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L(\_|) Abstract

= Advances in our numerical and theoretical understandingeofima-ray burst afterglow processes allow us to constroctets

capable of dealing with complex relativistic jet dynamicglaon-thermal emission, that can be compared directly ta ilam
ainstruments such as Swift. Because afterglow blast wavdgpawer law spectra are intrinsically scale-invariant uncteanges
<E of explosion energy and medium density, templates can bergtd from large-scale hydrodynamics simulations. Thdsva

for iterative template-based model fitting using the phgisitsodel parameters (quantifying the properties of thetbuyremission
(O and observer) directly as fit variables. Here | review howhsaie approach to afterglow analysis works in practice, pagjpecial
(\l ‘attention to the underlying model assumptions, poss#mslitcaveats and limitations of this type of analysis. Beeasaome model

parameters can be degenerate in certain regions of paraspetee, or unconstrained if data in a limited number of a basd
ILU “available, a Bayesian approach is a natural fit. The mainifesbf the standard afterglow model are reviewed in detail.

I

S. 1. Introduction Afterglow observations have proven extremely useful for
@) , a number of reasons and have been instrumental in estab-
i Gamma-ray bursts (GRBs) are the most luminous explofghing the extra-galactic nature of GRB (Costa étlal.. 1997
9 sions occurring in the universe and a key target for many,n paradiis et all, 1997). They provide insight in the envi-
= actlye and upcoming rapid cadence survey programs froynment of the burster (constraining circumburst mediumde
% radio to gamma-rays. We know they most Ilk_ely mvolye sity, amount of dust-extinction), the physical properti¢she
., the merging of neutron stars (making them prime gravitay,oqenitor (via explosion energy), the physics of jet ldunc
tional wave counterpart candidates) and massive stams@lla o (via jet collimation angle), and the fundamental plasdra
C\J and that some.form. of relativistic outflow is Iaunlched. Thepatic theory of relativistic shocks (via micro-physicat@eme-
— merger scenario_(Eichler etial., 1969, Paczynski, 1991) hag, s gescribing magnetic field generation and electronlercce
OO been tied to sho_rt GRBs, while long GRBs are securely CONation). Most of this is done through interpreting the evioint
€ nected to massive star collapse (Wodsley. 1993; Pac::ynskdf the characteristics of the synchrotron spectrum in teoins
1998; |MacFadyen and Woosley, 1999) through observationg,, equations derived from dynamical blast wave models in
o of coincident supermovae (Galama, 1998). The separatiofe self-similar ultra-relativistic stage (Blandford aMdKee,
. betweer_1 short” and ‘long’ burst durations lies around 2 ${1976), the late self-similar non-relativistic stafie (FayL950;
(") (Kouveliotou et al, _1993)' Sedov| 1959), or, in a more recent development, from complex
© - We also know this blast wave eventually generates an afte'fhuIti-dimensionaI, trans-relativistic evolution in-leten.
L) glow fr(_)m X-rays to radi_o, as was predicted originally b_y WaY " |n this review, | describe the basic aspects of afterglow-mod
.. of the fireball model which explained GRB prompt emission o5 anq the challenges involved in performing data anglysi
> interms of optically thin synchrotron emission from coiid 1 5564 directly on physical models (as opposed to post-hoc in
>< shells within a hydrodynamlcally Ia,unched relativistictftaw terpretation of purely heuristic functions such as powersla
— _(Rees and Meszajos, 1992, Mgsz_aro_s and F_tees: 1997).  Dyfiat capture the shape of the data of light curves and spectra
(T ing the aﬁerg'o"" stage th_e emission 1S domln_ated bY the forg, 5 simplified manner). In sectidd 2, the dynamics of blast
ward shock interacting with the external medium, with €lec-y es from ultra-relativistic to non-relativistic are dissed
trons being accelerated to relativistic velocities at theck 5.4 self-contained models are provided. Afterglow emissio
front and interacting with the locally generated magnegitifi s giscussed in sectidd 3 and it is reviewed how flux equations
in order to produce synchrotron emission. Afterglow emis—, afterglow spectra are derived. Hydrodynamical siniate

sion Is not unique to the synchrotron internal shock mOdeIa_nd model-based afterglow fitting are discussed in section 4
and a decelerating afterglow-stage blast wave can be associ

ated with a number of mechanisms for jet launching (such )
as magnetically dominated jets, elg. Drenkhiahn 2002joand 2 Thedynamicsof afterglow blast waves

prompt emission (such as photospheric emission models, e.g 1. Simple approximations for spherical flow

Mészaros and Rees 2000). Under the assumption of spherical flow, the radusf the
afterglow blast wave is fixed from conservation of explosgan
LAlexander von Humboldt Fellow. ergy E in the blast wave (assuming adiabatic expansion). The
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conditions at the front of the shock are set by the shock-jumpdiabatic expansion, and between large and small initigisma
conditions. There exists a reasonable approximation tmiéed  content (the latter discussed separately in se€fidn 2rbjhd
gas equation of state (EOS) that covers the transition legtwe radiative case, blast wave Lorentz factor and radius drelisti

relativistic and non-relativistic temperatures _(Mignatel., tated by the energy within the blast wave, only now this en-
2005): ergy is diminishing noticeably due to radiative lossesdieg
0/(p?) = e/(pc) 2 + e/(pc?) 1) to faster deceleration. Calculating the cumulative endéogg

3 1+e/(oc?d)’

wherep pressurec speed of lightp co-moving densityge in-
ternal energy density excluding rest mass. Using this ERES, t
shock-jump conditions can be simplified to

from standard synchrotron afterglow emission (as coveeed b
low in sectionB) for a shell model will typically only add up
to only a few percent well into the non-relativistic stagestj-

fying the adiabatic assumption from the beginning of this se
tion. However, under certain circumstances, for examplernwh

p = dypext the unshocked medium contains many electron-positrors pair
e = 4y(y - Dpex triggered by prompt emission photons (Thompson and Madau,
4 2000; Beloborodov, 2002), conditions leading to radialilzest
p = :—))(72 — 1)pexc?, waves may arise at early times. Observational support fer in
) ) tially radiative blast waves isttered by Fermi LAT gamma-ray
i = M (2)  detections, when interpreted in the afterglow blast waaet-
8y?+1 work (see e.d. Ghisellini et al. 2010; Nava et al. 2013). Mdst

valid throughout the evolution of the blast wave (and where the_cit_ed shell models incorporate the possibility of a igant
the fluid Lorentz factor at the shock fromey the mass den- radiative energy loss term.

sity in front of the shock anfi the Lorentz factor of the shock).

The upstream density can be allowed to depend on radius, i42. The non-relativistic Sedov-Taylor-von Neumann self-
pext = pret(R/Reer)™, with k = (0,2) covering respectively similar solution

a homogeneous interstellar-medium (ISM) type and a stellar A fyj| solution for the blast wave in the radial flow case re-
wind type environment. The concise descriptidieced by  quires equations for the fluid profile everywhere in the float, n
eq. [2 was pointed out previously by Uhm (2011); van Eertenyst pehind the shock front. For the limiting cases, wen1
(2013), and this particular EOS has been used in numericg) 5 | 0, this solution is provided by the aforementioned self-
(zhang and MacFadyen, 2009; van Eerten et al., 2010b, 201E)mjlar solutions, since dimensional analysis indicatgy one
and theoretical (Nava etial., 2013) analysis. Although @ th nossible dimensionless combination for the remainingaizeis
non-relativistic limit the jump in density is fixed (dependion  (j.e. E, pe,, radiusr, lab frame timet). These analytical solu-
the polytropic index; the jump of 4 from the equations abovejons tend to be unwieldy, but sometimes reduce to very gmpl

applies to an ideal gas), the shock-jump conditions indieat form. An example of the latter is the non-relativistic sell
special feature of relativistic flows, where the density utan  ing (o, o« r=2) case, where

become arbitrarily high. Thisfiect is even stronger when ex-
pressed in the lab frame, where an additional factgragplies. p=40/Rpexs V=r/(2), p=pext>/(BRE). (4)
Further assuming a homogeneous shell model, the radius of
the blast wave can be expressed exactly as (van Eerten,:2013{erer /R plays the role of the self-similarity variable, and we
have used an ideal gas with polytropic index 5/3. Clearly,
E/(Mc?) = B*(4° - 1)/3, (3)  these reduce to the non-relativistic shock-jump condstishen
r — Randy? | 1+ /2, as can be seen from €q. 2. The radus
whereM the swept-up mass (i.e. a proxy for radius) #the s in this case given bR = (127/50)3(E/[prerRE ) 3. The
fluid velocity v in units ofc. The width of the shell will always ef
beAR = R/(1_2y2). Th|s_can be estabhshed by tak|r_19 the OloWn'firming once more that the swept-up mass in the blast wave is
stream density according to the shock-jump conditionsand, concentrated at the front
der the assumption of a homogeneous shell, moving down in The full solution for arBitrar;k can be obtained e.g. by gen-
radius until all swept-up matter is accounted for. Due tanis eralizing thek = 0 case as described lin Landau.ar}d Lifshitz

mass d within a shell at radius is 167(r3/R)pexdr, con-

clusion of a simplified EOS, the blast wave model described b3(195<))'
eq.[3 is about the most concise analytically tractable appro e
mation possible. _ 2 r
Other simplified trans-relativistic spherical shell madek- Vo= ﬂfv(g)’
ist in the literature (e.gl_Piran 1999; Huang et al. 1999, who o = pextG(E),
omit pressure, ar Peler 2012, who includes pressure); io-pra 4r2
tice, the diferences between adiabatic expansion models are  Cs mz(ﬂ (5)

very minor, as long as the same asymptotes are reproduced

(Piran 1999 leads to a non-relativistic asymptotéedent from  Herecs is the speed of sound. In our cage= 3pc2/5. The
the self-similar asymptote). A more pronouncefiietfience be- self-similarity variablet = r/Ris equal to 1 at the shock front,
tween possible shell evolutions is that between radiatie a and the shock-jump conditions therefore yidl§l) = 3/4,
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G(1) = 4, Z(1) = 5/16 as boundary conditions for the self- 2.3. The ultra-relativistic Blandford-McKee self-sinrilaolu-
similar functions. Plugging the self-similar Ansatz praed tion

by eq.[® into the fluid hydrodynamical equations and solving _ .

the resulting derential equations, eventually yields (exclud- ©On the other end of the velocity spectrum sits the

ing k = 2, which is a special case where terms drop out of th3landford-McKee _self-similar _solution for ultra-relaitstic
equations early on): flow (Blandford and McKee, 1976). As already suggested by

the facts that in this stageé = 1 — 1/(2y?) + O(y™%), and the

V \2/ -5+k+4V \*/ 5V -3 \~ width of the shellAR « R/y?, a Taylor-series expansion around
£ , -1 | 0 for the fluid profile will typically havey—2, rather than
(V(l)) (—5+k+4V(1>) (5\/(1)_3) vy 2or P typically havey *,
y~1 as its first non-constant contributing order. From energy
5(1— V)2 conservation within the blast wave that moves at nearly the
Z= m speed of light, one obtains:
8r K o5-kp2i3-k
o - 4( 5V - 3 )3( 4v—5+k)“( Vo1 )V5 = pref?’;f_4k : (9)
- 5v(1)-3) \4v(1)-5+k) \V(1)-1
VK wherel” the shock Lorentz factor. The numerical factor in this
X (Wl)) > equation follows again from integrating the (rest framejrgy
density over the self-similar fluid profile (provided beloas in
2(41— 26k + 5k2) eq.[8. Note that the shocked fluid is relativistically hot ¢as
vy = T 3Ek-13) be seen from the shock-jump conditions inlgg. 2), ard4)3.
Since according to eff] 92 « t“3, it also follows that
y _2(k-5) e o 5k-9
27 Bk-13’ 87 Bk-13 _ 1
_ 2(7k - 15)(5* — 26k + 41)
4= 3k-1)(k-5)(5k-13) ’ This equation explains the extreme variability of GRBs and
2(9- 4K) ok early afte_rglow. _A ph_oton emitted from _that part of the shock
v = “36C 1) Ve =~ & (6)  frontthatis moving directly towards us, is observed at
, , , , , te t
From dimensional analysis, we obtain for the radius a7 ct—-R= T (11)
o ER |6 o _ _ o
R= 13[7] i @) wherez grawtanonal redshift, anq if '.the observer time is set to
prefR,'.‘ef zero at the point when the GRB s first observed. The Lorentz

factors can reach incredibly high values, 100-1000 and fieyo
whereg can be found using energy conservation, leadingto  (see e.g. Racusin et/al. 2011).

Continuing the Blandford-McKee solution, we again com-
bine the shock-jump conditions and hydrodynamical equaatio
with the self-similarity Ansatz, this time for self-similgy vari-
abley, and obtain

1
B o [ gV s @®

In the ISM cases ~ 1.15, in the stellar-wind casg,~ 0.92.

.The Iate-ti_me non-relativistic solution primary applie;raj . p = 2 PexC T2y (17-4/(12-39
dio observations (e.d. Waxman etlal. 1998), since emission i 3
higher frequency bands such as optical and X-rays will have 2 _ }rz -1
. . Y X
already dropped below the detection threshold of mostunstr 2
ments. The distance scale at which a typical blast wave be- o’ = 2pexi 2y~ T2/,
comes non-relativistic, is vast (as can be confirmed by phgyg ¥ = [1+2(4-Kr?@-r/[ct), (12)

By = linto equatiof3). The Sedov-Taylor solution for nonzero

k provided above, is therefore not likely to occur in nature inwherep’ expressed in the lab frame. The ultra-relativistic limits
such a clean fashion. The blast wave has expanded well bef eq. [2 are reproduced taking | 1, corresponding to the
yond the sphere of influence of its progenitor, making it moreposition of the shock front. In contrast to the non-relatic
likely that its current environment is approximately ISMd,  self-similar solution, the relativistic version does natr all

or shaped by some complex interaction between wind bubblebhe way to the origin, but applies only to the relativistiatpef
from surrounding stars (Mimica and Giannios, 2011). Neverthe outflow, which is where almost all matter and energy eesid
theless, the non-zekxase is relevant as an asymptotic solutionanyway. In numerical simulations, non-physical valuesloan
to long-term evolution of non-ISM hydrodynamical blast wav avoided by simply adding 1 to the profile fgf, when setting
simulations (e.g. those done by De Colle et al. 2012b). up the Blandford-McKee solution as initial conditions.



2.4. Jetted outflow a factor ¥y in the observer frame, this setf a feedback loop

A major complication to the simplified picture sketched where a slower jet is seen to sweep up even more material. Due
above, is that GRB blast waves are extremely likely to be colto this 1/y suppression factor from the Lorentz transform be-
limated into two diametrically opposite jets with narronesp  tween the frame comoving with the blast wave and our frame,
ing anglesdy (Rhoads, 1997, 1999). Due to strong relativistic the sideways spreading of the jet becomes noticeable ageé o
beaming, this is not immediately apparent in the light curvey ~ 1/6y. If the jet were in full causal contact, the spreading
as only a small patchad~ 1/y is visible at first. Unless the behavior would be exponential (Rhoads, 1999).
geometry of the outflow is radically fierent from radial flow No exact analytical solutions exist for spreading jets,neve
(e.g. cylindrical, see Cheng et al. 2001) or the fluid prdpsrt when starting from a ‘top-hat’ conic wedge out of the spher-
are strongly dependent on angle (e.g. as in ‘structurediet- ical self-similar solution (once sphericity is dropped,-in
els,[Rossi et al. 2002), it is not possible to tell apart ondliied  tially structured and multi-component jets can be assumed
and spherical flow at this point. Additionally, if the outflow too, see e.g. | Bergeretal. 2003; Rossietal. 2002), al-
was launched radially, it will take time for causal contacbe  though many toy models can be found in the literature (e.g.
established across angles and for sideways motion to becori®hoads _1999; Sari etlal. 1999; Kumar and Panaitescul 2000;
apparent in the observer frame, postponing a deviation froriluang et al. 2000; van Eerten etlal. 201.0a; Wygodalet all2011;
radial flow even for a conic wedge of limited opening angle.Granot and Piran 2012). Unfortunately, approximate mod-
Sky images are of no help either, since GRBs are typically to@ls tend to be notoriously sensitive to the choices made for
distant for spatially resolved observations (the excepteing the underlying simplifications (see_Grarot 2007 for a dis-
GRB 030329, Taylor et al. 2004; Oren etlal. 2004). cussion). The picture that has emerged from relativistic hy

Jet collimation therefore has to be inferred indirectlyd an drodynamics (RHD) simulations (Zhang and MacFadyen 2009;
this can be done in various (model-dependent) ways. Firsiian Eerten et all 2010a; Wygoda et al. 2011; De Collelet al.
one can compare the number of detected bursts to predict@D12b;| van Eerten and MacFadyen 2013), is one where, for
rate of occurrence from a given model or to actual detecrealistic opening angles (wher® < 0.05 rad does not
tions of expected counterparts (i.e. supernovae, in the caspply), jet spreading does not achieve the runaway behav-
of long bursts, see e.g._Soderberg et al. 2006). Second, of@ and exponential increase in opening angle expected in
can compare between early and late inferences of the energéihe ultra-relativistic limit, but stays closer to logaritic
ics of the blast waves. At early times, assuming radial flow(van Eerten and MacFadyen, 2012b). A key reason for this is
the relevant energy is the energy per solid anglegiqy/(4r),  thatfull causal contact along all angles of the fluid takesetto
whereiso stands for ‘isotropic equivalent’. If the jet subse- establish, leaving little time in practice for an ultraatVistic
quently spreads out sideways and becomes spherical (allovgpreading regime because the blast wave quickly becomes
ing eventually for the non-relativistic radial-flow selfyslar  trans-relativistic following the onset of spreading (vasrten,
limit), the energy per solid angle becomEg:/(4r), where [2013). As a result, thefiect on the light curve following the
Ejet ~ Eisoag/z, for small opening angles. Comparing between'jet break’, is due to the joint impact of both the edges be-
early and late time calorimetry should therefore yield apgn coming visible and the onset of spreading, with neither -over
angles (see e.@. Berger etlal. 2004; Shivvers and Bergel) 201ivhelming the other. Post-break slopes remain dependent on
Even if no late time calorimetry is possible, the often extedy  observer angle and can be used as means to constrain jet orien
high values foIE;s, resulting from early-time calorimetry (e.g. tation (Ryan et all, 2015).
Cenko et al. 2010), already hint that the actual energielkan t
jets are likely lower. When collimation is accounted fordan 2.5. Reverse shocks and injection of energy into the flow
jets with typical jet half opening angles of @re inferred, see The preceding sections describe the subsequent evoldtion o
e.g.[Racusin et al. 2000; Ryan etlal. 2015), the results ®nd fan instantaneous explosion without initial mass conteat,a
cluster aroundje; ~ 10° erg (Bloom et al., 2003). single forward shock moving into the circumburst mediumt Bu

The third way of inferring collimation, is by looking for sig  unless the jet is driven nearly completely by pointing flueg(s
natures directly in the light curve. Twdfects will lead to a  e.g.Lyutikov 2006), a certain amount of initial mass is dique
steepening of the temporal evolution. On the one hand, #ie vi with the explosion. A simple way of incorporating this would
ible patch will grow as relativistic beaming weakens and re-be to add a mag¥ly to the shell model (but prior to deriving eq.
veal a lack of emission from beyond the edges opeel/6p.  [3, because the ejected mass is presumed to reside in a cthld she
This dfect strongly depends on viewing angle, which puts thewhere all energy is converted into kinetic energy, while Bq.
visible patch initially closer to the jet edge if moveff-axis  only connects mass to shock-jump conditions). The preseince
(van Eerten et all, 20105; van Eerten and MacFadyen, 2012kitial ejecta mass will postpone deceleration of the bheste,
On the other hand, the jet will start to spread out sidewaiis. T which will initially coast along at fixed velocity in balligt mo-
over-pressured edges (relative to the circumburst enwiggit)  tion. A forward-reverse shock system is established, with t
will do so immediately, and as the fact of the emergence oforward shock moving into the circumburst medium and the re-
the jet into its environment is communicated towards the jetrerse shock heating up the ejecta. The width of the ejecit sh
axis, more of the jet will follow. The broader jet will sweep influences the dynamics as well. Even an initially infiniesi
up more material per unit time, leading to a faster deceleramally thin shell will stretch out to widtAR ~ R/I'?, similar to
tion. Because the spreading velocity of the jet is supptesge a decelerating blast wave. Only for shells wider than tiis, t
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initial shell width has to be taken into account explicithhen
computing the deceleration radius, marking the turningnpoi
between coasting and decelerating of the blast wave. The two
types of shell, wider or narrower than the intrinsic blasteva
width, have been labeled ‘thick’ and ‘thin’ shells respeely
in the literaturel(Sari and Piran, 1995). For thick shelig, tte-
verse shock achieves relativistic velocity (in the ejectarfe)
before crossing the ejecta. The pre-deceleration stageeand
verse shock crossing were expected to be visible brieflyr(ipai
in the optical), during the early evolution of the afterg|dar
about 16 s.

However, the Swift satellitel (Gehrels et al., 2004) has re-
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vealed instead the existence of an extended g)Garly, flat 104 Vo ‘ Vm ‘ e
phase of X-ray decay to be a common occurrence in after- 10 10" 10" 10" 10"
glow light curves|(Nousek et al., 2006; Zhang €etlal., 2006). A v(H2)

similar stage has been found to exist in the optical as well
(see e.g. | Panaitescu and Vestrand 2011; Liletal.|2012), al-  Figure 1: Typical synchrotron spectrum in the slow cooliage
though a joint explanation for both X-rays and optical is eom
pI|cate_d by the existence of very early steep dec_ay_ in the Xcorrelatlons have ¢tierent slope, which is consistent with the
rays (likely connected to the end of the prompt emissiomeamat . - ! ; i
. L optical and X-ray emission typically being observed to be in
than the afterglow), complex temporal optical emissiorfifa® . . : 3
. L different spectral regimes (Greiner et al., 2011). They emerge
(maybe multi-component emission, from both reverse and for
L naturally from a synchrotron forward-reverse shock system
ward shock) and the close proximity of the end of the shal- ; - , :
. 4 . . (Leventis et al., 2014; van Eerten, 2014a), but require tes-p
low decay phase and of what is typically interpreted as a je A . .
- : S ence of a relativistic reverse shock (van Eerten, 2014h), or
break (Lietal. 2015). If not explained from viewing an- .

- . . ‘thick’ shells rather than ‘thin’ shells. It is not clear hastrong
gle afects (e.g.. Eichler and Granot 2006) or evolving MICTO" e emission from the reverse shock will be in reality, sithee
physics (e.g.|_Granot etlal. 2006; Filgas et al. 2011), platea Y.

. o P Crelative strength of reverse shock emission is sensitiveddel
stages point to some form of prolonged energy injection intg

the ejecta, where a continuous ‘push’ from the back delays d assumption_s, TC’UCh gs the degree of magnetiza_tion of thia.ejec
celeration. This can take various forms, such as late azjchi see e.gl_Mimica et al. 2009b), and can vary wildly even for a
o standard synchrotron model (e.g. Leventis €t al. 2014).

up of slower material into the forward-shogkeverse shock
system (e.g._Panaitescu etlal. 1998; Rees and Meszards 19%86 Further complications
Sari and Mészaros 2000), long-term source luminositg.(e. ~ o )
Zhang and Mészarbs 2001) or conversion of Poynting fluxfro ~ AS already alluded to above, the initial geometry of thejec
the ejecta (e.d. Ushv 1992; Thomp5on 1994). In afterglowana@nd the environment of the burster provide two obvious cempl
ysis, this injection can be modeled in the form of a power |awcations to the standard picture. Even the direct envirotimien
increase in ejecta energy (e.g. Zhang ét al. 2006; Racuaih et the burster can reasonably be expected to have a complea.shap
2009). In the case of a relativistic reverse shock (in the@af 1 he stellar wind profile will only extend to a finite range ared b
the inflowing material) and gradual, power-law type injenti m_f_lgenqed py photo-ionization, stellar rotation and fluidta-
one can even maintain self-similarity (Blandford and MdKee bilities (Eldridge et al., 2006; van Marle et al., 2006;_Edigre,
1976:[van Eertér], 2014a). Another promising modeling ap2007;.van Marle et all. 2008; van Marle and Keppens, 2012).
proach which has been applied to data directly, is droppetfg s Late time mass loss of the progenitor system is likely exrati
similarity, but maintaining a simplified description forethate ~ (Mesler etal.; 2012). Although circumburst mass transgio
shells (Uhm et dil, 2012; De Pasquale étal., 2015). It shoeld are not expected to introduce sudden changes in the observed
emphasized that, although long-term engine activity itaiely light curves from the forward shock (Nakar and Granot, 2007;
a possible explanation for these early stages (potentizdjyir- ~ van Eerten etal., 2009; Gat ef al.. 2013; Geng et al..|20T4), a
ing a magnetar engine model, see e.g. Usov1992; ThornpscSWera” slop_e transition can reasonably be expected, which
1994 Dai and Lii 1998; Zhang and Mész&ros 2001), jet breakeould explaink measurements other than= 0 ork = 2
out is a messy event (see e.g. Waxman and Mészaros 200:urran etal.. 2009). Additional emission might be gerefat
Morsony et all 2007) which might well naturally introduce an PY & complex shock structure following multiple interactio
extended observable early stage even for briefly activenesgi  (Uhm-and Zhand. 2014; Mesler et al.. 2014).
before moving towards the asymptotic regime of a decelegati
relativistic blast wave (Dffiell and MacFadyen, 2014). 3. Emission

A potential means of distinguishing between engine models
are the correlations found between plateau end times and lu- The synchrotron spectrum consists of a series of connected
minosity in the X-rays|(Dainotti et al., 2008), and in theiept power laws, separated by break frequencies, and evolves
cal (Panaitescu and Vestrand, 2011; Lietlal.,, 2012). The twin a characteristic manner during the lifetime of the blast
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wave (Mészaros and Rees, 1997; Wijers et al., 11997; Sah,et wherey’ the observer frequency amfithe cooling break in the
1998). An example is provided by Figl 1. We will discuss thisframe comoving with the fluid, which we will discuss below. In
slow coolingcase first. A shock-accelerated electron populaour framee, ~ y?¢,,, as the dependency evolution of flux on
tion ng(ye) With power-lawp ~ 2.3 is typically assumed, with model parameters will be dictated by emission from material
Ne(ye) o ys" andye expressed in the comoving fluid frame. moving (nearly) straight towards the observer. The obskrve
The lower cut-d value for this distribution igm. If we further  flux is then

parametrize the shock-accelerated electron spectruny ggin Fyo o 1+ ZVEV“ (17)
(typically taken~ 1), the fraction of electrons that get shock- ' df

accelerated, ang (typically ~ 0.1), the fraction of available in-
ternal energy in the fluid that goes into the non-thermaleiec
population, one can derive (by equating integrals overtelac
number density distribution and electron energy densgjridi
bution yene(ye)MeC? to available total number density and en-
ergy density respectively):

Here V is the emitting volume, the product of areR/{)?

and depthAR « R/y2. The Lorentz factor in the area re-
flects the size of the visible patch due to beaming. Without
sideways spreading, it would be fBaient to omit this fac-

tor in order to obtain post jet-break flux values. Spreading
models quickly become more complicated (simulation-based
2-p ( €€ Mp ) (13) post-break light curve slopes for the ISM case are provided

m=- p\énp bylvan Eerten and MacFadyen 2013. These simulations reveal

&N p MeC?
wherem, proton mass anth electron mass. If the power law Stéep temporal slopes of —2.7 abovevm, once the transi-
distribution slopep is too shallow p < 2), one can choose to tion to the post-break regime has completed, which is strik-
either maintain a physically plausible proportionalityweeen  ingly steeper than indicated by the Swift sample). Observed
ym ande/n, or have the upper cutfoto the particle popula- frequencies are related to comoving frequencies via thalusu
tion (which can be ignored fop > 2) dictateyy, instead, in e = ¥v/(1+ 2), and observed time and emission time via
order to maintain the interpretation ef (Bhattacharyd, 2001; €d-[I1. Using the jump-condition values from €q. 2 and the

Dai and Cherld, 2001). dynamics from eq.[13, is then Sicient to determine the ex-
According to synchrotron theory, the local spectrum from an@Ct dependence of flux on the model parameters. Synchrotron
electron at energy. peaks around flux equations for afterglow blast waves can be found at vari-
3 B ous places in the literature, including extensions sucheast
v 2 24e”

(14) relativistic flow, energy injection and general valuekdsee
e.g. |[Mészaros and Rees 1907; Sari et al. 1998; Waxman et al.
in the frame comoving with the flufdand wherege electron  [1998; [ Gruzinov and Waxman 1999; Granot and Sari2002;
charge. Magnetic field is typically parametrized again via a ivan Eerten and Wijers _2009S; _Leventis et al. _2012;_Yi et al.
fraction of available energy, according B3/(87) = ege (and  [2013; Gao et al. 2013; van Eerten 2014a).
with eg typically ~ 0.01). The critical frequencyy, shown in If not all available electrons are shock-accelerated into a
Fig. (1, represents thaveragecritical frequency for the com- non-thermal population, i.eéy < 1, some will remain in a
bined emission of all local synchrotron spectra and thaialo Maxwellian distribution. This can potentially impact thgns
¥m values, and expressed in the observer frame. The spectrethrotron light curve. Unfortunatelgy can not be derived from
slopes of 13 and (1- p)/2 at both sides ofy also follow from  observations of the power-law electrons directly, evenllif a
standard synchrotron theory (see elg. Rybicki and Lightmaspectral regimes could be observed. A full degeneracy leztwe
1979). & and other model parameters exist, where a decrea&g in
The dependency of the flux on the model parameliys  can be compensated for by a simultaneous linearly propatio
Pext: €8, € &N, Z AL (luminosity distance) in a given spectral decrease ime, eg and linearly proportional increase ks, and
regime can now be determined as follows. The emissioffieoe pey; (Eichler and Waxman, 2005).
cient peaks according to synchrotron theory at

Ye® 4o’

-1 V3 3.1. Electron Cooling
o1V, g (15) - |
2 me Another characteristic of the synchrotron spectrum is pro-

in the frame comoving with the fluid and whemehe local co- ~ vided by electron cooling, since energetic particles usgr th
moving fluid number density (such th@tn the number density  energy very quickly through synchrotron emission:
of non-thermal electrons). On both sides/fif we have

’
€pase™

dye 40'T7§ e Ye dn

,\1/3 =- e+ ——, (18)
€ = e,’aase(y—/) , V<V <V ar 3meC 3n dt’

Vm

, \(1-P)/2 whereot the Thomson cross-section atidin the comoving
€ = féase(v—,) , V<V <y (16)  fluid frame. Beyond the cooling break, the dfect of cooling

m

becomes important and the first term on the right above (the

2This choice of notation was made for consistency with trediture. Note synchrotron loss ter.m) dommates'. BeI.OW the CO.OImQ break,
that we now have’ andp in the frame comoving with the fluid, whileandp’ the Oth_er te_rm (COOl_mg thrOUgh ad“_iba“c expanspn, _mmze t
are expressed in the lab frame. ‘stretching’ri/n) dominates. The cooling break can lie either
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Figure 3: self-absorbed spectrum beyonrd in terms of regular ordering for
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dicated in Figs. 1 arld 2, leading to

, VL (1-p)/2 v -p/2 , ) ,
Ebasev_, — , Vm<VC<V,

/
m VC

Figure 2: A fast cooling synchrotron spectrum.
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above or below,, yielding spectra designated as slow- and

-1/2
. . ’ ’ / / /
fast-cooling respectively. 6 = Ebase(?) s Ve <V <y (20)
Cc

A simple approaching to modeling the behavior of the cool-
ing break, is to ignore the spatial structure of the blastevav
for the purpose of determining the cooling time, using adytea
state approximation to e1. 118 and equating overall cooiing t
to burst duration, resulting in

Here ¢ . tracks the peak of the spectrum, which not neces-
sarily coincides withy,. In the local approach to cooling, this
only describes the shape of the globally emergent speciram (
flux, rather than emission cfiients). The-1/2 power can be
understood as follows. The frequencies in this regime probe
electron Lorentz factors below the injection valueygf while
(19) the cooling timescales are extremely short since we areeabov
vc (meaning that the shape of the injected profile is not refgvan
o . so nop-dependency). All available energy is quickly radiated
cpnnected tzo a chqracterlstlc frequen.cy in the usual manneivay. Per frequency, this yields, o yemec?/[y2B] o« yat «
via v¢ o« y¢B (Sarietal.[1998). This approach has been,-1/2,
used in simulations as well (e.g._Zhang and MacFadyen 2009;
De Colle etal.| 2012bi_van Eerten el al. 2012), even though 2. synchrotron Self-absorption
other quantities,, peak flux) are calculated completely lo-
cally. The correct scalings and temporal evolution areaepr
duced in this manner, but this hybrid approach (in the simu
lation case), implies anfiset of the cooling break relative to
a fully local approach to cooling. The reason for this is that
the full fluid profile provides a dimensionless constant of in
tegration when computing the cooling break from local spec
tra (which exhibit an exponential cutidocally, rather than a
power-law transition, only globally adding up to such a tran
sition) that is diferent from the one provided by arffec-
tively flat fluid profile. The good news is that thidfeet by
remains essentially constant throughout the evolutionhef t V3EB ¢
blast wave [(van Eerten etlal., 2010a), but tifiee on multi- @, ~(p-1)(p+ 2)§Nn762(1/)2(—,) , (21)
band analysis of afterglows can be substantial (Guidorilet ymlETmgC Vm

2014). A local approach to electron cooling in simulationswherek - 1/3if v < v, andk = —p/2 otherwise. In a simpli-
= - = .

(_e.g. by rewntm_g eq.[18 in the for_m of an_ad\_/ecnon equa-fiaqg computation in order to obtain the model parameter depen
tion for yy,), requires extreme resolutions, which is challengmgdenCieS we need to consider an emitting surface (R/y)?

already in one dimension (van Eerten etial., 2010b), but Onl%md a source function below, rather than the emitting vol-

achievable in multi dimensions by specialized methods. (e'%me for the optically thin case (Sari et al., 1998; Waxmar.et a
van Eerten and MacFadyen 2013). 1998), i.e ) : '

In the global approach, the emission flagent equationis 16 1+z e

can be extended to include thfeet of electron cooling as in- Fre o d? Aa_v,' (22)
7

_ Brmecy
Yo = gT th ’

At low frequencies (typically in the radio regime), syn-
chrotron self-absorption (ssa) becomes important andracha
teristic breakv, appears in the spectrum, below which the flux
drops df more steeply. Since ssa is not a scattering process, itis
relatively straightforward to model in a linear radiativartsfer
approach,/(Granot etlal., 1999; Granot and| $ari, 2002) #rat ¢
also be applied to adiabatic relativistic blast wave sirtioies
(Mimica et al., 2009a; van Eerten et al., 2010b). In the absen
of electron cooling, the absorption deient due to ssa is given



In the lab framer,, ~ a//y. In the slow cooling case and with s, the sharper the transition. Such approximations can be
vm > va, the spectral slope 2 below, (see Fig.[1) follows applied to temporal transitions (e.g. jet breaks) as well an
from a comparison between eds.] 21 16. In cgsand have been applied to both light curves and spectra (e.g.
va flip, @ new slope of B2 is introduced, as can be seen fromBeuermann et al. 1999; Harrison etial. 1999; Granot and Sari
the same equations. Ongg> vy, the temporal evolution of, 2002; |van Eerten and Wijers 2009; Leventis et al. 2012;
will change, as will the peak of the spectrum, which now oscur lvan Eerten and MacFadyen 2013). Smooth power laws can
at vy, rather tharnv,,. Nevertheless, theseftiring characteris- lead to significantly better fits to data, and the flux exactly a
tics follow from the regular self-absorption agg ..evolution,  a spectral transition can féiér up to an order of magnitude
as can be seen geometrically in Fig. 3, wherethe position  from sharply connected power laws. The exact value &f
when extrapolating the,, > v, case and,s the actual posi- hard to determine in practice from the data, and good fits can
tion of the self-absorption break (see also Leventis et@l22 typically be obtained for a range of values. The theoretical
for a discussion. The numbers 1 and 5 were chosen to matalalues of s are influenced by many things. In addition to
the notation from Granot and Sari 2002). The model parametehe fluid profile, the closeness of other spectral transition
dependency and evolution of (i.e. va1) can be determined by also plays a role even if their presence is not immediately
looking for the meeting point between the flux according to eqapparent from the data. Finally, the sharpness of the spactr
and eq_17, using < vy, for both. is sensitive to the orientation of the jet, since a given olese

As said, the case,s > vy, does not introduce anything new, time corresponds to afikerent set of emission times for each
although the flux equations lookftirent. This minor observa- angle ((van Eerten and MacFadyen, 2012a).
tion has the practical implication that, when constructingle-
invariant spectral templates from high-resolution sirtiales,  3.4. Further complications
all that is needed are the temporal evolution curvesfpn,

Va1 and Fpeal, With the understanding that the latter does nOtparticle spectra and by multiple emission sites for syncbro

coincide with the actual spectral peak ongg > vm. C
The fact that self-absorption renders only the front of the misston (e.g. a forward shock and a reverse shock), the

- : most obvious further complication is the addition of othar r
blast wave visible to the observer should serve as cauti@mwh .. . .
. . - diative processes. Of these, inverse Compton scatteridg an
attempting to seek out early time emission from a reverseksho

in the radio domain: depending on density and profile of the ensynchrotron selt-Compton scattering are the most I|kely_ ca
. : . : . didates. Inverse Compton scattering has a noticeable impac
vironment, this component might well be hidden from view by : . .
. . . ..~ "7 on the cooling of electrons whety < e (Sarietal.] 1996;
ssa. A precise analysis of the early stage radio emissiarr-s f . - . : :
) . . Panaitescu and Kumar, 2000; Sari and Esin, 2001). This ef-
ther complicated by the role of electron cooling. At eartyei . . -
! . . fect can be included in prescriptions for synchrotron spect
we might also be observing the fast cooling case, rathertttean . .
. . . Even when not observed directly, Inverse Compton scagerin
slow cooling case, and the cooling break will help shapelthea .~ . : : :
: ! : : will shift the cooling break downwards, and, in the fast ¢ogl
sorption cofficient. At this point the dference between local : : ’
: : stage, the self-absorption break upwards. (Sari and E801,;2
and global cooling emerges again as well. An exact treatofent )

) . ; o ) Granot and Sari, 2002).
local cooling will actually introduce additional spectragimes . : . .
. - . Other factors that complicate interpreting the observeidem
that are not apparent in a global approximation. These sopic_.

are discussed further by Granot et al. (1999); Granot anid Saf'.On In terms of a synchrotron blast wave origin, is the con-
(2002) ribution from completely separate components, such as hos

o galaxies and supernovae, or dust echoes of the prompt emissi
(Evans et all, 2014).

Aside from the complexities introduced by more realistic

3.3. The sharpness of spectral breaks

The connected power law description of the synchrotron
spectrum that we applied above, is of course an approximat Model-based data analysis
tion. In reality, the asymptotic regimes approach one aroth
smoothly, with the underlying shape for a single electroecsp ~ When analyzing the data, a number of approaches can be
trum being an integrated modified Bessel function of frawio ~ taken. The conventional approach has been to start from anal
order. Since the full expression for a spectral transitiocuim- ~ YSis of light curves and spectra (when available) in terms of
bersome and, more importantly, since the spectral shaspnesimplified heuristic fit functions, typically power laws, g
also depends on the fluid configuration that shapes all ke loc Mented where appropriate by descriptions of extinctionaind
contributions to the emergent spectra, it is more conveiien SOrption due to intervening material and host galaxy and su-

laws of the type cise description of the data (in itself already useful) tba

subsequently be interpreted in terms of physical models, un
—Say —saz /s der the assumption that the essence of these models can be
Y(X) = Yo [(%) + (%) ] ’ (23) captured sfficiently in the form of power laws. On the other
hand, once can test physical models against the data glirectl
and varieties thereof, with the most useful shape dependn a manner that does not require synchronous multi-band ob-
ing on e.g. the sign of the transitiom — @;. The larger servations (e.gl_Panaitescu and Kumar 2001, 12002; Yost et al

8



study this crucial stage of afterglow blast wave evolu-
i tion (including, but not limited to_Kobayashietial. 1999;
Downes et al. | 2002;| _Cannizzo et al. 2004; _Meliani &t al.
| 2007; [Zhang and MacFadven| 2009;_ ___van Eertenlet al.
Ry 2011; [Wygodaetal. | 2011; | DeColleefal.| 2012a;
van Eerten and MacFadyen  2013; fiall and MacFadyen
2013). Most multi-dimensional simulations employ special
strategies to deal with the stringent resolution requireé.e.
AR ~ R/T?, with T > 1), specifically adaptive-mesh refine-
ment, where the grid resolution is locally dynamically dtaeb
10t ] (or halved) along each dimension, depending on the vaitiabil
— F,,. BOXFIT ¢, = 0.20 rad. of the flow. With this approach, the six orders of magnitude be
— F,, new method ¢, = 0.20 rad. tween initial shell width and final shell radius could be more
- = = = . less covered numerically. However, it is important to nbizt t
10 10 00 10 10 all simulations prior to 2013 failed to fully resolve numerigal
bR AN L the blast wave at the key dynamical stage of jet spreadingt Th
Figure 4: Evolution of the synchrotron spectral peak, comgurom lab- qualitatively Corre_Ct behavior was nevertheless repreduc
frame (blue) and boosted-frame (red) simulations. Dastrey kines denote ~ could only be confirmed recently (van Eerten and MacFadyen,
the asymptotig self-similar Iimits._ _The drop betweer? _1(101 days describes  [2013) by simulations in a specialized Lorentz-boosted &#an
:f:rajeet‘fect of a jet-break. The additional bump at late time the rfsh@coun-  5tyral antidote against/]]lz related issues). These resolution
' issues also impact light curves computed from simulatidhs.
strategy for such computations is not dissimilar from irifey

2003), which has become increasingly popular in recentsyearflux from simplified models: take the dynamics as a given,
(e.g. van Eerten et &l. 2012; Leventis €t al. 2013; Laskal et aassuming adiabatic expansion, and employ radiative tanst
2013]Perley et al. 2014; Urata eflal. 2014; Guidorzi &t 81420 or, above the self-absorption break, perform a straighod
Ryan et all 2015; Zhang etlal. 2014). Rather than yielding théummation of locally emitted power. As described previgusl
‘best’ short-hand description of the data set, this immtedja the time-dependent synchrotron spectrum can be captured
addresses the question of whether a given physical model c&®ncisely based on its key characteristics. An example is
explain it, and to the extent that it can, provides estimfaethe ~ Provided by Fig[#, showing both lab-frame and boosted frame
model parameters. An additional advantage of this apprisach evolution curves for the spectral peak.
that arbitrarily complex light curve shapes (as providedhsy Because derived synthetic light curves contain emissimm fr
underlying model) can be accounted for. many diferent emission times arriving at each single observer
These model fitting approaches also naturally connect téme, the resolution issue is in practice not problematithat
probabilistic data analysis methods, including Bayesian i light curve level for homogeneous medium simulations: the
ference, which are having a transformativeet on the resolutionissue is at its most severe early on during thelsim
field. Software packages that implement numerical methtion, and the emission from these times is observed joinitly w
ods such as fane invariant Markov-Chain Monte Carlo €emission preceding the simulation starting time (i.e. fie
(MCMC, |Goodman and Weare 2010; Foreman-Mackey et alanalytical self-similar Blandford-McKee solution thabpides
2013) or multi-modal nested sampling_(Feroz et al., 2009the initial conditions for the simulation). Only when jets-b
Buchner et dl.. 2014) are becoming readily available and areéome too narrowp < 0.05 rad), observer frequencies drop too
ideally suited to GRB afterglow analysis, due to their capab far belowy, at early times, or for certain circumburst medium
ity of dealing dficiently with expensive fitting functions, large Profiles (including, unfortunately, stellar wind), thisdmenes a
numbers of free parameters and bimodal posterior distdbsit ~ Potential issue.
The possibility in Bayesian data analysis of marginalizingr
nuisance parameters is extremely valuable for asses®meth 4.2, Scale-invariance and model templates
formance of a model in case not all parameters can be con-
strained fully (as is often the case for afterglows, sinds th ~ The complete evolution of a blast wave, from early time
would require broadband data covering all spectral regiofies conic wedge out of the relativistic self-similar solutiomthe

although the sample is growing). ful scale invariance that can be employed for model compar-

isons to data (van Eerten et al., 2012). This invariance gees

yond self-similarity and follows straightforwardly fromirden-

sional analysis. The fluid equations can be expressed irsterm
Because the deceleration to trans-relativistic veloci-of spacetime coordinated = rc/t, &, 6, rather tham, t, 6. In

ties and the spreading behavior of relativistic blast waveshe non-relativistic limitA | 0, whiled no longer applies due to

are dificult to capture analytically, many groups have sphericity, and the self-similar solution of single val&@is re-

used RHD simulations in one and more dimensions tacovered. In the ultra-relativistic limifl 7 1, whiled again does
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not apply due to the radial flow assumption, leaving agairfa se
similar solution. Note that = x(¢) and the Blandford-McKee
self-similarity variable is more practical in this limit.uBeven

for intermediate values afi, it remains true that rescaling in
explosion energy or circumburst density can be compensated
for with a rescaling of the coordinates. TakiBg, — «Eiso,
preeref — /l(preeref), r — (k/)YCMr andt — (k/2)YEH,
leads to the invariancél — A, ¢ —» £ andd — 6. a big-

ger explosion explosion (or one in a more dilute medium) goes
through the exact same stages as a smaller one, albeit at larc
radii and at later times. Interms of dimensions, we scalachgr

by a factor ofx, and centimeters and seconds both by a fac-
tor (k/1)~¥@Y. The implied scalings for mass densities, en-
ergy densities and pressure are identipals k</GK3/G-K ),

e — kKB BBKg p — KEBREKG | orentz factors
remain unfected;y — vy.

The big practical relevance of this comes when building a
template set out of simulations, for comparison to obs@mat
data. Two dimensions in parameter space are now accounte
for (Ejso andpex:, leaving onlyép). And, although we have no
exact analytical solution for the spreading stage, thet llage
nevertheless segues smoothly from one asymptote towagds ti
other. This means that we can use our intuition from the self-
similar asymptotes (with features such as AR « R/T?) to
guide us towards a suitable compression algorithm for simul
tion data, rendering the construction of templates feasisen
if the original simulations are very computationally insare.

In this manner, model results along the remairfindimension

in parameter space can be tabulated concisely (van Eersn et
2012). It should be noted that introducing energy injectiors
not break dynamical scale invariance, even though it intced
extra dimensions in parameter space, such as energy anjecti
duration, that scale along (van Eeften, 2014b).

Although dynamical templates are in principldfstient for
simulation-based afterglow analysis (with the caveat thdia-
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=
tive transfer based on dynamical templates needs to be cal- S‘i
culated on-the-fly), we can do better if the radiative preces 2
of interest is sfficiently simple: a convenient feature of the <~

power law nature of the synchrotron spectrum is that it rende
it scale invariant (van Eerten and MacFadyen, 2012a). ltike t
dynamical scale-invariance, this follows directly frommdin-
sional analysis, and although in synchrotron spectra a eumb
of additional constants appear (suchnag, this invariance is
not compromised within a single power law regime. In the flux

equation, the role of fractionrsg, e and&y does not change over Figure 5: A spectral template-based fit to the X-ray afteugfior GRB 071020,
from|Ryan et al.|(2015). Top figure shows the best fit, bottoraréighe pos-
terior probability distribution projections for jet opeg angle and observer
angle, marginalized over the other fit parametéso( pext: P, €8, €). In a
single band fit, most parameters remain unconstrained.

time either. All this implies that evolution curves fog, and
other characteristics of the synchrotron spectrum (peak flu
cooling break, self-absorption break), even when derivechf
high-resolution multi-dimensional simulations, can becaded
between model parameters, allowing for a synchrotron sglect
template-based approach to afterglow fitting.

4.3. BoxFIT and SCALEFIT

The scale-invariances described above have been used
to prepare synchrotron templates directly from relativis-
tic hydrodynamics simulations | _(van Eertenetal., 2012;
van Eerten and MacFadyen, 2012a; Ryan etlal., [2015). A
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simulation-based analysis code utilizing a set of 19 homogeand more complicated initial jet profiles will (at least ialty),
neous medium simulations and dynamical scale invariancgive rise to more complicated light curves.
(BoxriT, IVan Eerten et al. 2012), is freely available for down- The two codes mentioned by namexrir andscacLerir, of-
load. Its follow-up, using scale-invariance at the level of fer the means to perform this type of simulation-based model
spectral templates directly, is currently in preparati@ai(rir; fitting, but much work remains to be done. An extensive set
a first application to Swift XRT data can be found.in Ryan et al.of templates is being generated including stellar-windetgjo-
2015, limited to homogeneous medium simulations) andcumburst profile, and the public release §otierrt is in prepa-
will be available in the near future via the same websiteration. The strengths of these model-based codes are that
as Boxeit.  The full release ofscacerrr will include spec-  they allow for direct model testing and fitting of complicate
tral templates based on approximately+78igh-resolution light curve shapes, incorporate advanced statistical ogksth
simulations including ‘boosted Lorentz frame’ based senul and avoid the need for simultaneous broadband observations
tions (van Eerten and MacFadyen, 2013) and a stellar-wind@he obvious disadvantage of direct model fits, is that festur
environment. not included in the model are not tested for, and might drive

When emission is computed from radiative transfer throughhe fit into a wrong region of parameter space when occurring
a fluid dynamical solution provided either analyticallyprin  in the light curve and when the model is forced to account for
simulations directly, or from templates, the resultingtme them (e.g. interpreting a plateau stage as regular dechyawit
will be smooth automatically. Direct reconstruction of spe p value). The open source nature of the software should help
tra from scale-invariant templates, on the other hand,iregu facilitate the addition of additional dynamical models anel
that this smoothness is either ignored or accounted foliexpl diative processes. This can be done both on the level of the th
itly: spectral sharpness itself is not scale-invariantause it dynamical templates (e.g. by including a more complex evo-
connects two regimes where the flux equations sdgfer- lution of the shock-accelerated electrons, Sironi and @a@n
ently for changes inEis, andpex. Additionally, there is the [2013), and on the level of the spectral templates (e.qg.isift
practical issue of how to deal with crossings of spectrahkse the cooling break directly, Guidorzi etlal. 2014).
(Leventis et all, 2012).

Another complication is that the physical models describe
spectral flux, while detectors such as SyMRT count photons. Acknowledgements
A transition from count space to flux space needs to be made
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(Evans et al_2009), while at the same time absorption (in XWas supported by a post-doctoral Fellowship arant from the
rays) and extinction (in the optical), need to be accounted f bp yap P9

This transition is not completely trivial, and for exampke r Alexander von Humboldt Foundation and by the DFG Cluster

quires that some choice be made for the underlying spectréﬂ.f Excgllence Origin and Structure_ of the Universe", The
shape in the relevant spectral range. Ideally, the spestieate Ssimulations have been carried out in part on the computing
is provided by the physical model as; well ar,1d the fit is essenf_acilities of the Computational Center for Particle andrAst
tially done in count space. The disadvantage of this apprizac physics (C2PAP).

that this renders the fit software instrument-specific.
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