
MNRAS 000, 1–10 (2025) Preprint 19 February 2025 Compiled using MNRAS LATEX style file v3.3

Reverse and forward shock afterglow emission from steep jets viewed off
axis

Ernazar Abdikamalov1,2★ and Paz Beniamini3,4,5†
1Department of Physics, Nazarbayev University, 53 Kabanbay Batyr Ave, Astana 010000, Kazakhstan
2Energetic Cosmos Laboratory, Nazarbayev University, 53 Kabanbay Batyr Ave, Astana 010000, Kazakhstan
3Department of Natural Sciences, The Open University of Israel, PO Box 808, Ra’anana 4353701, Israel
4Astrophysics Research Center of the Open university (ARCO), The Open University of Israel, PO Box 808, Ra’anana 4353701, Israel
5Department of Physics, The George Washington University, 725 21st Street NW, Washington, DC 20052, USA

Accepted XXX. Received YYY; in original form ZZZ

ABSTRACT
We study the morphology of gamma-ray burst (GRB) afterglows viewed off-axis using a simplified analytical model. We consider
steep jets, which are expected to be the most common type. These jets, characterized by steep lateral gradients in energy and
Lorentz factor, produce highly beamed emission. The observed signal is dominated by their minimum visible angle at any given
time. Consequently, the afterglow morphology depends on when this angle begins to decrease, revealing the inner regions of the
jet. Depending on whether this decrease occurs before, at, or after the reverse shock crosses the ejecta, three distinct classes of
light curves emerge. In the first scenario, the de-beamed emission can produce a rapidly rising signal even prior to the reverse
shock crossing. This is expected in GRBs with long duration, low energy, dense circumburst media, or combinations thereof. In
some cases, the ejecta shell can be considered as effectively thick in the inner regions and effectively thin in the outer regions.
For forward shocks, the temporal slopes in both regimes are identical, which makes it hard to detect the transition. Reverse
shocks, however, have distinct temporal slopes, allowing potential detection of the transition in light curves if their emission
surpasses that of the forward shock. The characteristic synchrotron frequency of de-beamed emission evolves independently of
jet structure for forward shocks but depends on the lateral energy and Lorentz factor gradients for the reverse shock, with slower
evolution for steep energy and shallow Lorentz factor gradients.

Key words: radiation mechanisms: general – gamma-ray burst: general.

1 INTRODUCTION

As the GRB jet interacts with the circumstellar medium, two shocks
are formed: the forward shock (FS), which propagates into the exter-
nal medium, heating and accelerating it, and the reverse shock (RS),
which moves backward into the ejecta, heating and decelerating it
(e.g., Sari & Piran 1995; Mészáros & Rees 1997). The electrons
accelerated by these shocks produce the afterglow emission (e.g.,
Sari et al. 1998; Sari & Piran 1999; Kobayashi 2000; Zhang et al.
2006; Pe’er & Wĳers 2006). These afterglows, observable from X-
ray to radio wavelengths, evolve over timescales from seconds to
years, providing probes of jet dynamics, energetics, and surrounding
environments (Frail et al. 2001; Li et al. 2012; Zhao et al. 2020).

The evolution of the ejecta depends on whether the RS becomes
relativistic before traversing the ejecta or remains sub-relativistic
(Sari & Piran 1995). The former occurs in ‘thick shells’, while the
latter takes place in ‘thin shells’ (Zhang et al. 2022). In thick shells,
the RS becomes relativistic and significantly decelerates the ejecta.
By the time the RS crosses the shell, most of the ejecta kinetic energy
has been transferred to the shocked external medium (Sari 1997). In
contrast, for thin shells, the RS remains sub-relativistic, resulting in
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negligible deceleration of the ejecta. However, as the RS crosses the
shell, the FS sweeps up sufficient material to transfer most of the
ejecta initial kinetic energy to the external medium (e.g., Kobayashi
et al. 1999). Following shock crossing, the ejecta transitions into a
decelerating self-similar expansion phase (e.g., Piran et al. 1993).

For a jet with Lorentz factor Γ, relativistic beaming confines emis-
sion to a cone with a half-angle of Γ−1 (e.g., Sari et al. 1999; Woods
& Loeb 1999; Yamazaki et al. 2002). Observers can detect emis-
sion only if they are within the beaming cone of the emitting region
(Granot et al. 2002). Consequently, although GRBs are randomly
oriented (e.g., Rhoads 1997), we are likely to observe jets that are
on-axis or slightly off-axis (Nakar et al. 2002; Beniamini & Nakar
2019). As the jet decelerates, however, the beaming angle widens,
revealing further regions on longer time scales (Granot et al. 2005;
Granot 2005). Studying these events is important for understanding
the full GRB population and jet structures (Huang et al. 2004; Lamb
et al. 2021a; Duque et al. 2022; Li et al. 2024). For a recent review,
see Salafia & Ghirlanda (2022).

The detection of gravitational waves from the neutron star merger
GW170817, along with the subsequent GRB, provides strong evi-
dence for an off-axis viewing scenario (Abbott et al. 2017; Granot
et al. 2017; Lazzati et al. 2017; Lamb & Kobayashi 2017; Gill &
Granot 2018; Kathirgamaraju et al. 2018). Initially, off-axis viewing
resulted in faint early emission due to relativistic beaming, but as
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the jet decelerated and its emission spread, radiation from the in-
ner, more luminous regions became observable (Mooley et al. 2018;
Ghirlanda et al. 2019; Margutti et al. 2018; Troja et al. 2018; Hajela
et al. 2019). Future simultaneous electromagnetic and gravitational
wave observations (e.g., Beniamini et al. 2019; Keinan & Arcavi
2024) will enable more detailed studies.

There have been numerous efforts to study the off-axis light curves
and angular structure of jets through analytical methods (e.g., Rossi
et al. 2002; Granot & Kumar 2003; Kumar & Granot 2003; Panaitescu
& Kumar 2003; Rossi et al. 2004; Granot et al. 2005; Eichler & Gra-
not 2006; Beniamini et al. 2020, 2022) and numerical modeling (e.g.,
De Colle et al. 2012a; Alexander et al. 2018; Granot et al. 2018; Lamb
& Kobayashi 2018; Lazzati et al. 2018; Xie et al. 2018; Ryan et al.
2020; Gottlieb et al. 2022). Despite significant progress, important
gaps remain. First, in thick-shell GRBs, the jet begins decelerating
as soon as the RS becomes relativistic, even before the RS crosses
the ejecta. This deceleration can be significant, especially for GRBs
with very long durations, low energies, or those in dense circumburst
environments (or combinations of these factors). The observational
signatures of this phase have not been explored thoroughly. Addi-
tionally, while recent studies advances our understanding of off-axis
RS emission (Fraĳa et al. 2019; Lamb & Kobayashi 2019; Gill &
Granot 2023; Pang & Dai 2024a,b), the full parameter space remains
uncharted. This work aims to bridge these gaps.

While numerical modeling offers detailed insights, it is constrained
by the significant computational cost of exploring vast parameter
spaces and the degeneracies among intrinsic parameters, which can
obscure their individual contributions to light curves. In contrast,
the simplicity of analytical modeling enables more efficient explo-
ration of the parameter space while offering deeper insights into the
underlying physical dependencies. In our work, we adopt the latter
approach.

We study the morphology of off-axis light curves from steep jets.
Such jets, which are expected to be common, are characterized by
steep gradients in energy and Lorentz factor, where emission from
smaller viewing angles dominates over that from larger angles. Con-
sequently, the observed signal primarily originates from the mini-
mum visible angle, a key assumption of our model. We study light
curves from FS and RS and explore how they depend on the jet
parameters and viewing angle. The morphology depends on when
the minimum visible angle decreases. This timing, relative to the
reverse shock crossing, creates three light curve classes. If the de-
crease occurs early, a rapidly rising signal can appear before the
shock crossing. Some ejecta may behave as a thick shell in the inner
regions and a thin shell in the wings. We find that while FS light
curves exhibit identical temporal slopes, RS light curves display dis-
tinct slopes between thick and thin shells. This distinction suggests
that the transition may be detectable in light curves, provided the RS
emission rises above that of the FS.

This paper is organized as follows: Section 2 outlines our method-
ology, Section 3 presents the results, and Section 4 provides conclu-
sion.

2 METHOD

2.1 Jet dynamics

We assume that the initial kinetic energy per unit solid angle, 𝜖 ,
and Lorentz factor, Γ0, are given by smoothly broken power-law

functions:

𝜖 (𝜃)
𝜖c

= Θ−𝑎 ,
Γ0 (𝜃) − 1
Γc,0 − 1

= Θ−𝑏 , Θ ≡

√︄
1 +

(
𝜃

𝜃c

)2
, (1)

where 𝜃 is the angle from the jet’s axis and 𝜃c is the half-opening
angle of the jet core. The key advantage of this simple prescription is
that it enables independent variation of the angular profiles of energy
and Lorentz factor, which allows us to investigate their individual
effects on their off-axis signal. We assume that the circumstellar
medium density is described by 𝜌 = 𝐴𝑅−𝑘 .

For thin shells, where the RS remains sub-relativistic, the ejecta
experiences little deceleration prior to shock crossing. As a result,
the Lorentz factor at shock crossing, ΓΔ (𝜃), remains equal to the
initial Lorentz factor, Γ0 (𝜃) (Yi et al. 2013). Deceleration begins
only after the RS traverses the shell, which takes place at (Beniamini
et al. 2020)

𝑡tn
Δ
(𝜃) =

[
(3 − 𝑘)𝜖 (𝜃)

23−𝑘𝑐5−𝑘𝐴Γ0 (𝜃)2(4−𝑘 )

] 1
3−𝑘

= 𝑡tnc,ΔΘ
2(4−𝑘)𝑏−𝑎

3−𝑘 , (2)

where 𝑡tnc,Δ is the shock crossing time for the jet core. Unlike thin
shells, the shock crossing time for thick shells, which we denote 𝑡tk

Δ
,

is independent of angle. Due to this reason, 𝑡tkc,Δ = 𝑡tk
Δ

≈ Δ0/𝑐 for
thick shells, where Δ0 is the initial width of the shell. To distinguish
between thin and thick shells, the notation 𝑡tn

Δ
(𝜃) will denote the

shock crossing time for thin shells, whereas 𝑡tk
Δ

will represent the
shock crossing time for thick shells. The notations 𝑡Δ and 𝑡c,Δ will
represent contexts applicable to both cases.

The thick shells begin decelerating before shock crossing when
the RS becomes relativistic at

𝑡N (𝜃) = 𝑡tk
Δ

[
ΓΔ (𝜃)
Γ0 (𝜃)

] 2(4−𝑘)
2−𝑘

= 𝑡tk
Δ

[
Γc,Δ
Γc,0

] 2(4−𝑘)
2−𝑘

Θ
2(4−𝑘)𝑏−𝑎

2−𝑘 , (3)

where

ΓΔ (𝜃) =
[
𝑙 (𝜃)
Δ0

] 3−𝑘
2(4−𝑘)

=

[
𝑙c
Δ0

] 3−𝑘
2(4−𝑘)

Θ
−𝑎

2(4−𝑘) = Γc,ΔΘ
−𝑎

2(4−𝑘) . (4)

ΓΔ (𝜃) represents the critical Lorentz factor that marks the transition
between the thin-shell regime (Γ0 < ΓΔ) and the thick-shell regime
(Γ0 > ΓΔ). 𝑙 (𝜃) is the angle-dependent Sedov length,

𝑙 (𝜃) =
[
(3 − 𝑘)𝜖 (𝜃)
4𝜋𝐴𝑚p𝑐2

]1/(3−𝑘 )

= 𝑙cΘ
−𝑎
3−𝑘 , (5)

where 𝑙c is the Sedov length for the jet core.
For some parameters, the ejecta can exhibit thick-shell behavior

in the inner regions and thin-shell behavior in the outer regions
(Pang & Dai 2024b). The thick shell approximation is valid for
Γ0 (𝜃) > ΓΔ (𝜃). This condition is violated at angle

𝜃tr ≈ 𝜃c

(
Γc,0
Γc,Δ

) 2(4−𝑘)
2(4−𝑘)𝑏−𝑎

, (6)

which represents the boundary between thin and thick shells.
Assuming adiabatic evolution without lateral spreading, the LF

before and after shock crossing can be expressed as

Γ(𝜃, 𝑡) = Γc,ΔΘ
−𝑏p

(
𝑡

𝑡c,Δ

)−𝑔
. (7)

The values of 𝑔 and 𝑏p before and after shock crossing are summa-
rized in Table A1. Notably, for all cases except the thin shell RS,
𝑏p = 𝑎/2(4 − 𝑘), meaning it depends solely on 𝑎, which governs
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Afterglows from steep jets viewed off axis 3

the angular energy profile, and is independent of 𝑏, the parameter
controlling the angular profile of the initial Lorentz factor. Instead,
for the thin shell RS, 𝑏p depends on both 𝑎 and 𝑏,

𝑏p =
𝑎(7 − 2𝑘) − 2𝑏(4 − 𝑘)

4(𝑘2 − 7𝑘 + 12)
, (8)

a distinction with important implications, as we discuss below.
We assume that the post-shock-crossing evolution of the jet fol-

lows the Blandford & McKee (1976) solution. While it provides
an excellent approximation for thick shells (Kobayashi et al. 1999),
for thin-shell shocked ejecta, where the RS is sub-relativistic, it is
not strictly valid. However, it still provides a good estimate for the
temporal evolution of the Lorentz factor (Kobayashi & Sari 2000),
which is the key factor governing off-axis emission. Since our work
focuses on the qualitative aspects of light curves, the accuracy of this
solution is sufficient for our purposes. Furthermore, this solution is
the only one available for any value of 𝑘 , which allows us to perform
a detailed parameter study.

2.2 De-beamed emission

For an observer at 𝜃obs, the smallest visible angle 𝜃min can be obtained
from the equation

𝜃obs − 𝜃min = Γ(𝜃min, 𝑡)−1. (9)

For 𝜃min ≫ 𝜃c, Eq. (7) can be written as

Γ(𝜃min, 𝑡) ∝ 𝜃min (𝑡)−𝑏p 𝑡−𝑔 . (10)

For 𝜃min (𝑡) ≪ 𝜃obs, 𝜃obs − 𝜃min (𝑡) ≈ 𝜃obs, so Eq (10) leads to
Γ(𝜃min, 𝑡) = const. Combining this with Eq. (10), we obtain (Gill &
Granot 2018)

𝜃min (𝑡) ∝ 𝑡−𝑔/𝑏p . (11)

The angle 𝜃min (𝑡) increases with time for 𝑏p > 0, which is the case
for thick shells (for both FS and RS) and for thin-shell FSs. However,
for thin-shell RSs, 𝑏p is negative for 𝑏 > 𝑎(7 − 2𝑘)/2(4 − 𝑘), so
𝜃min (𝑡) given by Eq. (11) increases with time. This is an artifact of
the approximations used to derive Eq. (11) and it does not occur in the
numerical solution of Eq. (9). Furthermore, observational data do not
support this parameter space (Beniamini & Nakar 2019). Therefore,
we exclude it from our analysis.

To calculate de-beamed emission, we first derive the expressions
for the flux by separating the dependencies on 𝜃 and 𝑡 (Gill & Granot
2018). For the commonly observed spectral regime 𝜈m < 𝜈 < 𝜈c, the
flux is given by (Sari et al. 1998; Granot & Sari 2002)1

𝐹𝜈 ∝ 𝑓Ω𝐹𝜈,max𝜈
(𝑝−1)/2
m , (12)

where 𝑝 is the power-law index for the distribution of accelerated
electrons and 𝑓Ω ∼ 𝜃2Γ(𝜃, 𝑡)2 is the beaming correction factor (Gill
& Granot 2018).

We now express 𝐹𝜈,max and 𝜈m in terms of energy, initial Lorentz
factor, shock crossing time, and the observer time. These dependen-
cies are provided in Yi et al. (2013) and summarized in Table A2
for completeness. Subsequently, we express energy as ∝ 𝜃−𝑎 and the
initial Lorentz factor as ∝ 𝜃−𝑏 , leading to an expression for 𝐹𝜈 in the
form

𝐹𝜈 ∝ 𝜃𝜁 𝑡𝜏 , (13)

1 The expressions for other spectral regimes can be obtained using similar
method as that applied to the 𝜈m < 𝜈 < 𝜈c regime, so, for clarity, we present
the calculation process only for this case.

10 2 10 1 100 101 102 103 104 105

t/t

10 2

10 1

m
in

(t)

A B C

Figure 1. Evolution of 𝜃min (𝑡 ) for cases A, B, and C. In case A, 𝜃min (𝑡 )
decreases before shock crossing. This occurs in thick shells where the jet
decelerates pre-shock. In case B, 𝜃min (𝑡 ) decreases at shock crossing, which
occurs for thin shells where deceleration starts at shock crossing. Case C
features 𝜃min decreasing after shock crossing. This happens in a strongly
beamed region, so de-beaming occurs well after shock crossing. The dashed
lines show 𝜃obs. This is possible in both thin and thick shells. In this example,
the initial Lorentz factors is Γc,0 = 200 for cases A and B. Case A is a thick
shell, while case B is a thin shell. Case C is a thin shell with Γc,0 = 800.
All these cases correspond to FSs. The evolution of 𝜃min (𝑡 ) for RS exhibits
qualitatively similar trends.

where 𝜁 and 𝜏 can depend on 𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑘 , and 𝑝. The condition 𝜁 = 0
separates steep jets (𝜁 < 0), where the emission is dominated by
smaller angles, from shallow jets (𝜁 > 0), where the emission is
dominated by larger angles (Beniamini et al. 2022). In our work, we
consider steep jets.

To obtain de-beamed emission, we replace 𝜃 in Eq. (13) with
𝜃min (𝑡) given by Eq. (11), which results in an expression of the form
𝐹𝜈 ∝ 𝑡𝛼. The expressions for the temporal slopes 𝛼 are provided in
Table A3 for the FS and RS, before and after shock crossing, as well
as for arbitrary 𝑘 and 𝑝. This method, validated by comparisons with
numerical integration over the jet emissivity (Beniamini et al. 2020,
2022), accurately captures the qualitative features of the off-axis light
curve, making it well suited for our study.

3 RESULTS

3.1 General overview

If emission is dominated by material at the minimum visible angle
𝜃min (𝑡), the light curve morphology is governed by the temporal
evolution of this angle. For 𝜃min (𝑡) to decrease and thus expose the
inner and more luminous regions of the jet, two conditions must hold:
(1) the jet must decelerate, and (2) the beaming angle Γ(𝜃min, 𝑡)−1

must exceed 𝜃min (𝑡). If the second condition is not met, emission
from 𝜃min (𝑡) remains collimated, and the observer sees emission
mostly from 𝜃obs ≈ 𝜃min (𝑡) ≈ 𝜃min,0.

A jet can be classified as either a thick shell, a thin shell, or a
combination of both. In the latter case, the inner regions (𝜃 < 𝜃tr; cf.
Eq. 6) fall within the thick shell regime, while the outer regions (𝜃 >

𝜃tr) belong to the thin shell regime. We refer to such configurations
as hybrid jets. Below, we first discuss scenarios where the jet is
characterized exclusively as a thin or thick shell. Subsequently, in
Section 3.2, we explore the hybrid jets.

MNRAS 000, 1–10 (2025)
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Figure 2. Schematic depiction of the distinct morphologies of the light curves from de-beamed emission, corresponding to the three cases of 𝜃min evolution
shown in Fig. 1. The solid black lines show the light curves for the "on-axis" case for a jet with energy and Lorentz factor at the initial minimum visible angle,
𝜃min,0. The upper panels correspond to jets that are purely thin or thick, while the bottom panels depict hybrid jets with thick-shell cores and thin-shell wings.
The green lines show the evolution of 𝜃min (𝑡 ) . The red (left panel), blue (center panel), and purple (right panel) lines depict the de-beamed emission for cases A,
B, and C. Depending on the jet steepness, the de-beamed emission may exhibit a lower temporal slope, as illustrated by dashed lines. These lines can generally
pass through any point in the shaded region. The vertical dashed black lines indicate the transition time from the thin-shell to the thick-shell region.

Consider a jet that can be characterized as either thick or thin
shell. The evolution of 𝜃min (𝑡) can be categorized into three cases
based on when it begins to decrease: before, at, or after the RS
crosses the ejecta, referred to as cases A, B, and C, respectively. In
Case A, 𝜃min (𝑡) decreases before shock crossing. This is possible
only in thick shells, as thin shells cannot decelerate before the RS
crossing (e.g., Sari & Piran 1995). Case B occurs in thin shells,
where 𝜃min (𝑡) starts decreasing when the RS crosses the ejecta.
The observer must be located in the weakly beamed region, where
Γ0 (𝜃min,0)−1 ∼ 𝜃min,0. Case C occurs in the strongly beamed region,
Γ0 (𝜃min,0)−1 ≪ 𝜃min,0, where de-beaming happens well after the
shock crossing as the jet slows sufficiently. This can occur in both thin
and thick shells. Fig. 1 shows three examples of 𝜃min (𝑡) evolution for
these three cases.

The light curves for these three cases are shown schematically in
the upper panels of Fig. 2. The solid black lines represent the light
curve for the ‘on-axis’ case, corresponding to a jet with energy and
Lorentz factor equal to those at the initial minimum visible angle,
𝜃min,0. Before shock crossing, it rises, peaking at the shock crossing
time 𝑡Δ, and then declining as∝ 𝑡𝛼d (e.g., Gao et al. 2015)2. At the jet
break time, an ‘on-axis’ jet slows down enough for its entire structure
to become visible to the observer. The flux steepens by ∝ Γ2 ∝ 𝑡−2𝑔,
i.e., 𝛼f = 𝛼d − 2𝑔, where the values of 𝑔 are listed in Table A1
(e.g., Granot et al. 2002; Panaitescu 2007). This discussion assumes
that the structure of the jet remains fixed with time. In reality, it is
expected that 𝑡jb is also the approximate time at which the jet can start
significantly spreading sideways (e.g., Sari et al. 1999). This slows
down the blastwave faster than with no spreading and generally results

2 For certain parameters, the peak of the on-axis light curve may occur
before shock crossing (e.g., Gao et al. 2013) However, the manner in which
de-beamed emission contributes to the light curve remains unaffected by the
specific shape of the on-axis light curve. Thus, for simplicity, we focus on the
case where the on-axis light curve peaks at the moment of shock crossing.

in a more steeply declining lightcurve after this point (Lamb et al.
2021b). As the degree and speed at which jet spreading occurs is still
a topic of active investigation (e.g., De Colle et al. 2012b), we present
here the results for the case of no spreading. A generalization to a
spreading case is straightforward, once the dynamics are determined.

In Case A (top left panel, Fig. 2), the observer initially sees highly
collimated emission, mostly along its line of sight, so 𝜃obs ≈ 𝜃min,0.
Since 𝜃min (𝑡) (green line) decreases before the shock crossing, the
inner regions of the jet become visible early, leading to a faster rise
in the light curve, as shown by the red line. This happens when
the Lorentz factor at 𝜃min,0 drops below 1/𝜃min,0. This time can be
estimated using Eq. (7),

𝑡beam (𝜃min,0) ≈ 𝑡c,Δ

(
𝜃obsΓc,Δ

)1/𝑔
(𝜃obs/𝜃c)𝑏p/𝑔

. (14)

After shock crossing, while on-axis emission declines, de-beamed
emission may continue rising as additional inner regions become
visible, as shown by the solid red line. The peak is reached when the
jet core become visible3. We can estimate this time using Eq. (7) and
the conditions 𝜃min (𝑡) → 𝜃c and Γ(𝜃min, 𝑡) ≈ 1/𝜃obs, which leads
to

𝑡pk ≈ 𝑡c,Δ

(
𝜃obsΓc,Δ

)1/𝑔
2𝑏p/2𝑔

. (15)

For some parameters, the de-beamed emission after shock crossing
may decline with time, albeit at a slower rate than the on-axis emis-
sion. In this case, the light curve peaks at 𝑡tk

Δ
and experiences a change

3 In Fig. 2, the peak time, 𝑡pk, for an off-axis observer and the jet break time
for an on-axis observer are shown to coincide. However, these times do not
necessarily align and depend on the jet structure and on 𝜃obs. For example, in
a ‘top-hat’ jet model, if the off-axis observer is positioned at 𝜃obs > 𝜃c, the
peak 𝑡pk occurs ∼ (𝜃obs/𝜃c )1/𝑔 times later than the jet break for the on-axis
observer.
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Afterglows from steep jets viewed off axis 5

of slope at 𝑡pk, as shown with the dashed red lines. After the jet core
becomes visible, the flux decays as ∝ 𝑡𝛼f , similar to post-jet-break
flux for on-axis observers (Beniamini et al. 2020). Note that the ratio
of timescales 𝑡beam and 𝑡pk, which can be identified from observa-
tions, could provide useful constraints on the relationship between
𝜃obs, 𝜃c, Γc,Δ, and 𝑏p, where the latter generally depends on 𝑘 , 𝑎,
and, in the case of thin-shell RS, 𝑏 (cf. Table A1).

Case A is expected when the RS significantly decelerates the
ejecta, which leads to a small Lorentz factor at shock crossing ΓΔ.
This can occur in GRBs with an very long duration, low energy, a
dense circum-burst medium, or any combination of these factors (cf.
Eq. 4).

In Case B (top center panel of Fig. 2), 𝜃min (𝑡) (green line) begins
to decrease at the moment of shock crossing, initiating the de-beamed
emission (blue lines). The initial minimal visible angle 𝜃min,0 can be
obtained from the condition Γ−1

0 (𝜃min,0) = 𝜃obs − 𝜃min,0 ≈ 𝜃obs,

𝜃min,0 ≈ 𝜃c
(
𝜃obsΓc,0

)1/𝑏
. (16)

At this angle, the RS crosses the ejecta at a time

𝑡tn
Δ
(𝜃min,0) ≈ 𝑡tnc,Δ

(
𝜃obsΓc,0

) 2(4−𝑘)𝑏−𝑎
(3−𝑘)𝑏 , (17)

which can be obtained by substituting Eq. (16) into (2). If de-beamed
emission is rising (𝛼 > 0), similar to case A, the peak is reached
when the jet core becomes visible, which happens at

𝑡pk ≈ 𝑡tnc,Δ

(
𝜃obsΓc,0

)1/𝑔
2𝑏p/2𝑔

. (18)

Otherwise, the peak happens at 𝑡tn
Δ
(𝜃min,0) and the light curve ex-

perience a change of slope at 𝑡pk, as shown by dashed blue lines.
Similar to case A, the ratio of timescales 𝑡tn

Δ
(𝜃min,0) and 𝑡pk could

provide useful relationships between 𝜃obs, Γc,0, and 𝑏p.
In Case C (top right panel, Fig. 2), the observer must initially be

located in the strongly beamed regime, so 𝜃min (𝑡) decreases well after
the shock crossing, when the beaming angle Γ(𝜃min, 𝑡)−1 exceeds
𝜃min (𝑡). This delay uncovers the inner regions later, resulting in
postponed de-beamed emission. If this emission is rising (𝛼 > 0),
then the light curve has two peaks, as illustrated by the purple lines.
Otherwise, only one peak is present, as shown by the dashed purple
lines. The first peak happens when the shock crosses the ejecta.
The dip between the two peaks happens when the material below
𝜃obs ≈ 𝜃min,0 becomes visible, i.e., when Γ(𝜃obs, 𝑡dip)−1 ≈ 𝜃obs,
which leads to Eq. (14). The second peak is reached when the jet
core becomes visible, i.e. at 𝑡pk given by Eq. (15).

The ratio of two timescales 𝑡pk and 𝑡beam (𝜃min,0), which can be
obtained from observations,

𝑡pk
𝑡beam

≈
(
𝜃obs√
2𝜃c

)𝑏p/𝑔
, (19)

allows us to put a constraint on relationship between 𝜃obs, 𝜃c, and
𝑏p (Beniamini et al. 2020). The latter depends on 𝑘 , 𝑎, and (in the
case of thin-shell RS) on 𝑏 (cf. Table A1). The value of 𝑘 can be
obtained from the temporal slope before and after the shock crossing
prior to the commencement of the de-beamed emission (e.g., Tian
et al. 2022).

While cases B and C have been previously identified (e.g., as cases
1B and 1A, respectively, by Beniamini et al. 2020), case A, to the
best of our knowledge, has not yet been discussed in the literature.

3.2 Thin-to-thick transition

As noted above, for some parameters, the jet core may lie in the thick-
shell regime (𝜃 < 𝜃tr, cf. Eq. 6), while the outer regions correspond
to the thin shell regime (𝜃 > 𝜃tr). To observe the transition, the
observer must initially see the thin shell region (𝜃min,0 > 𝜃tr). As
the jet decelerates, 𝜃min (𝑡) migrates towards the inner regions of the
jet. The thick shell part becomes visible when 𝜃min (𝑡) reaches the
transition angle 𝜃tr. This can happen in cases B and C, but not in A.
To understand why, we analyze each case individually below.

The bottom-left panel of Fig. 2 shows a schematic plot of 𝜃min as a
function of time for case A. Since this case occurs in thick shells, the
minimum visible angle, 𝜃min,0, must fall within the thick shell region,
ensuring that the transition angle 𝜃tr exceeds 𝜃min,0. Consequently,
the emission from 𝜃 ≥ 𝜃tr is weaker than that from 𝜃min (𝑡) and
remains buried under it. As the jet decelerates, the beaming effect
weakens, revealing the inner, brighter regions of the jet and initiating
de-beamed emission at 𝑡beam (𝜃min,0). The corresponding light curve
is shown with red lines in the bottom-left panel of Fig. 2. At 𝑡tk

Δ
,

the shock crosses the thick shell and continues traversing the thin
shell. However, as noted earlier, the emission from this region is
overshadowed by the emission from the inner regions, rendering it
invisible to the observer.

The bottom-center panel of Fig. 2 shows 𝜃min as a function of time
for case B. Unlike case A, the observer initially sees the thin shell
region, i.e., 𝜃min,0 > 𝜃tr. The RS crosses the thick shell ejecta, after
which it continues traversing the thin shell wing. Eventually, the RS
shock crosses the shell at 𝜃min,0, causing the material at this angle to
decelerate and forcing 𝜃min to decrease. This exposes inner regions
of the jet, resulting in de-beamed emission. The corresponding light
curve is shown with blue lines in the bottom-center panel. When
𝜃min (𝑡) reaches 𝜃tr, the thick shell part becomes visible. This happens
when Γ(𝜃, 𝑡)𝜃 at 𝜃tr falls below 1, enabling us to estimate this time
using Eq. (7),

𝑡beam (𝜃tr) ≈ 𝑡tkc,Δ

(
𝜃obsΓc,Δ

)1/𝑔
(𝜃tr/𝜃c)𝑏p/𝑔

. (20)

This time is shown with the vertical dashed black line. The jet core be-
comes visible at 𝑡pk given by Eq. (15). The ratio of the two timescales

𝑡pk
𝑡beam

≈
(

𝜃tr√
2𝜃c

)𝑏p/𝑔
, (21)

provides a constraint on the relationship between 𝜃tr, 𝜃c, and 𝑏p.
In case C, depicted in the bottom-right panel of Fig. 2, the situation

is similar to B but with a key distinction: due to the high degree
of beaming at the initial 𝜃min,0, the de-beamed emission begins
well after the shock crossing, when Γ(𝜃min (𝑡))𝜃min (𝑡) falls below 1
(shown with purple lines). The material at 𝜃tr becomes visible even
later, once Γ(𝜃)𝜃 at that angle also drops below 1. The transition
time, given by Eq. (20), is indicated by the vertical dashed black
lines. The ratio of peak times (21) applies to case C too.

For FSs, as we will see below, the temporal slopes in both the
thick and thin shell regimes are identical, which make such transi-
tions difficult to detect observationally using temporal slopes alone.
In contrast, RSs exhibit distinct temporal slopes for thick and thin
shells across most 𝑎 and 𝑏 values, suggesting the potential to observe
this transition in RS light curves. This scenario is shown with dashed
blue and purple lines in the bottom center and right panels of Fig. 2
for cases B and C, respectively. Moreover, since thick shell RS be-
comes relativistic, its emission should exceed that of the thin-shell
RS (e.g., Pang & Dai 2024b). Therefore, the thin-to-thick transition
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Figure 3. Temporal slope of de-beamed emission (solid lines) from FS as a
function of 𝑎, the parameter that governs the jet angular energy profile, for
the spectral regime 𝜈m < 𝜈 < 𝜈c. For comparison, the temporal slope for an
on-axis observer is shown with dashed lines. Black lines indicate emission
before shock crossing (relevant for thick shells only), while red and magenta
lines represent post-shock-crossing emission for 𝑘 = 0 and 𝑘 = 2, respectively
(relevant for both thick and thin shells). 𝛼 increases with 𝑎, reflecting stronger
core emission in steeper jets. Unlike the RS, 𝛼 for FS is identical for thin and
thick shells and is independent of 𝑏, the parameter that governs the initial
Lorentz factor angular profile.

may appear as a hump in the light curve, provided that it can rise
above the emission from the FS (Gao & Mészáros 2015).

3.3 Forward shock

For forward shocks, temporal slope 𝛼 increases with 𝑎 in all cases.
This is due to the steeper energy distribution along 𝜃 for larger
𝑎 (cf. Eq. 1), resulting in a steeper rise in de-beamed emission.
Moreover, 𝛼 has the same value for thin and thick shells and it is
independent of 𝑏, the parameter governing the angular profile of
the initial Lorentz factor. These trends hold in all spectral regimes
(analytical expressions for𝛼 for various spectral regimes are provided
in Table A3).

As an example, the value of 𝛼 for the spectral regime 𝜈m < 𝜈 < 𝜈c
before shock crossing is

𝛼 =
2(𝑘 − 2)

𝑎
− 1

4
𝑘 (𝑝 + 5) + 3, (22)

which is shown with solid black lines in Fig. 3 as a function of 𝑎
for 𝑘 = 0. As mentioned before, de-beamed emission before shock
crossing can happen only in case A, i.e., for thick shells only. For 𝑎 ≳
2,𝛼 surpasses the temporal slope of the on-axis emission (represented
by the black dashed line), signifying that the jet becomes sufficiently
steep so that de-beamed emission from inner regions dominates the
emission from 𝜃min,0. For large 𝑎, 𝛼 converges to 3 − 𝑘 (𝑝 + 5)/44.
Hence, FS emission can produce a rapid rise in the afterglow even
before shock crossing. As noted above, this behavior is expected

4 For large 𝑎, the jet can be approximated as a ‘top-hat’ jet. In such a situation,
the light curve is dominated by strongly de-beamed emission from the core.
This can lead to rise steeper than ∝ 𝑡3 (see Appendix A of Beniamini et al.
2023).
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Figure 4. Temporal slope 𝛼 of de-beamed emission from the thick shell RS
before shock crossing (𝑘 = 0) as a function of 𝑎. Curves represent different
𝑏 values, as indicated by the color bar. The horizontal dashed line marks
the temporal slope for an on-axis observer and represents a minimum on the
observable value of 𝛼. The left panel corresponds to 𝜈m < 𝜈 < 𝜈c, and the
right panel to 𝜈 < 𝜈m. While 𝛼 increases with 𝑎 in both regimes, it grows
(decreases) with 𝑏 in the left (right) panel.

in GRBs with very long durations, low energies, dense circumburst
environments, or a combination of these factors.

The circumstellar density slope, 𝑘 , significantly influences the
value of 𝛼: as 𝑘 increases, 𝛼 decreases. This is expected because a
higher 𝑘 causes the ejecta to decelerate slower (assuming that 𝐴 in the
equation 𝜌 = 𝐴𝑅−𝑘 , which represents the density normalization at a
characteristic radius, remains constant), resulting in a slower decline
in 𝜃min (𝑡) over time, leading to slower rising de-beamed emission.

After shock crossing, the temporal slope 𝛼 becomes smaller than
the pre-shock-crossing value by 2/𝑎 (an analytical expression is pro-
vided in Table A3). This reduction is expected because the emission
from each 𝜃 begins to decline after shock crossing, leading to de-
beamed emission with smaller temporal slope. Aside from this de-
crease, the qualitative behavior of 𝛼 after shock crossing is similar to
its behavior before shock crossing, described by Eq. (22). Similar to
the pre-shock crossing phase, 𝛼 decreases as 𝑘 increases, as evident
from the comparison between the 𝑘 = 0 case (solid red line) and the
𝑘 = 2 case (solid magenta line) in Fig. 3.

The reason why 𝛼 for FS emission is independent of 𝑏, the param-
eter governing the angular profile of the initial Lorentz factor, is that
the post-shock-crossing Lorentz factor (cf. Eq. 7) does not depend
on 𝑏 and is identical in both the thick and thin shell cases. As we will
see below, this is not the case for RSs.

3.4 Reverse shock

Unlike FSs, the RS Lorentz factor evolution differs between thin and
thick shells. For thin shells, the post-shock-crossing Lorentz factor
depends on 𝑏 (Table A1), while in thick shells, it does not. However,
shocked shell properties, such as energy density, still depend on the
Lorentz factor relative to the initial value, which means the emission
properties will also depend on 𝑏. Moreover, this introduces variations
across spectral regimes. This makes RS emission far more complex
than FS emission (e.g., Zhang et al. 2024).

Before shock crossing, the temporal slope 𝛼 for thick shell RS is

𝛼 = − (𝑘 − 2) (𝑏(𝑝 − 2) − 2)
𝑎

− 1
4
𝑘 (𝑝 + 5) + 3, (23)

which is shown in Fig. 4 as a function of 𝑎 for 𝑘 = 0. Each solid
curve corresponds to a different value of 𝑏, indicated by the color bar.
For comparison, the dashed line represents the temporal slope for an
on-axis observer. Similar to FS emission, 𝛼 increases with 𝑎 for all 𝑏,
as steeper jets have a higher angular gradient of luminosity, yielding
higher temporal slopes. Unlike FS emission, 𝛼 for the RS strongly
depends on 𝑏. Moreover, the 𝑏 dependence varies by spectral regime:
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Figure 5. Temporal slope 𝛼 of the de-beamed emission from the thick shell
RS after the shock crossing as a function of 𝑎. Curves represent different
𝑏 values, as indicated by the color bar. The horizontal dashed line marks
the temporal slope for an on-axis observer and represents a minimum on the
observable value of 𝛼. The left panel corresponds to 𝜈m < 𝜈 < 𝜈c, and the
right panel to 𝜈 < 𝜈m. The top and bottom panels correspond to 𝑘 = 0 and
𝑘 = 2, respectively. In all cases, 𝛼 increases with 𝑎, but the dependence on 𝑏

is more complicated: it increases (decreases) with 𝑏 in the left (right) panels.
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Figure 6. Temporal slope 𝛼 of the de-beamed emission from the thin shell
RS after the shock crossing as a function of 𝑎. Curves represent different
𝑏 values, as indicated by the color bar. The horizontal dashed line marks
the temporal slope for an on-axis observer and represents a minimum on the
observable value of 𝛼. The left panel corresponds to 𝜈m < 𝜈 < 𝜈c, while the
right panel to 𝜈 < 𝜈m. The top and bottom panels correspond to 𝑘 = 0 and
𝑘 = 2, respectively. For spectral regime 𝜈m < 𝜈 < 𝜈c, 𝛼 increases with 𝑎,
but for spectral regime 𝜈 < 𝜈m, the relationship is more complex.

for 𝜈m < 𝜈 < 𝜈c (left panel), 𝛼 grows with 𝑏 and exceeds the on-axis
value for most values of 𝑎 and 𝑏. For 𝜈 < 𝜈m (right panel),𝛼 decreases
with 𝑏. As a result,𝛼 becomes smaller than the corresponding on-axis
value for large values of 𝑏. The contrasting dependence on 𝑏 in the
two spectral regimes arises from the dependence on frequency 𝜈m:
𝐹𝜈 (𝜈 < 𝜈m) ∝ 𝜈

−1/3
m ∝ Γ

−2/3
0 vs. 𝐹𝜈 (𝜈m < 𝜈 < 𝜈c) ∝ 𝜈

(𝑝−1)/2
m ∝

Γ
𝑝−1
0 .
The temporal slope 𝛼 for thick shell RS after shock crossing is

shown in Fig. 5, an analytical expression is given in Table A3. The
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Figure 7. Change of temporal slope 𝛼 at the transition from thin to thick shell
for RSs as a function of 𝑎. Curves represent different 𝑏 values, as indicated
by the color bar. The left panel corresponds to 𝜈m < 𝜈 < 𝜈c, and the right
panel to 𝜈 < 𝜈m. The top and bottom panels correspond to 𝑘 = 0 and 𝑘 = 2,
respectively.

overall dependence of 𝛼 on 𝑎 and 𝑏 is qualitatively similar to that of
the thick shell RS prior to shock crossing, discussed earlier. Similarly,
𝛼 increases with 𝑏 for 𝜈m < 𝜈 < 𝜈c (left panels) and decreases with 𝑏

for 𝜈 < 𝜈m (right panels). A comparison between the top and bottom
panels, showing the 𝑘 = 0 and 𝑘 = 2 cases respectively, reveals that
𝛼, similar to the FSs discussed above, is larger for the 𝑘 = 0 case
than for the 𝑘 = 2 case.

For thin shell RS after shock crossing, 𝛼 is shown in Fig. 6, while
an analytical expression is given in Table A3. In the 𝜈m < 𝜈 < 𝜈c
regime (left panel), 𝛼 increases with 𝑎 for all 𝑏 values but decreases
with 𝑏 for a given 𝑎. For 𝜈 < 𝜈m (right panel), 𝛼 increases with 𝑎

when 𝑏 < 6, but decreases with 𝑎 for 𝑏 ≥ 7. Similar to the thick
shell case, 𝛼 is larger for 𝑘 = 0 (top panels) than for 𝑘 = 2 (bottom
panels).

The change in the temporal slope, Δ𝛼, at the transition from thin
to thick shell is presented in Fig. 7 as a function of 𝑎. For 𝜈m <

𝜈 < 𝜈c (left panel), Δ𝛼 is positive for most values of 𝑎 and 𝑏,
indicating that the temporal slope increases at the transition. The
corresponding light curve behavior for cases B and C is illustrated
by the solid blue and purple lines in the bottom center and right
panels of Fig. 2, respectively. In contrast, for 𝜈 < 𝜈m (right panel),
Δ𝛼 can become negative, particularly for large 𝑎 and 𝑏, signifying a
decreasing temporal slope at the transition. The corresponding light
curve behavior is illustrated with dashed blue and purple lines in
the bottom center and right panels of Fig. 2 for cases B and C,
respectively.

It is insightful to examine the evolution of the frequency 𝜈m (𝑡)
during the de-beamed emission. For FS, it evolves as 𝑡−𝑘/2, before
and after shock crossing for both thin and thick shells. The situation
is a lot of more complex for RSs. Fig. 8 shows the temporal slope
of 𝜈m (𝑡) for RSs as a function 𝑎 for different 𝑏 after shock crossing.
The top and bottom panels show thick and thin shells, respectively.
The magnitude of the slope decrease with increasing 𝑎. The same
trend happens when 𝑏 decreases. As a result, the spectral evolution
of de-beamed emission from RSs is slow for small 𝑏 and large 𝑎.
This could be consistent with the slow spectral evolution observed in,
e.g., GRB 130427A (Laskar et al. 2013; Perley et al. 2014), 181201A
(Laskar et al. 2019), and 221009A (Laskar et al. 2023; Bright et al.
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Figure 8. The temporal slope of 𝜈m (𝑡 ) during de-beamed emission after
shock crossing for RS as a function 𝑎. Curves represent different 𝑏 values,
as indicated by the color bar. The left panel corresponds to 𝑘 = 0, while the
right panel shows 𝑘 = 2 case. The top and bottom panels correspond to thick
and thin shells, respectively.

2023). However, drawing definitive conclusions from our simplified
analytical model would be premature. A more detailed numerical
study is necessary to rigorously verify these results.

3.5 Light curve examples

In this section, we present light curve examples for cases A, B,
and C for specific jet parameters. To construct light curves, we em-
ploy piecewise power-law segments with smooth transitions between
them, following Beniamini et al. (2020). We focus on the spectral
regime 𝜈m < 𝜈 < 𝜈c. Although afterglow emission from real GRBs
likely transitions between different spectral regimes (e.g., Wang et al.
2015), for simplicity, we neglect these transitions here. The peak of
the light curve, corresponding to the moment when the jet core be-
comes visible, is calculated using the approach of Nakar et al. (2002),
which for 𝑝 = 2.2 is given by

𝐹pk ≈ 620𝜖 𝑝−1
𝑒,−1𝜖

(𝑝+1)/4
𝐵,−2 𝑛

(𝑝+1)/4
0 𝐸50.7𝜈

(1−𝑝)/2
14.7 (24)

×𝐷−2
𝐿28𝜃

−2𝑝
obs,−1 (1 + 𝑧) (3−𝑝)/2 𝜇Jy,

where 𝜖𝑒 and 𝜖𝐵 denote the fractions of shock energy transferred to
electrons and magnetic fields, respectively. Here, 𝑄𝑥 represents the
value of the quantity 𝑄 expressed in 10𝑥 cgs units. 𝐷𝐿 is the lumi-
nosity distance, 𝑛 is the ISM density, 𝐸 is the jet energy, and 𝜈 is the
observed frequency. We focus on jet with 𝑎 = 4, 𝑏 = 2, and 𝜃c = 0.03.
The ratio of 𝜖𝐵 for FS to that of RS is assumed to be 4, which is
consistent with observations (e.g., Gao et al. 2015). Although this
analytical approach clearly reveals the underlying physical depen-
dencies, it lacks the precision of numerical approaches in predicting
light curves for given parameter sets. Moreover, the range of possible
light curve morphologies is extensive, and we examine only a single
realization for each of cases A, B, and C. Thus, the results below
should be considered with caution.

The left panel of Fig. 9 shows the light curve at 𝜈 = 1014.7 Hz for
case A. As mentioned above, this case is expected in bursts with low
energy, long duration, and dense circumstellar environments. This
model assumes 𝐸 = 1048 erg, Δ0 = 3 × 1013 cm, Γc,0 = 200, and
𝜃obs = 0.17. Due to significant deceleration before shock crossing,

the de-beamed emission commences around 300 s, well before the
RS traverses the shell at 103 s. This de-beamed emission persists
until the jet core becomes visible at ∼ 3000 s. Up to this point,
RS emission dominates over FS emission. Beyond this, FS emission
becomes dominant.

The center panel of Fig. 9 shows the light curve for case B. This
corresponds to a jet with 𝐸 = 1050.7 erg, Δ0 = 3 × 1012 cm, Γc,0 =

200, 𝜃obs = 0.25, and transition angle 𝜃tr = 0.05. The RS crosses the
shell at 𝜃min,0 around 3.5×103 s, triggering de-beamed emission. The
FS emission rises, while the RS emission declines (RS can exhibit
rising de-beamed emission for steeper jets, e.g., for 𝑎 = 7, 𝑏 = 2).
After shock crossing, FS emission dominates over RS. Around 4×104

s, RS emission transitions to the thick shell core but remains buried
under FS due to its weaker emission (the dashed blue lines show RS
emission from purely thin shell jet). The FS transitions to thick shell
core slightly later, but since both thin- and thick-shell phases exhibit
similar temporal slopes for de-beamed emission, this transition is
difficult to identity. Case C, shown in the right panel of Fig. 9, has
𝐸 = 1050.7 erg, Δ0 = 4.2 × 1011 cm, Γc,0 = 1000, 𝜃obs = 0.25,
and 𝜃tr = 0.05. The light curve from FS features double peaks,
as de-beamed emission starts well after shock crossing (Beniamini
et al. 2020). As in case B, the RS emission remains buried under FS
emission after shock crossing.

4 CONCLUSIONS

In this study, we explored the morphology of gamma-ray burst (GRB)
afterglows produced by steep jets observed off-axis. Using an ana-
lytical framework, we conducted an extensive parameter study. As
the jet decelerates, relativistic beaming weakens, revealing the in-
ner, more luminous regions. The minimum visible angle decreases
either before, at, or after the reverse shock (RS) crosses the ejecta,
leading to three distinct light curve morphologies. We analyzed these
morphologies for both forward shocks (FS) and RS.

We demonstrated that de-beamed emission can produce rapidly
rising signals even before the RS crosses the ejecta, in jets that
decelerate significantly before shock crossing. This is expected in
GRBs with very long duration, low energy, or a dense circum-burst
medium (or combinations thereof). For FSs, the temporal slopes of
de-beamed emission are independent of the initial angular Lorentz
factor profile and shell type (thick or thin). In contrast, RS emission
depends on both, resulting in diverse light curve variations.

For FS, the characteristic synchrotron frequency 𝜈m (𝑡) evolves as
𝑡−𝑘/2 during de-beamed emission. It is independent of the jet struc-
ture. For RS, it depends on the lateral steepness of both energy and
Lorentz factor. A steep energy and shallow Lorentz factor gradients
yield slow evolution.

Ejecta can behave as a thick shell in the inner regions of the jet and
a thin shell in the outer regions. For FSs, since the temporal slopes
remain identical across these regimes, transitions are hard to identify
in the observed signal. For RSs, thick and thin shell emissions often
exhibit distinct temporal slopes. If thick shell RS emission exceeds
that of thin shell RS, the transition may manifest as a hump in the
light curve if the RS emission manages to rise above the FS emission.

Our work has several limitations. While analytical methods enable
detailed parameter studies and effectively highlight the underlying
physical principles, they lack the precision required to accurately
compute light curves for specific parameter values. Therefore, it is
essential to compare our results with detailed numerical simulations.
Additionally, validation against multi-wavelength observations, par-
ticularly during the early phase of the afterglow (e.g., Vestrand et al.
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Figure 9. Light curves for cases A, B, and C at frequency 𝜈 = 1014.7 Hz. Blue (red) legends denote FS (RS), while black legends apply to both. Jet parameters
are 𝑎 = 4, 𝑏 = 2, 𝜃c = 0.03. Case A parameters: energy 𝐸 = 1048 erg, shell width Δ0 = 3 × 1013 cm, Γc,0 = 200, and 𝜃obs = 0.17. Case B: 𝐸 = 1050.7 erg,
Δ0 = 3 × 1012 cm, Γc,0 = 200, and 𝜃tr = 0.05. Case C: 𝐸 = 1050.7 erg, Δ0 = 4.2 × 1011 cm, Γc,0 = 1000, and 𝜃tr = 0.05. For B and C, 𝜃obs = 0.25. Dashed blue
lines represent cases without transition to a thick shell in the jet core.

2014; Xin et al. 2023; Becerra et al. 2023; Komesh et al. 2023;
Sadeh 2024), is crucial to verify our predictions for de-beamed emis-
sion before shock crossing. Furthermore, our analysis is restricted to
steep jets, whereas some GRBs may exhibit shallow angular struc-
tures (Beniamini et al. 2022; Gill & Granot 2023). We disregard
jet spreading, which can be important in later stages of the evolu-
tion (e.g., van Eerten et al. 2012). We neglect self-absorption, which
may be significant, particularly for radio signals (e.g., Bright et al.
2023). We also focus on matter-dominated jets, whereas some jets
may be Poynting flux-dominated (e.g., Zhang et al. 2018) or possess
a mixed structure, e.g. with a Poynting flux-dominated core and a
matter-dominated wing (Zhang et al. 2024). These limitations will
be addressed in future works.
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APPENDIX A: SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

This paper has been typeset from a TEX/LATEX file prepared by the author.

Phase Shell Type Shock Type 𝑔 𝑏p

𝑡 < 𝑡Δ

Thin
FS 0 𝑏

RS 0 𝑏

Thicka FS 2−𝑘
2(4−𝑘)

𝑎
2(4−𝑘)

RS 2−𝑘
2(4−𝑘)

𝑎
2(4−𝑘)

𝑡 > 𝑡Δ

Thin
FS 3−𝑘

2(4−𝑘)
𝑎

2(4−𝑘)

RS 7−2𝑘
4(4−𝑘)

𝑎 (7−2𝑘)+2𝑏 (𝑘−4)
4(𝑘2−7𝑘+12)

Thick
FS 3−𝑘

2(4−𝑘)
𝑎

2(4−𝑘)

RS 7−2𝑘
4(4−𝑘)

𝑎
2(4−𝑘)

Table A1. Values of 𝑔 and 𝑏p for thin and thick shells. FS refers to the
forward shock, RS refers to the reverse shock, and 𝑡Δ denotes the shock
crossing time. The values of 𝑔 are taken from Yi et al. (2013). The values
of 𝑏p for thick shells come from Eq. (4). For thin shells, it is obtained using
relation Θ−𝑏p ∝ Γ0 (𝜃 )𝑡Δ (𝜃 )𝑔 .

a For thick shells, the pre–shock crossing values of 𝑔 and 𝑏p are valid only
after the RS becomes relativistic, i.e., for 𝑡N < 𝑡 < 𝑡Δ, where 𝑡N is given
by Eq. (3).
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Shell type Expression

FS,
thick shell

𝜈m ∝ 𝐸
1
2

{
(𝑡/𝑡Δ )−1, 𝑡 < 𝑡Δ

(𝑡/𝑡Δ )−
3
2 , 𝑡 > 𝑡Δ

𝜈c ∝ 𝐸
3𝑘−4

2(4−𝑘)


(𝑡/𝑡Δ )

3𝑘−4
4−𝑘 , 𝑡 < 𝑡Δ

(𝑡/𝑡Δ )
3𝑘−4

2(4−𝑘) , 𝑡 > 𝑡Δ

𝐹𝜈,max ∝ 𝐸
8−3𝑘

2(4−𝑘)


(𝑡/𝑡Δ )

4−2𝑘
4−𝑘 , 𝑡 < 𝑡Δ

(𝑡/𝑡Δ )
−𝑘

2(4−𝑘) , 𝑡 > 𝑡Δ

FS,
thin shell

𝜈m ∝ Γ
4−3𝑘
3−𝑘

0 𝐸
−𝑘

2(3−𝑘)

{
(𝑡/𝑡Δ )−

𝑘
2 , 𝑡 < 𝑡Δ

(𝑡/𝑡Δ )−
3
2 , 𝑡 > 𝑡Δ

𝜈c ∝ Γ
4−3𝑘
3−𝑘

0 𝐸
3𝑘−4

2(3−𝑘)


(𝑡/𝑡Δ )

3𝑘−4
2 , 𝑡 < 𝑡Δ

(𝑡/𝑡Δ )
3𝑘−4

2(4−𝑘) , 𝑡 > 𝑡Δ

𝐹𝜈,max ∝ Γ
𝑘

3−𝑘
0 𝐸

3(2−𝑘)
2(3−𝑘)


(𝑡/𝑡Δ )

6−3𝑘
2 , 𝑡 < 𝑡Δ

(𝑡/𝑡Δ )
−𝑘

2(4−𝑘) , 𝑡 > 𝑡Δ

RS,
thick shell

𝜈m ∝ Γ2
0𝐸

−𝑘
2(4−𝑘)


(𝑡/𝑡Δ )

−𝑘
4−𝑘 , 𝑡 < 𝑡Δ

(𝑡/𝑡Δ )
14𝑘−73
12(4−𝑘) , 𝑡 > 𝑡Δ

𝜈c ∝ 𝐸
3𝑘−4

2(4−𝑘)


(𝑡/𝑡Δ )

3𝑘−4
4−𝑘 , 𝑡 < 𝑡Δ

(𝑡/𝑡Δ )
14𝑘−73
12(4−𝑘) , 𝑡 > 𝑡Δ

𝐹𝜈,max ∝ Γ−1
0 𝐸

10−3𝑘
2(4−𝑘)


(𝑡/𝑡Δ )

2−𝑘
4−𝑘 , 𝑡 < 𝑡Δ

(𝑡/𝑡Δ )
10𝑘−47
12(4−𝑘) , 𝑡 > 𝑡Δ

RS,
thin shell

𝜈m ∝ Γ
6−𝑘
3−𝑘
0 𝐸

−𝑘
2(3−𝑘)


(𝑡/𝑡Δ )

12−5𝑘
2 , 𝑡 < 𝑡Δ

(𝑡/𝑡Δ )
14𝑘−73
12(4−𝑘) , 𝑡 > 𝑡Δ

𝜈c ∝ Γ
4−3𝑘
3−𝑘

0 𝐸
3𝑘−4

2(3−𝑘)


(𝑡/𝑡Δ )

3𝑘−4
2 , 𝑡 < 𝑡Δ

(𝑡/𝑡Δ )
14𝑘−73
12(4−𝑘) , 𝑡 > 𝑡Δ

𝐹𝜈,max ∝ Γ
3

3−𝑘
0 𝐸

3(2−𝑘)
2(3−𝑘)


(𝑡/𝑡Δ )

3−2𝑘
2 , 𝑡 < 𝑡Δ

(𝑡/𝑡Δ )
10𝑘−47
12(4−𝑘) , 𝑡 > 𝑡Δ

Table A2. The dependence of 𝜈m, 𝜈c, and 𝐹𝜈,max on the energy 𝐸, initial
Lorentz factor Γ0, shock crossing time 𝑡Δ, and time 𝑡 for both reverse shock
and forward shock. These expressions were derived by Yi et al. (2013) and are
provided here for completeness. The dependence on 𝑎 and 𝑏 arise because,
for a given 𝜃 , 𝐸 and Γ0 are functions of these parameters (cf. Eq. 1). For
thin shells, 𝑡Δ ∝ 𝐸1/(3−𝑘)Γ (8−2𝑘)/(3−𝑘)

0 . Substituting this into the expres-
sions for 𝜈m, 𝜈c, and 𝐹𝜈,max, we obtain results that match the corresponding
expressions for a thick-shell FS after shock crossing, which are independent
of the initial Lorentz factor Γ0.
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Shock Type Phase Temporal slope

FS
𝑡 < 𝑡Δ (thick shell) 2(𝑘−2)

𝑎
− 1

4 𝑘 (𝑝 + 5) + 3
[

2(𝑘−2)
𝑎

− 1
4 𝑘 (𝑝 + 2) + 2

]
𝑡 > 𝑡Δ (thick and thin shells) 2(𝑘−3)

𝑎
− 1

4 𝑘 (𝑝 + 5) + 3
[

2(𝑘−3)
𝑎

− 1
4 𝑘 (𝑝 + 2) + 2

]

RS

𝑡 < 𝑡Δ (thick shell) − (𝑘−2) (𝑏 (𝑝−2)−2)
𝑎

− 1
4 𝑘 (𝑝 + 5) + 3

𝑡 > 𝑡Δ (thick shell) 𝑘 (−6𝑘 (𝑝+5)+7𝑝+219)+73𝑝−399
24(𝑘−4) − (2𝑘−7) (𝑏 (𝑝−2)−2)

2𝑎

𝑡 > 𝑡Δ (thin shell)
−3𝑎 (2𝑘−7) (𝑘 (𝑝+5)−12)+2𝑏

(
8𝑘2−58𝑘+93

)
𝑝+6(2𝑘−7) (2(𝑏+2)𝑘−3(𝑏+4) )

12(𝑎 (2𝑘−7)−2𝑏 (𝑘−4) )

Table A3. Temporal slopes of de-beamed emission for thin and thick shells in the regime 𝜈m < 𝜈 < 𝜈c. To obtain expressions for 𝜈 < 𝜈m regime, substitute 𝑝

with 1/3. The expressions in the square brackets are for regime 𝜈 > 𝜈c. Here, 𝑡Δ denotes the shock crossing time.
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