model. To model the afterglow of a relativistic jet structured with
azimuthal variation, akin to the methodology described in Section
2.1, we divide the entire jet into𝑁 segments along the azimuthal angle
and analyze them independently using the methodology outlined in
Granot (2005).

For each independent element, the evolution of the bulk-motion
Lorentz factor 𝛾 can be approximately expressed as a function of
ejecta’s radius 𝑅, which reads as (Blandford & McKee 1976):

𝛾 (𝑅) ≈
{
𝛾0 𝑅 < 𝑅dec,

𝛾0 (𝑅/𝑅dec)−(3−𝑘 )/2 𝑅 > 𝑅dec,
(23)

where 𝛾0 is the initial bulk-motion Lorentz factor and 𝑅dec is the

1 For more precise results, it is better to calculate the flux for a given ob-
servation angle throughout the flux calculation (e.g, Lamb et al. 2018; Fraĳa
et al. 2020; Ryan et al. 2020; Nedora et al. 2023).

Table 1. Indexes 𝑎 and 𝑏 at different power-law segments (PLSs) of the spec-
trum. 𝑝 represents the power-law index for the electron energy distribution.

PLS 𝛽 𝛼(𝑅 < 𝑅dec) 𝛼(𝑅 > 𝑅dec)

D 1/3 3 − 𝑘/2 3 − 4𝑘/3
E 1/3 11/3 − 2𝑘 (5 − 4𝑘 ) /3
F −1/2 2 − 3𝑘/4 (5 − 2𝑘 ) /4
G (1 − 𝑝) /2 3 − 𝑘 (𝑝 + 5) /4 [15 − 9𝑝 − 2𝑘 (3 − 𝑝) ] /4
H −𝑝/2 2 − 𝑘 (𝑝 + 2) /4 [14 − 9𝑝 + 2𝑘 (𝑝 − 2) ] /4

deceleration radius. Before the deceleration time (𝑇 < 𝑇dec), the
observed flux (for an off-axis observer) can be calculated as

𝐹𝜈 (𝑇) =
2𝛾0𝐿

′
𝜈/2𝛾0

[𝑅𝐿 (𝑇)]

4𝜋𝐷2
𝐿

∫ 1

0
𝑑𝑥𝑥1+𝛼−𝛽 Δ𝜙 (𝑥)

2𝜋

=
2𝛾0𝐿

′
𝜈/2𝛾0

(𝑅dec)

4𝜋𝐷2
𝐿

(
𝑇

𝑇dec

)𝛼 ∫ 1

0
𝑑𝑥𝑥1+𝛼−𝛽 Δ𝜙 (𝑥)

2𝜋
.

(24)

while after that (𝑇 > 𝑇dec) the flux reads as

𝐹𝜈 (𝑇) =
2𝛾0𝐿

′
𝜈/2𝛾0

(𝑅dec)

4𝜋𝐷2
𝐿

{(
𝑇

𝑇dec

)𝛽−2

×
∫ 1

0
𝑑𝑦𝑦1+𝛼−𝛽 Δ𝜙 (𝑦)

2𝜋
+ 𝑥

−𝛼+(1−𝛽) (3−𝑘 )/2
dec

×
∫ 1

𝑥dec
𝑑𝑥𝑥𝛼−2+(3−𝛽) (5−𝑘 )/2

[
1 + 3 (3 − 𝑘) 𝑥4−𝑘

4 − 𝑘

]𝛽−2
Δ𝜙 (𝑥)

2𝜋

}
,

(25)

where the power-law indices𝛼 and 𝛽 change between different power-
law segments (PLSs) of the spectrum, which are listed in Table 1
(Granot & Sari 2002). The integral variables are defined as 𝑥 = 𝑅/𝑅𝐿

and 𝑦 = 𝑅/𝑅dec, thus 𝑥dec = 𝑅dec/𝑅𝐿 . 𝛾𝐿 and 𝑅𝐿 (𝑇) are the Lorentz
factor and radius when a photon is emitted and reaches the observer
at time 𝑇 in the observer’s frame. We have

𝑅𝐿 (𝑇) = 2𝑐𝑇
1 + 𝑧


𝛾2

0 𝑇 ≤ 𝑇dec,
(4−𝑘 )𝛾2

𝐿

1+(4−𝑘 )𝑥4−𝑘
dec

𝑇 > 𝑇dec.
(26)

where 𝑧 is the red shift of the source. 𝐿′
𝜈′ represents the specific

luminosity of the afterglow in the jet’s comoving frame, where 𝜈′ ≈
𝜈/2𝛾0, while 𝜈 is defined in the observer’s frame. The coefficient
in front of the time term in Equation 24 and 25 is approximately
equal to the flux density at the deceleration time 𝐹𝜈 (𝑇dec), where
the deceleration time can be calculate by

𝑇dec =

{
90.5 (1 + 𝑧) 𝑛−1/3𝐸1/3

iso,52𝛾
−8/3
0,2 𝑠 𝑘 = 0,

0.3 (1 + 𝑧) 𝐴−1
∗ 𝐸iso,52𝛾

−4
0,2𝑠 𝑘 = 2,

(27)

After performing individual computation of the on-axis radiation
flux for each element, the summation of radiation flux emanating
from all elements in a specified LOS direction can be ascertained
through the utilization of formulas 20 to 22, analogous to the numer-
ical approach.

3 NON-AXISYMMETRIC JET AFTERGLOW

With the formula introduced in Section 2, here we calculate the light
curves of the afterglows in some specific cases. In this section, we
only consider uniform interstellar media (𝑘 = 0).

MNRAS 000, 1–9 (0000)
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Figure 2. The schematic diagrams depict the cross-sectional view of a two-
element jet with a half-open angle 𝜃j = 0.2. The positions of the LOS,
represented by 𝜃obs, are indicated on the 𝑥-axis to illustrate the relative
arrangements.

3.1 Two-element jet with interface in the plane containing the
LOS

The simplest non-axisymmetric jet structure is characterized by a
sharp interface between two distinct elements resulting from varia-
tions of the physical parameters 𝛾0 and 𝐸iso at different azimuth 𝜙.
Assume it is uniform in 𝜃 direction and has a well-defined interface.
In order to explore the effects of the physical parameters of two ele-
ments on the light variation curve more clearly, we first considered
a special case that the plane of interface contains the LOS. On the
𝑥 − 𝑦 plane, the projection of the interface is along the 𝑥-axis. This
structure can be mathematically described as

𝛾0 =

{
𝛾01 −𝜋 < 𝜙 < 0,
𝛾02 others,

(28)

and

𝐸iso =

{
𝐸iso,1 −𝜋 < 𝜙 < 0,
𝐸iso,2 others.

(29)

Figure 2 shows the cross section for the two-element jet discussed in
this paper.

The light curves with different bulk-motion Lorentz factors for the
jet are shown in Figure 3. Specifically, we fix the bulk-motion Lorentz
factor for one element at 𝛾01 = 100, while systematically increasing
the value of the other element from 20 to 100. In the plot, we set
𝐸iso1 = 1050ergs and 𝐸iso2 = 1051ergs, a jet’s half opening angle
of 𝜃j = 0.2, electron power-law distribution spectral index of 𝑝 =

2.2, interstellar medium particle number density of 𝑛 = 0.1cm−3,
and microphysics shock parameters, i.e., the electron and magnetic
energy fraction parameters 𝜖𝑒 = 0.1 and 𝜖𝐵 = 0.001. As an example,
we consider an observation frequency of 𝜈obs = 8.22× 1014 Hz. The
results indicate that the asymmetry of the Lorentz factors in the jet
can significantly affect the shape of the afterglow light curve. For an
on-axis observer, when the asymmetry reaches a certain level, the
light curve exhibits two distinct peaks. As the asymmetry becomes
stronger, the time interval between the two peaks gradually increases.
For an off-axis observer, the asymmetry of the Lorentz factors in
the jet usually results in wiggling during the rising phase, without
exhibiting a clear double-peak structure.

Figure 4 illustrates the impact of the isotropic energy 𝐸iso for
each element on the afterglow’s light curve. Similarly, we fixed the
𝐸iso,1 = 1050ergs for one element and vary the other from 1050ergs
to 1052ergs. And we fix the initial Lorentz factor of two elements at
𝛾01 = 100 and 𝛾02 = 50, with all other parameters identical to those
in Figure 3. The results indicate that the asymmetry of the isotropic
energy in the jet can also alter the shape of the afterglow light curve.
For a given asymmetry in the Lorentz factor of the jet, the larger

the energy of the slower portion, the later and brighter the second
peak appears in the light curve. For an off-axis observer, although the
double-peak structure disappears, the wiggling of the rising segment
of the light curve becomes more pronounced with increasing energy
of the slower element.

3.2 Two-element jet whose interface in the plane intersecting
with the LOS

In most cases, the interface plane between the two elements of the
jet will not contain the LOS. In such cases, we denote the azimuth of
the interface on the jet’s spherical coordinate system relative to the
LOS as Φ (see Figure 5). Equations 28 and 29 could be generalized
as

𝛾0 =

{
𝛾01 −𝜋 +Φ < 𝜙 < Φ,

𝛾02 others,
(30)

and

𝐸iso =

{
𝐸iso1 −𝜋 +Φ < 𝜙 < Φ,

𝐸iso2 others.
(31)

Figure 5 shows the schematic picture for the cases when Φ ≠ 0.
In this scenario, the shape of the light curve depends not only on the

physical parameters of two elements, but also on the values of Φ and
𝜃obs. Figure 6 shows the light curves of afterglows with varyingΦ and
𝜃obs. We adopt a fixed value of 𝜃j = 0.1, whilst allowing 𝜃obs to vary
between 0 and 0.3. And we compare the casesΦ = 𝜋/4 andΦ = 𝜋/2.
We set the initial Lorentz factors as 𝛾01 = 100 and 𝛾02 = 20, and the
isotropic energy as 𝐸iso,1 = 1050ergs and 𝐸iso,2 = 1052ergs. Other
parameters are identical to those in Figure 3.

In figure 6(a) and 6(b), we assume the LOS is more inclined
towards the element with a larger Lorentz factor. In this case, when
𝜃obs < 𝜃j, the light curve contains two distinct peaks, with the first
peak being less affected by changes in Φ and 𝜃obs. The second peak
will appear delayed and weakened as Φ and 𝜃obs increases. On the
other hand, when 𝜃obs > 𝜃j, both peaks will appear delayed and
weakened as 𝜃obs increases. Moreover, the variation of Φ can further
affect the second peak.

Figures 6(c) and 6(d) show the light curves when the LOS leans
towards to the element with lower Lorentz factor. In this case, when
𝜃obs < 𝜃j, the light curve often only contains one peak that appears
relatively later, and the original first peak will become a small bump
in the rising stage, which will gradually disappear with the further
increase of Φ. On the other hand, when 𝜃obs > 𝜃j, the light curve will
be dominated by the contribution from the element with the lower
Lorentz factor. The other element may or may not produce a bump in
the rising stage, depending on the specific energy and velocity ratios
between the two elements.

3.3 More than 2 elements in the jet

For more complex asymmetric structures, the jet may be divided into
multiple elements with 𝑁 > 2. These individual elements exhibit
differences in both 𝛾0 and 𝐸iso, which consequently leads to time-
varying afterglow radiation observable by the observer. In principle,
each element could produce a distinct peak, with the timing and
magnitude of the peak dependent on the energy, velocity, and LOS of
the corresponding element. The superposition of multiple radiation
components can result in various intriguing types of light curves:
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(a) Numerical approach
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(b) Semi-analytical approach

Figure 3. The afterglow’s light curves for a two-component jet with the bulk-motion Lorentz factor for one element being fixed at 𝛾01 = 100, while the other
is varying from 20 to 100. The different color represent different value of 𝛾02. And we use the solid line and dash line to distinct the on-axis observation and
off-axis observation.
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Figure 4. The afterglow’s light curves for a two-element jet with theisotropic energy for one element being fixed at 𝐸iso,1 = 1050ergs and the other is varying
from 1050ergs to 1052ergs. The different color represent different value of 𝐸iso,2. And we use the solid line and dash line to distinct the on-axis observation and
off-axis observation.
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Figure 5. The diagrams of a two-element jet with interface at an arbitrary 𝜙.

• when the LOS is aligned with the axis of the jet and there are
significant differences in the physical parameters of each element,
the light curve may exhibit multiple distinct peaks;

• when the LOS is aligned with the axis of the jet and there
are significant differences in the velocities of each element while
the energy differences remain small, the light curve may exhibit a
plateau;

• when the LOS is inclined towards the faster-moving elements,
the peak of the light curve appears earlier, and in the later stage,
there is a possibility of either a re-brightening or the absence of a
re-brightening, depending on the energy magnitude of the slower-
moving elements;

• when the LOS is inclined towards the slower-moving elements,
the peak of the light curve appears later, and in the early rising
phase, there is a possibility of encountering some fluctuations or not
encountering any fluctuations, depending on the energy magnitude
of the fast-moving elements;

• when the LOS is significantly larger than the jet opening angle,
the peak of the light curve appears later. In the rising and falling
phases, there is a possibility of encountering some fluctuations or not
encountering any fluctuations, primarily determined by the elements
closer to the LOS.

As an example, we study a complicated structure with four ele-
ments. The schematic picture is shown in Figure 7. The four elements
are equally distributed at different azimuth ranges, with different 𝛾0
and 𝐸iso values. Its structure is mathematically defined as,

𝛾0 =


𝛾01 −𝜋/2 < 𝜙 < 0,
𝛾02 0 < 𝜙 < 𝜋/2,
𝛾03 𝜋/2 < 𝜙 < 𝜋,

𝛾04 −𝜋 < 𝜙 < −𝜋/2,

(32)

and

𝐸iso =


𝐸iso1 −𝜋/2 < 𝜙 < 0,
𝐸iso2 0 < 𝜙 < 𝜋/2,
𝐸iso3 𝜋/2 < 𝜙 < 𝜋,

𝐸iso4 −𝜋 < 𝜙 < −𝜋/2.

(33)

Figures 8 illustrate the afterglows from a four-element jet. For Case
I (see figures 8(a) and 8(b)), we set the initial Lorentz factor of the
four elements as 𝛾01 = 20, 𝛾02 = 50, 𝛾03 = 75, and 𝛾04 = 110
respectively. And their isotropic energies are 𝐸iso,1 = 1053ergs,
𝐸iso,2 = 1052ergs, 𝐸iso,3 = 1051.3ergs and 𝐸iso,4 = 1050ergs re-
spectively. And 𝜃j = 0.1. Other parameters are consistent with those
in section 3.1. We have analyzed the situations from five different
LOS: 1) when 𝜃obs = 0, the jet exhibits a characteristic light curve

with four distinct peaks; 2) when 𝜃obs = 0.09, 𝜙 = 𝜋 (i.e. the LOS
is within the jet and more inclined towards elements with higher
Lorentz factors), the light curve exhibits two prominent main peaks,
followed by a weaker re-brightening period with noticeable fluctua-
tions in its slope; 3) when 𝜃obs = 0.15, 𝜙 = 𝜋 (i.e. the LOS is outside
the jet and more inclined towards elements with higher Lorentz fac-
tors), the light curve reveals two clear peaks, both exhibiting changes
in slope during the rising phase; 4) when 𝜃obs = 0.09, 𝜙 = 0 (i.e. the
LOS is inside the jet and more inclined towards elements with lower
Lorentz factors), the light curve displays two peaks at relatively late
time; 5) when 𝜃obs = 0.15, 𝜙 = 0 (i.e. the LOS is outside the jet and
more inclined towards elements with lower Lorentz factors), there
is only one peak at late time with wiggling feature during the rising
phase.

For Case II (see figures 8(c) and 8(d)), we selected four elements
with Lorentz factors 𝛾01 = 20, 𝛾02 = 27, 𝛾03 = 40, and 𝛾04 = 70,
and isotropic energies 𝐸iso,1 = 1051.8ergs, 𝐸iso,2 = 1051.5ergs,
𝐸iso,3 = 1051.2ergs, and 𝐸iso,4 = 1050.9ergs. The differences in
Lorentz factor and isotropic energy between these elements are not
significant. Compared to Case I, when 𝜃obs = 0, the light curve does
not exhibit clear four peaks, but rather a flattened shape near the peak.
When 𝜃obs = 0.09 and 𝜃obs = 0.15, the impact of the observation an-
gle on the light curve resembles that of Case I. Nonetheless, due to the
marginal disparity in the physical parameters of each component, the
perturbations in the light curve are comparatively attenuated. Con-
sequently, certain peaks have been mitigated to minor fluctuations or
have even ceased to manifest.

4 CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this study, we intend to conduct a first step analysis of the potential
characteristics of gamma-ray burst afterglows within the framework
of non-axisymmetric structured jets, where the physical parameters
vary along the azimuthal direction. To accomplish this, we simplify
the profile of the asymmetric jet as a step function of the azimuth
𝜙, dividing the entire jet into 𝑁 individual elements. Each element
is considered to be uniform and independent. The total light curve
of the afterglow, driven by the entire jet, is approximately estimated
by superimposing the light curve associated with each individual
element.

By considering specific cases with 𝑁 = 2 and 𝑁 = 4, we find
that the velocity, energy, and line-of-sight direction of each element
can significantly impact the behavior of the overall light curve. The
radiative contributions from multiple elements may result in the
appearance of multiple distinct peaks or plateaus in the light curve.
Or in some cases only a small number of peaks, but there are clear
signs of fluctuations in the rising and declining segments of each
peak.

It is worth noting that if some simple variations appear in the GRB
afterglow light curve, such as a single re-brightening feature, they
could also potentially be generated by axisymmetric structured jet
(e.g., two component jet model; Huang et al. 2004; Peng et al. 2005;
Wu et al. 2005; Beniamini et al. 2020). However, if the light curve
shows more intricate patterns, such as multiple peaks or plateaus,
the explanation relying on axisymmetric structured jets becomes
challenging, since it is generally difficult for axisymmetric structures
to exhibit a variety of discrete energy/velocity distribution patterns.
The accumulated dataset of GRB optical afterglow currently exhibits
a significant number of sources displaying indications of multiple
peak and plateau configurations (Li et al. 2012). In the future, detailed
fitting of our model to these sources holds the potential to enhance
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Figure 6. The light curves of afterglows with varying Φ and 𝜃obs. Different color represent different values of 𝜃obs, and different styles of lines represent different
values of Φ.

our comprehension of the structural characteristics of GRB jets.
On the other hand, in the future, conducting additional numerical
simulations, similar to Lamb et al. (2022), that incorporate the effects
of jet precession or non-uniform jet dissipation, will contribute to the
verification of the physical origin of non-axisymmetric jets.
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(b) Case I (semi-analytic approach)
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(c) Case II (numcrical approach)
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(d) Case II (semi-analytic approach)

Figure 8. The light curves of afterglows for a four-element jet, with the parameters between each element exhibiting discernible differences (Case I) or
inconspicuous differences (Case II). Different colors represent different 𝜃obs values. For 𝜃obs = 0.09 and 𝜃obs = 0.15, the solid and dashed lines indicate that
the LOS is more inclined towards elements with higher Lorentz factors or lower Lorentz factors.
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