arXiv:2502.19051v1 [astro-ph.HE] 26 Feb 2025

Two-component jet model for the afterglow emission of GRB 201216C and GRB 221009A and implications for jet structure of very-high-energy gamma-ray bursts

Yuri Sato^{a,∗}, Kohta Murase^{b,c}, Yutaka Ohira^d, Susumu Inoue^e and Ryo Yamazaki^{a,f}

aDepartment of Physical Sciences, Aoyama Gakuin University, 5-10-1 Fuchinobe, Sagamihara, Kanagawa 252-5258, Japan bDepartment of Physics; Department of Astronomy & Astrophysics; Center for Multimessenger Astrophysics, Institute for Gravitation and the Cosmos, The Pennsylvania State University, University Park, PA 16802, USA cCenter for Gravitational Physics, Yukawa Institute for Theoretical Physics, Kyoto, Kyoto 606-8502, Japan dDepartment of Earth and Planetary Science, The University of Tokyo, 7-3-1 Hongo, Bunkyo-ku, Tokyo 113-0033, Japan eInternational Center for Hadron Astrophysics, Chiba University, 1-33 Yayoi-cho, Inage-ku, Chiba City, Chiba 263-8522 fInstitute of Laser Engineering, Osaka University, 2-6, Yamadaoka, Suita, Osaka 565-0871, Japan

A R T I C L E I N F O

Keywords:

Gamma-ray bursts, Very-high-energy gamma-rays

A B S T R A C T

In recent years, afterglow emission in the very-high-energy (VHE) band above 100 GeV have been clearly detected for at least five gamma-ray bursts (GRBs 180720B, 190114C, 190829A, 201216C and 221009A). For some of these VHE GRBs, we previously proposed a two-component jet model, consisting of two uniform jets with narrow and wide opening angles to explain their multiwavelength afterglows including VHE gamma rays. In this paper, we show that the VHE emission from GRBs 201216C and 221009A can be also explained by our two-component jet model. We find that the collimation-corrected kinetic energy of the five VHE GRBs have typical values of 5×10^{49} erg and 5 × 10^{50} erg for the narrow and wide jets, respectively. We discuss the similarities and differences among the VHE GRBs, and the implications for the structure of their jets. In particular, the narrow jet of GRB 221009A has a smaller opening angle, which can explain why its isotropic-equivalent energy is unusually large.

1. Introduction

So far, very-high-energy (VHE) gamma-ray emission from five gamma-ray bursts (GRBs), GRB 180720B (Abdalla et al., 2019), GRB 190114C (MAGIC Collaboration et al., 2019a,b), GRB 190829A (H. E. S. S. Collaboration et al., 2021), GRB 201216C (Abe et al., 2024) and GRB 221009A (Cao et al., 2023a), have been reported. For the observed VHE gammaray afterglows, synchrotron self-Compton (SSC), external inverse-Compton and hadronic processes have been considered (e.g. Nava, 2021; Gill and Granot, 2022; Miceli and Nava, 2022). However, the details of the radiation mechanism of the VHE gamma rays remain uncertain. In the near future, the number of VHE GRBs is expected to increase rapidly with current and future detectors like the Cherenkov Telescope Array (Kakuwa et al., 2012; Gilmore et al., 2013; Inoue et al., 2013; Sato et al., 2023a). VHE gamma-ray emission is expected to provide new insights to the physics of GRBs, including radiative processes, the formation mechanism of a relativistic jet and the central engine.

Multiwavelength afterglows, from radio to gamma-rays, were observed in VHE GRBs. They have complicated light curves and interesting features in various bands. The Xray and optical luminosities for GRBs 180720B, 190114C, 201216C and 221009A are significantly brighter than those of GRB 190829A (Ror et al., 2023). In the radio band, the luminosities of GRBs 190829A and 221009A are comparable with each other, and they are much lower than those

Email address: yuris@phys.aoyama.ac.jp ( Yuri Sato)

ORCID(s): 0000-0003-2477-9146 ( Yuri Sato)

of GRBs 180720B, 190114C and 201216C (Rhodes et al., 2020; Laskar et al., 2023; Ror et al., 2023). Remarkably, the early break is shown in the VHE gamma-ray light curve of GRB 221009A (Cao et al., 2023a). The existence of the narrower jet is supposed to explain this break, however, such a narrow jet alone is inadequate to explain the latetime afterglows in the other wavelengths (Cao et al., 2023a). Furthermore, for GRB 221009A, the highest photon energy reached 13 TeV (Cao et al., 2023b). Such complicated multiwavelength afterglows are difficult to be explained in a standard afterglow model.

We have shown in previous studies (Sato et al., 2021, 2023a,b) that multiwavelength afterglows from some VHE GRBs can be explained by a two-component jet model which consists of two top-hat-shaped jets with different opening angles (i.e., “narrow” and “wide” jets) (Ramirez-Ruiz, Celotti and Rees, 2002). This model has been motivated for explaining the multiwavelength afterglow emission for some events (e.g., Berger et al., 2003; Huang et al., 2004; Peng, Königl and Granot, 2005; Wu et al., 2005; Racusin et al., 2008; Rhodes et al., 2022). Hydrodynamic simulations have shown that the GRB jet has an angular structure (e.g. Zhang and MacFadyen, 2009; Gottlieb, Nakar and Bromberg, 2021; Urrutia et al., 2023). Such a structured jet may be most simply approximated by the two-component jet.

In this paper, we compare our predicted VHE gammaray emission from the narrow and wide jets determined by our previous studies with the updated observational results in the VHE gamma-ray bands of GRBs 201216C and 221009A.

Sato et al. 2024: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 1 of 11

Two-component jet model for VHE GRBs

The detailed VHE gamma-ray data from GRBs 201216C and 221009A had not yet been presented when our previous papers with the two-component jet model (Sato et al., 2023a,b) were published. In particular, in Sato et al. (2023b), VHE gamma-ray light curves detected by the Large High Altitude Air Shower Observatory (LHAASO) were not taken into account, and that our previous model parameters did not provide an adequate fit in the VHE gamma-ray band. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we describe our numerical method for afterglows. In Section 3, it is shown that our two-component jet model explains the observed afterglows of GRBs 201216C and 221009A. Section 4 is devoted to a discussion. In section 4.1, our model for GRB 221009A is compared with the other structured jet models proposed so far. In Sections 4.2 and 4.3, we summarize the similarities and differences among VHE GRBs, respectively. In Section 4.4, we argue the implications of our results. The conclusion of this paper is given in Section 5.

2. Model description of afterglow emission from relativistic jets

In this study, we adopt the standard afterglow model used in our previous works (Sato et al., 2021, 2023a,b). The afterglow emission from the two-component jets is given by a superposition of the radiation from two uniform (tophat) jets. The external forward-shock emission from each jet component is described as follows (see Huang et al., 2000, for details). Each relativistic jet component has isotropicequivalent kinetic energy 𝐸_{iso,K} , initial bulk Lorentz factor Γ_0 and initial opening half-angle 𝜃_0, and propagates into a uniform circumburst medium (CBM) with the number density 𝑛_0. A thin shell is formed by the interaction between the jet and the surrounding matter, emitting multiwavelength afterglows. To calculate the synchrotron and SSC emission, we assume that the electron energy distribution has a powerlaw with a spectral index 𝑝, and that microphysics parameters 𝜖_𝑒, 𝜖_𝐵 and 𝑓_𝑒, which are the energy fractions of the internal energy going into non-thermal electrons, magnetic fields and the number fraction of accelerated electrons, respectively, and are time-independent. The flux density 𝐹_𝜈 is obtained by integrating the emissivity over the equal arrival time surface (e.g. Granot, Piran and Sari, 1999). The SSC flux takes into account the Klein-Nishina effect for both self-consistent (e.g. Nakar, Ando and Sari, 2009; Murase et al., 2010, 2011; Wang et al., 2010; Jacovich, Beniamini and van der Horst, 2021; Zhang et al., 2021a; Sato et al., 2023a). Prompt emission of GRBs 201216C and 221009A was so bright that the on-axis viewing (𝜃_𝑣 = 0) case is adopted. In this paper, the external reverse-shock emission is not calculated.

3. Results of afterglow modeling

In this section, we show our numerical results of multiwavelength afterglow emission. In §3.1 and §3.2, our numerical results are compared with the observed data of GRB 201216C and GRB 221009A, respectively.

3.1. GRB 201216C In this subsection, we show our numerical results of afterglow emission in the VHE gamma-ray (0.1 TeV), Xray (5 keV), optical (r-band) and radio (10 GHz) bands and compare them with the observed flux of GRB 201216C. The VHE gamma-ray (0.07–0.2 TeV) data, which is corrected for extragalactic background light (EBL) absorption, is obtained from Abe et al. (2024). It is assumed that the photon index is ∼ 2 at all time (Abe et al., 2024), and we convert the observed energy flux in 0.07–0.2 TeV to the flux density at 0.1 TeV. The X-ray (5 keV) data is taken from the Swift team website^1 (Evans et al., 2007, 2009). The observed energy flux in 0.3-10 keV is converted to the flux density at 5 keV with the photon index of 1.67. The optical (r-band) and radio (10 GHz) data is extracted from Rhodes et al. (2022). We use the r-band extinction 𝐴_𝑟 = 1.8 mag (Sato et al., 2023a).

First, we consider a single top-hat jet. Here, the typical opening half-angle of 𝜃_0 ∼ 0.1 rad is taken (Zhao et al., 2020). The radio afterglow is well explained when the model parameters are chosen as follows: 𝜃_𝑣 = 0.0 rad, 𝜃_0 = 0.1 rad, 𝐸_{iso,K} = 4.0 × 10^{53} erg, Γ_0 = 350, 𝑛_0 = 1.0 cm^{−3}, 𝑝 = 2.3, 𝜖_𝑒 = 0.38, 𝜖_𝐵 = 1.0 × 10^{−4} and 𝑓_𝑒 = 0.2 (we call this “failed parameter set I” because the data at other wavelengths (e.g., the X-ray band) are not explained). As the typical frequency 𝜈_𝑚 crosses the observation bands, the flux reaches a maximum (Sari, Piran and Narayan, 1998). The typical frequency can be described as

𝜈_𝑚 ≃ 2.1 × 10^{19}(1 + 𝑧)^12 ( 𝑝 − 2 𝑝 − 1

)_2 (

𝑓_𝑒 1.0 )_{−2} ( 𝜖_𝑒 0.1 )_2

× ( 𝜖_𝐵 0.1 )^1_2 ( 𝐸_{iso,K}

10^{52} erg

)^1_2

𝑇^{− 3}2 Hz, (1)

where 𝑇 is the observer time. For the failed parameter set I, the crossing time when 𝜈_𝑚 intersects 10 GHz is ≃ 5.2×10^6 s, which is consistent with our numerical result within a factor of two. In this case, the optical and radio light curves show the rebrightnings when 𝑇 ∼ 4×10^3 s at which the transitions from the fast cooling (𝜈_𝑚 > 𝜈_𝑐) to the slow cooling (𝜈_𝑚 < 𝜈_𝑐) phase occurs. As shown in Fig. 1(a), the predicted VHE gamma-ray, X-ray and optical fluxes exceed the observed ones.

Second, we fit the VHE gamma-ray flux. If the small value of 𝜖_𝑒 is adopted, then the VHE gamma-ray flux becomes dim since the Compton Y parameter is small (e.g. Sari and Esin, 2001; Nakar et al., 2009; Nava, 2021). When the cooling frequency 𝜈_𝑐 is located between the optical and the X-ray bands, and 𝜈_𝑚 is lower than the optical band, both X-ray and optical fluxes are expected to follow as 𝐹_𝜈 ∝ 𝜖^{𝑝−1}_𝑒 (Gao et al., 2013). For smaller 𝜖_𝑒 and 𝑝 > 2, the X-ray and optical afterglows also becomes dim. Hence, we set 𝜖_𝑒 = 1.0 × 10^{−2}, and the other parameters are the same as failed parameter set I. This parameter set is referred to as “failed parameter set II”. The observed VHE gamma-ray light curve is well explained. However, the radio afterglow is larger than

1https://www.swift.ac.uk/xrt_curves/01013243/

Sato et al. 2024: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 2 of 11

Two-component jet model for VHE GRBs

Figure 1: Multiwavelength afterglow light curves of GRB 201216C for the single-component jet model (VHE gamma-ray (0.1 TeV: magenta), X-ray (5 keV: red), optical (r-band: blue) and radio bands (10 GHz: orange)), compared with observed data (VHE gamma-ray (0.1 TeV: magenta points), X-ray (5 keV: red points), optical (r-band: blue upward triangles) and radio bands (10 GHz: orange circles)). The panels (a) and (b) show the emission from the jets with the failed parameter sets I and II, respectively (see text for details).

Figure 2: Multiwavelength light curves calculated by the twocomponent jet model for GRB 201216C – solid lines are the sum of the narrow jet (dashed lines) and the wide jet (dotted lines). The meanings of colors and observed data are the same as in Fig. 1.

the observational result, and the X-ray and optical emission is still inconsistent with the observed data (red, blue and orange lines in Fig. 1(b)).

As shown earlier, it is difficult for the constant CBM case to explain the observed multiwavelength afterglows at any time. Abe et al. (2024) supposed a wind medium. Then, the optical, X-ray and VHE gamma-ray fluxes are consistent with the observed ones, while the predicted radio emission still does not match the observational result. Another possibility is that 𝜖_𝑒 or 𝜖_𝐵 evolves with the radius in the on-axis viewing case. Then, the X-ray afterglows may have the shallow decay phase (Fan and Piran, 2006; Granot, Königl and Piran, 2006; Ioka et al., 2006; Asano, 2024), which is inconsistent with the observed monotonically decaying X-ray flux. Hence, it is challenging for the single jet to well describe the observed multiwavelength afterglow emission from GRB 201216C.

Finally, we introduce a two-component jet model. Here we use the same parameters as Sato et al. (2023a) that had been determined before the observed VHE data were provided. We have a “narrow jet” with 𝜃_𝑣 = 0.0 rad, 𝜃_0 = 0.015 rad, 𝐸_{iso,K} = 4.0×10^{53} erg, Γ_0 = 350, 𝑛_0 = 1.0 cm^{−3}, 𝑝 = 2.3, 𝜖_𝑒 = 3.5 × 10^{−2}, 𝜖_𝐵 = 6.0 × 10^{−5} and 𝑓_𝑒 = 0.4 and a “wide jet” with 𝜃_𝑣 = 0.0 rad, 𝜃_0 = 0.1 rad, 𝐸_{iso,K} = 1.0 × 10^{53} erg, Γ_0 = 20, 𝑛_0 = 1.0 cm^{−3}, 𝑝 = 2.8, 𝜖_𝑒 = 0.1, 𝜖_𝐵 = 5.0 × 10^{−5} and 𝑓_𝑒 = 0.2.

Intriguingly, our VHE gamma-ray flux coincides with the observed one without changing model parameters determined in Sato et al. (2023a). In other words, the observations of GRB 201216C are consistent with our prediction given by Sato et al. (2023a). In Sato et al. (2023a), the calculation of the VHE gamma-ray afterglow included the effects of the EBL absorption, following the method of Franceschini, Rodighiero and Vaccari (2008). We also calculate the VHE gamma-ray flux without considering EBL absorption. Abe et al. (2024) used the EBL model from Domínguez et al. (2011) in order to correct for the EBL attenuation. At 0.1 TeV, the EBL absorption optical depth according to Franceschini et al. (2008) and Domínguez et al. (2011) is ∼ 0.83 and ∼ 0.85, respectively, indicating that the differences are minimal. The redshift of GRB 201216C is 𝑧 = 1.1 (Blanch et al., 2020), which is the farthest among other VHE GRBs (Abe et al., 2024). The effect of the EBL absorption may be less significant since we focus on the 0.1 TeV band.

About 40 s after the burst trigger time, the SSC characteristic frequency, 2𝛾^2_𝑚𝜈_𝑚, where 𝛾_𝑚 is the minimum electron Lorentz factor, crosses the VHE gamma-ray band. Then, our VHE gamma-ray light curve takes maximum (e.g., Nakar et al., 2009; Yamasaki and Piran, 2022). After the peak, the behavior in the VHE gamma-ray band is complicated, however, the numerically calculated flux shows monotonic decay. As the jet decelerates, the sideway expansion of the jet is significant (Zhang and MacFadyen, 2009), at which

Sato et al. 2024: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 3 of 11

Two-component jet model for VHE GRBs

the decay slope of the observed flux becomes steeper. The jet break time is written by 𝑇_{jb} ∼ (3𝐸_{iso,K}∕4𝜋𝑛_0𝑚_𝑝𝑐^5)^{1∕3}𝜃^{8∕3}_0 , where 𝑚_𝑝 is the mass of the proton and 𝑐 is the speed of light (Sari, Piran and Halpern, 1999), so that the narrow jet has 𝑇_{jet} ≈ 750 s. Subsequently, another characteristic frequency, 2𝛾_𝑚𝛾_0𝜈_𝑚, intersects with 0.1 TeV at ∼ 10^4 s, where a critical electron Lorentz factor 𝛾_0 is defined as 𝑌 (𝛾_0) = 1 and 𝑌 is the Compton Y parameter. After this epoch, the decay index of the light curve changes (e.g., Nakar et al., 2009; Yamasaki and Piran, 2022). Finally, the narrow jet enters to the Newtonian phase at 𝑇 ∼ 10^6 s. Then, the VHE gammaray emission will be less affected in the Klein-Nishina regime, and the VHE gamma-ray flux will almost obey the scaling in the Thomson limit 𝐹_𝜈 ∝ 𝑇^{(37−27𝑝)∕10} ≈ 𝑇^{−2.5} (Fraija et al., 2021).

The wide jet only explains the late time radio emission (see dotted lines in Fig. 2). Here, we show that the wide jet parameters can be constrained by the observed radio data. If 𝜈_𝑚 crosses the radio band, the flux takes the maximum. The observed radio flux shows the peak in the light curve at 𝑇 ∼ 2 × 10^6 s, so that the condition of 𝜈_𝑚 ∼ 10 GHz at 𝑇 ∼ 2 × 10^6 s is required. Before 2 × 10^6 s, the value of 𝜈_𝑚 is larger than 10 GHz. For 𝜈_𝑎 < 𝜈 < 𝜈_𝑚, the observed synchrotron flux density is given by (e.g. Sari et al., 1998; Gao et al., 2013)

𝐹_𝜈 (𝑇 ) ≃ 7.4 × 10^{−7}(1 + 𝑧)^56 ( 𝑝 − 2 𝑝 − 1

)_−^2_3 ( 𝜖_𝑒 0.1 )_−^2_3 ( 𝜖_𝐵 0.1 )^1_3 ( 𝑓_𝑒 1.0 )^5_3

× ( 𝐸_{iso,K}

10^{52} erg

)^5_6 ( 𝑛_0 1.0 cm^{−3}

)^1_2 ( 𝑑_𝐿 10^{28} cm

)_{−2} 𝜈^{13} 𝑇^{12} mJy,(2)

where 𝑑_𝐿 is a luminosity distance. It is assumed that 𝜈_𝑎 is lower than 10 GHz until 𝑇 ∼ 10^7 s. From the radio observation, we get the radio energy flux density 𝐹_𝜈 ∼ 0.1 mJy at 1 × 10^6 s. The model parameters can be constrained by the following two conditions:

𝜈_𝑚(𝑇 ≃ 2 × 10^6 s) ≃ 10 GHz, (3) 𝐹_{𝜈=10 GHz}(𝑇 ≃ 1 × 10^6 s) ≃ 0.1 mJy. (4)

Here, we adopt 𝑝 = 2.8 (Sato et al., 2023a). The value of the number density 𝑛_0 is the same as that determined by the narrow jet. In Sato et al. (2023a), it has been supposed that GRBs 180720B, 190114C, 190829A and 201216C have similar 𝐸_{iso,K}, Γ_0 and 𝜃_0 for narrow and wide jets, so that we set 𝐸_{iso,K} ≃ 1.0 × 10^{53} erg (Sato et al., 2023a). Using Eqs. (3) and (4) with 𝑝 = 2.8, 𝑛_0 = 1.0 cm^{−3} and 𝐸_{iso,K} = 1.0×10^{53} erg, we get 𝜖_𝑒 ≃ 1.2𝑓^{3∕2}_𝑒 and 𝜖_𝐵 ≃ 1.1×10^{−6}𝑓^{−2}_𝑒 . For 𝑓_𝑒 ≃ 0.2 from our wide jet parameter, we obtain 𝜖_𝑒 ≃ 0.1 and 𝜖_𝐵 ≃ 2.7 × 10^{−5}, which are almost consistent with our wide jet parameters.

3.2. GRB 221009A In this subsection, we present the numerical results in the VHE gamma-ray (0.4 TeV), high-energy (HE) gammaray (1 GeV), X-ray (1 keV), optical (r-band) and radio (1.3, 5.0, 15.8 and 99.9 GHz) bands for GRB 221009A. The VHE gamma-ray data by correcting for EBL attenuation is derived from Cao et al. (2023a) and the EBL absorption corrected VHE gamma-ray upper limits are obtained from Mbarubucyeye et al. (2023) and Aharonian et al. (2023). The HE gamma-ray data is extracted from Tavani et al. (2023) and Axelsson et al. (2024). The X-ray data is download from the Swift team website^2 and Williams et al. (2023). The optical data is taken from Fulton et al. (2023), Kann et al. (2023) and Laskar et al. (2023). The r-band extinction of 𝐴_𝑟 = 4.8 mag is adopted (Blanchard et al., 2024). The radio flux is measured by Bright et al. (2023), Laskar et al. (2023) and O’Connor et al. (2023).

The observed VHE gamma-ray flux exhibits the break at about 896 s after the Fermi/GBM trigger time (Cao et al., 2023a). After that, the VHE gamma-ray light curve decays much steeper (Cao et al., 2023a), while the observed X-ray and optical light curves do not show such a steep decay. In order to explain such complicated multiwavelength afterglows, previous works considered the density distribution as a function of the radius, and they supposed that a structured jet is also necessary (Gill and Granot, 2023; Zhang et al., 2025; Ren, Wang and Dai, 2024; Zheng et al., 2024). Therefore, even if the nontrivial CBM density profile is considered, the observed afterglows are difficult to describe with a single uniform jet. Another possibility is that the microphysics parameters evolve with the radius in a single top-hat jet model. However, in this case, the X-ray decay would be shallower than observed (Fan and Piran, 2006; Granot et al., 2006; Ioka et al., 2006; Asano, 2024). Hence, it is very challenging for the single uniform jet to well describe the broad-band emission, as shown in different papers.

As stated in Section 1, in Sato et al. (2023b), the detailed VHE gamma-ray light curve measured by LHAASO was not for the purpose of detailed modeling Unlike Sato et al. (2023b), we shift the zero of the observer time, 𝑇 , for the two jets by 226 s after the Fermi/GBM trigger. Then, the slope of the rising part for the constant CBM case is almost consistent with the observed one (Cao et al., 2023a). In this paper, we adopt that the two jets depart at the central engine simultaneously and propagate into the uniform CBM.

The model parameters determined by Sato et al. (2023b) need to be somewhat modified although the basic model itself remains the same. For the narrow jet, we set 𝜃_𝑣 = 0 rad, 𝜃_0 = 3.0 × 10^{−3} rad, 𝐸_{iso,K} = 8.0 × 10^{55} erg, Γ_0 = 1600, 𝑛_0 = 0.1 cm^{−3}, 𝑝 = 2.2, 𝜖_𝑒 = 2.0 × 10^{−2}, 𝜖_𝐵 = 1.0 × 10^{−5} and 𝑓_𝑒 = 0.2. Then, the observed VHE gamma-ray flux can be explained. Although the initial jet opening half-angle is smaller than that in the previous work (Sato et al., 2023b), the jet is still fat in a sense 𝜃_0 > Γ^{−1}_0 . The distance of the prompt emission from the central engine is given by 𝑅_{IS} ∼ 2𝑐𝛿𝑡Γ^2_0, where 𝛿𝑡 is the variability timescale of the prompt emission (e.g. Piran, 2004; Zhang, 2018). When we use 𝛿𝑡 ∼ 10 ms (Lesage et al., 2023) and our narrow jet parameters, the distance of the prompt emission from the central engine is ∼ 1 × 10^{15} cm. On the other hand, the deceleration radius of the external shock is described as 𝑅_{dec} ∼ (3𝐸_{iso,K}∕4𝜋𝑛_0𝑚_𝑝𝑐^3Γ^2_0)^{1∕3} (e.g. Piran, 2004; Zhang, 2018). For our narrow jet parameters, the deceleration radius

2https://www.swift.ac.uk/xrt_curves/01126853/

Sato et al. 2024: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 4 of 11

Two-component jet model for VHE GRBs

Figure 3: Observed data (VHE gamma-ray (0.4 TeV: magenta points), HE gamma-ray (1 GeV: yellow circles), X-ray (1 keV: red points), optical (r-band: blue upward triangles) and radio bands (1.3 GHz: green squares, 5.0 GHz: purple diamonds, 15.8 GHz: orange circles and 99.9 GHz: brown pentagons)) of GRB 221009A compared with multiwavelength afterglow emission from our two-component jet model – solid lines are the sum of the narrow (dashed lines) and wide (dotted lines) jets. In panel (a), we show the VHE gamma-ray (0.4 TeV: magenta) and HE gamma-ray (1 GeV: dark-yellow) emission. The panel (b) provides with the X-ray (5 keV: red) and optical (r-band: blue) afterglow light curves. In panel (c), the radio afterglow emission (1.3 GHz: green, 5.0 GHz: purple, 15.8 GHz: orange and 99.9 GHz: brown) are given.

is ∼ 4 × 10^{17} cm. Therefore, we expect 𝑅_{IS} < 𝑅_{dec}, which is a standard order of characteristic radii for typical GRBs. Moreover, using a model of Matsumoto, Nakar and Piran (2019), we get a small value of the optical depth of the highest energy prompt photons of ∼ 100 GeV for electronpositron pair creation. In other words, the minimum bulk Lorentz factor of the jet of about 300 is derived from the observed prompt emission properties (Frederiks et al., 2023; Gao and Zou, 2023), which is consistent with our value of Γ_0 for the narrow jet.

The late optical, X-ray and HE gamma-ray emission from our narrow jet is inconsistent with the observed data due to the jet break effect (dashed lines in Figs. 3(a) and (b)). Therefore, the wide jet is necessary in addition to the narrow jet. In order to explain the observed late optical, Xray and HE gamma-ray flux, we adopt the model parameters of the wide jet as 𝜃_𝑣 = 0 rad, 𝜃_0 = 6.0 × 10^{−2} rad, 𝐸_{iso,K} = 1.0 × 10^{54} erg, Γ_0 = 50, 𝑛_0 = 0.1 cm^{−3}, 𝑝 = 2.3, 𝜖_𝑒 = 0.1, 𝜖_𝐵 = 1.5 × 10^{−5} and 𝑓_𝑒 = 0.1. The electron spectral index is consistent with the observed X-ray photon index of 1.8. The optical, X-ray and HE gamma-ray afterglows at the late time are consistent with the emission from the wide jet. After the peak, the wide jet enters the adiabatic expansion phase. Then, the typical frequency 𝜈_𝑚 is below the r-band frequency, and the cooling frequency 𝜈_𝑐 is between the optical and X-ray bands. Therefore, the optical and Xray light curves follow 𝐹_𝜈 ∝ 𝑇^{(2−3𝑝)∕4} ∼ 𝑇^{−1.2} and 𝐹_𝜈 ∝ 𝑇^{3(1−𝑝)∕4} ∼ 𝑇^{−1.0}, respectively (Gao et al., 2013), which are almost consistent with the observed ones (blue-solid and red-solid lines in Fig. 3(b)).

The SSC emission from our narrow jet can reach 13 TeV, and the VHE gamma-ray energy spectrum in the early phase is almost consistent with the observed one. The bulk Lorentz factor of the narrow jet is so large that the Klein-Nishina cutoff could appear above 13 TeV. The jet with a large Γ_0 may be required to explain ≳ 10 TeV gamma-ray photons.

The observed HE gamma-ray afterglow at the earliest time is brighter than our numerical result. Such early-time HE gamma-ray emission may come from the prompt emission component (yellow-solid line in Fig. 3(a)).

Our numerical radio fluxes sometimes overpredict the observed data, while the differences are within a factor of three. It may originate from the uncertainty of our simple model. If the absorption frequency 𝜈_𝑎 is lower than the radio bands (∼ 1–10 GHz), the radio flux scales following 𝐹_𝜈 ∝ 𝜖^{−2∕3}_𝑒 𝜖^{1∕3}_𝐵 . On the other hand, the SSC emission can be brighter for large Compton Y parameters that increase with 𝜖_𝑒∕𝜖_𝐵 (e.g., Sari and Esin, 2001; Nakar et al., 2009; Nava, 2021). Hence, larger 𝜖_𝑒 and/or smaller 𝜖_𝐵 than our present parameter values make dimmer radio, however, at the same time, brighter VHE gamma-ray emission, which contradicts with the observation. Note that the microphysics parameters of the wide jet are mainly constrained by the upper limits of the late-time VHE gamma-ray flux.

As shown in Fig. 3(c), our radio light curves sometimes do not explain observed ones. The reverse shock emission potentially contributes to the radio emission (Gill and Granot, 2023; O’Connor et al., 2023; Zhang et al., 2025; Ren et al., 2024; Zheng et al., 2024). When the isotropic-equivalent kinetic energy is large, the reverse shock crossing radius becomes large (Kobayashi and Zhang, 2003). On the other hand, our narrow jet has a large bulk Lorentz factor, so that the observed reverse shock crossing time becomes earlier. Then, the optical, X-ray, HE gamma-ray and VHE gammaray fluxes decay much steeper than the observed (Gao et al., 2013; Fraija et al., 2020). Hence, the reverse shock emission will not be dominated in any other than radio bands.

Sato et al. 2024: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 5 of 11

Two-component jet model for VHE GRBs

Table 1 Summary of parameters adopted in our two-component jet model and our prompt efficiency 𝜂.

𝜃_𝑣 [rad] 𝜃_0 [rad] Γ_0 𝐸_{iso,K} [erg] 𝑛_0 [cm^{−3}] 𝑝 𝜖_𝑒 𝜖_𝐵 𝑓_𝑒 𝜂 GRB 180720B^a narrow jet 0.0 0.015 350 4.0 × 10^{53} 10 2.4 5.0 × 10^{−3} 5.0 × 10^{−4} 0.2 0.6 wide jet 0.1 20 1.0 × 10^{53} 2.2 9.0 × 10^{−2} 9.0 × 10^{−4} 0.4 −^c GRB 190114C^a narrow jet 0.0 0.015 350 4.0 × 10^{53} 3.0 2.8 9.0 × 10^{−3} 6.0 × 10^{−5} 0.1 0.4 wide jet 0.1 20 1.0 × 10^{53} 2.6 8.0 × 10^{−2} 9.0 × 10^{−4} 0.2 −^c GRB 190829A^a narrow jet 0.031

0.015 350 4.0 × 10^{53} 0.01

2.44 3.5 × 10^{−2} 6.0 × 10^{−5} 0.2 0.4^d wide jet 0.1 20 1.0 × 10^{53} 2.2 0.29 1.0 × 10^{−5} 0.35 −^c GRB 201216C^a narrow jet 0.0 0.015 350 4.0 × 10^{53} 1.0 2.3 3.5 × 10^{−2} 6.0 × 10^{−5} 0.4 0.5 wide jet 0.1 20 1.0 × 10^{53} 2.8 0.1 5.0 × 10^{−5} 0.2 −^c GRB 221009A^b narrow jet 0.0 0.0018 800 3.0 × 10^{55} 0.1 2.2 2.0 × 10^{−2} 1.0 × 10^{−4} 0.2 0.3 wide jet 0.06 30 3.0 × 10^{53} 2.2 0.1 1.5 × 10^{−5} 0.1 −^c

Notes.

a Sato et al. (2023a). b This work.

c N/A (The prompt emission from our wide jet is negligible because of small values of Γ_0). d We use on-axis 𝐸_{𝛾,iso}(𝜃_𝑣 = 0) (see Sato et al. (2021)).

In GRB 221009A, LHAASO observed the early break in the VHE gamma-ray band (Cao et al., 2023a), which may come from the jet break of the narrow jet (Cao et al., 2023a; Ren et al., 2024; Zheng et al., 2024). Therefore, only for GRB 221009A, the emission from the narrow jet is strongly suggested (Cao et al., 2023a; Zhang et al., 2025; Ren et al., 2024; Zheng et al., 2024). The upper limits in the VHE gamma-ray bands at the late epoch were reported (Ayala and HAWC Collaboration, 2022; Aharonian et al., 2023). Due to the jet break effect, it is hard for the narrow jet to explain the late (𝑇 ≳ 7 × 10^3 s) afterglows. A baryonloaded jet (Γ_0 ≪ 100) is necessary to fit the late VHE gamma-ray afterglows as well as the X-ray and optical emission. The baryon-loaded jet such as our wide jet can also radiate the SSC emission at the late time.

4. Discussion

In this section, we compare our two-component jet model for GRB 221009A with other previous models by other authors (§ 4.1), and summarize similarities (§ 4.2) and differences (§ 4.3) in our results for five VHE-detected events as inferred from the two-component jet model (see Table 1 for summary). Finally, we argue physical implications and future prospects for the model in § 4.4.

4.1. Comparison with other structured jet models for GRB 221009A GRB 221009A shows the early break in the VHE gammaray band, while the steep decaying such jet break does not appear in the observed optical, X-ray and HE gamma-ray light curves. Previous works have also proposed a structured jet for GRB 221009A (Zhang et al., 2025; Ren et al., 2024; Zheng et al., 2024). Our initial jet opening half-angle, 𝜃_0, for the narrow jet is smaller than those derived in previous studies (Zhang et al., 2025; Ren et al., 2024; Zheng et al., 2024), but still comparable to them. Although the functional form of the angular structure is somewhat different, GRB 221009A might have similar functions of the angledependent isotropic-equivalent energy. However, the values of the number density and the microphysics parameters are significantly different between our work and previous studies (Zhang et al., 2025; Ren et al., 2024; Zheng et al., 2024).

The radio emission from our two-component jet is inconsistent with the observed data. In this work, only forwardshock emission is considered. On the other hand, the previous studies have also calculated the reverse-shock emission (Zhang et al., 2025; Ren et al., 2024; Zheng et al., 2024). However, the observed radio emission is difficult to be well explained in any model. This may imply the existence of the additional component that only emit the radio afterglow.

4.2. Similarities among VHE GRBs For VHE gamma-ray events, luminosities in the X-ray and optical bands are much brighter than those of typical long GRBs (Ror et al., 2023), while VHE GRBs tend to have dim radio luminosities (Rhodes et al., 2020; Laskar et al., 2023). When the typical initial jet opening half-angle of 𝜃_0 ∼ 0.1 rad is introduced to describe the X-ray and optical afterglows, the radio emission becomes bright (Sato et al., 2021). If the typical frequency 𝜈_𝑚 is below the radio bands, then both larger 𝜖_𝑒 and smaller 𝜖_𝐵 are necessary to have a dim radio afterglow despite the typical brightness of Xray and optical afterglow (Sato et al., 2021, 2023a,b). In this case, however, the VHE gamma-ray emission would become brighter than observed with large Compton Y parameter (e.g. Sari and Esin, 2001; Nakar et al., 2009; Nava, 2021). Here,

Sato et al. 2024: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 6 of 11

Two-component jet model for VHE GRBs

the small initial jet opening half-angle is adopted to give dim afterglows in every observation band. Therefore, it is challenging for a single jet to describe the multiwavelength afterglows, from radio to VHE gamma-ray bands, simultaneously. The VHE gamma-ray events are among essentially different kinds from ordinary GRBs, and they need to have a two-component jet.

VHE GRBs tend to have a large isotropic kinetic energy. The values of the isotropic kinetic energy of the narrow and wide jets for GRB 201216C are comparable to those of our previous two-component jet for other VHE GRBs 180720B, 190114C and 190829A (Sato et al., 2023a). On the other hand, the value of 𝐸_{iso,K} of the narrow jet for GRB 221009A is about two orders of magnitude larger than that of these VHE gamma-ray events. The collimation-corrected kinetic energy of our narrow and wide jets for five VHE GRBs is estimated to be ∼ 5 × 10^{49} erg and 𝐸_{jet,K} ∼ 5 × 10^{50} erg, respectively. The collimation-corrected kinetic energy of the wide jet is larger than that of the narrow jet, which is consistent with the hydrodynamic simulation (e.g. Tchekhovskoy, McKinney and Narayan, 2008).

It is an observational fact that among five VHE gammaray events so far, four of them have large isotropic-equivalent gamma-ray energy (e.g. Yamazaki et al., 2020): 𝐸_{iso,𝛾} ∼ 6.0 × 10^{53} erg for GRB 180720B (Abdalla et al., 2019), 𝐸_{iso,𝛾} ∼ 3.0×10^{53} erg for GRB 190114C (MAGIC Collaboration et al., 2019b), 𝐸_{iso,𝛾} ∼ 6.2 × 10^{53} erg for GRB 201216C and 𝐸_{iso,𝛾} ∼ 1.0 × 10^{55} erg for GRB 221009A (Burns et al., 2023; Frederiks et al., 2023). One exception was a lowluminosity event, GRB 190829A, that had 𝐸_{iso,𝛾} ∼ 3.2 × 10^{49} erg (Chand et al., 2020). Our narrow jet for GRB 221009A has a large isotropic kinetic energy, 𝐸_{iso,K} = 8.0 × 10^{55} erg, and its prompt efficiency is 𝜂 ∼ 𝐸_{iso,𝛾} ∕(𝐸_{iso,𝛾} + 𝐸_{iso,K}) ∼ 0.3. The narrow jets of the other VHE GRBs have a similar value of 𝐸_{iso,K} (∼ 4.0 × 10^{53} erg: see Table 1). Then, the efficiency of the narrow jet for GRBs 180720B, 190114C, 190829A and 201216C is 𝜂 ∼ 0.6, ∼ 0.4, ∼ 0.4 and ∼ 0.5, respectively, where we assume that GRB 190829A has the value of 𝐸_{iso,𝛾} (𝜃_𝑣 = 0.0 rad) ∼ 2.7 × 10^{53} erg based on our off-axis jet model (Sato et al., 2021). All VHE gamma-ray events have similar efficiency of the prompt emission if they are viewed on-axis.

In our modeling, VHE gamma-ray GRBs have 𝜖_𝑒 ∼ 0.01 − 0.1 and 𝜖_𝐵 ∼ 10^{−5} − 10^{−3}. The distribution of 𝜖_𝑒 for long GRBs without VHE gamma-ray detections is roughly similar to that of GRBs with VHE gamma-ray detection. On the other hand, the ditribution of 𝜖_𝐵 for non-VHE GRBs has somewhat broader than that of VHE gamma-ray events, and it has the upper end at 𝜖_𝐵 ∼ 10^{−2} (Santana, Barniol Duran and Kumar, 2014), so that the VHE GRBs tend to have smaller values of 𝜖_𝐵 than events without VHE gamma-ray detection. At present, the VHE gamma-ray photons can only be detected under suitable observing conditions (MAGIC Collaboration et al., 2019b). It may not be necessary that there is any difference between bursts with and without VHE gamma-ray detection in the intrinsic properties of GRBs.

4.3. Differences among VHE GRBs As shown in Table 1, VHE GRBs occur in the ambient medium with various densities, 𝑛_0 = 0.01–10 cm^{−3}, which is broadly consistent with typical long GRBs (e.g., Zhang et al., 2021b; Chrimes et al., 2022). Hence, the ambient number density may hardly affect the detectability of the VHE gamma-ray emission. In our modeling, some VHE GRBs have small ambient density, 𝑛_0 ≤ 0.1 cm^{−3}. If the GRB jets propagate into (super)bubbles, the CBM could have small density. As a typical example, let us consider a wind from progenitor Wolf-Rayet stars. If the wind with a velocity of 𝑣_𝑤 = 𝑣_8 × 10^8 cm s^{−1} makes a spherical cavity with the radius 𝑟_𝑐 = 𝑟_{19} × 10^{19} cm, then the number density just inside the cavity wall is roughly given by ∼ 4 × 10^{−4} cm^{−3}𝑣^{−2}_8 𝑛_0𝑇_{eV}, where the interstellar medium just outside of the cavity has the number density 𝑛_0 and temperature 𝑇_{eV} in units of eV (Weaver et al., 1977; Chrimes et al., 2022). Note that some hydrodynamics simulations of the wind cavity have shown that the stalled wind has an almost flat density profile, and that its density is about 3 to 5 orders of magnitude smaller than the surrounding (unshocked) interstellar medium density (Chrimes et al., 2022; Dwarkadas, 2022). It may be possible that GRBs occur in such a lowdensity stalled wind region, and in this case, we can approximate that the GRB arises in the constant rarefied ambient medium as assumed in our study. Furthermore, global magnetohydrodynamics simulations of the disk and halo of a star forming galaxy that solve dynamical evolution of the interstellar medium have shown that the galaxy is occupied by non-negligible volume of the hot (≳ 10^5 K), rarefied (≲ 10^{−2} cm^{−3}) medium (de Avillez and Breitschwerdt, 2005). It may also be possible that GRBs arise in such a low-density medium.

VHE GRBs have various radio luminosities (Rhodes et al., 2020, 2022; Laskar et al., 2023). The luminosities of GRBs 190829A and 221009A in the radio bands are about an order of magnitude dimmer than those of other VHE gamma-ray events (Rhodes et al., 2020, 2022; Laskar et al., 2023). The densities of the CBM of GRBs 190829A and 221009A are also smaller than other VHE gamma-ray events (see Table 1). Long GRBs may be categorized into two types, radioloud and radio-quiet GRBs (Zhang et al., 2021b; Lloyd-Ronning, 2022; Chakraborty et al., 2023). Radio-quiet bursts may tend to have a small 𝑛_0 (Sato et al., 2021). Therefore, for GRBs 190829A and 221009A, the jet propagates into the CBM with the small number density. Note that afterglows in other frequencies are also affected by the ambient number density, but other model parameters could contribute largely to fluxes in other bands. For GRB 221009A, the reverse-shock emission may be dominated in the radio bands (Bright et al., 2023; Laskar et al., 2023; O’Connor et al., 2023; Zhang et al., 2025; Ren et al., 2024; Zheng et al., 2024), so that it is not simple to describe the radio emission. Further studies of radio afterglows are left for future work.

Sato et al. 2024: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 7 of 11

Two-component jet model for VHE GRBs

4.4. Implications of two-component jets It has been suggested that VHE GRBs showing shallow decay emission can be used for the discriminatiom among various models (Murase et al., 2011). The fraction of long GRBs with the X-ray shallow decay phase without VHE gamma-ray emission is about 88% (Yamazaki et al., 2020), while all VHE GRBs have a less noticeable shallow decay phase (Fraija et al., 2019; Yamazaki et al., 2020; Ror et al., 2023). If the structured jets are viewed off-axis, the shallow decay phase will appear in the X-ray light curve (Beniamini et al., 2020b; Beniamini, Granot and Gill, 2020a). Hence, the emission from around the jet core may be observed in VHE gamma-ray events (i.e., 𝜃_𝑣 ≈ 0). Sato et al. (2021, 2023a) supposed that VHE GRB 190829A may be viewed off-axis, although the X-ray afterglow of GRB 190829A has no shallow decay phase (Yamazaki et al., 2020). When the jet core angle is small, the shallow decay phase tends to look less noticeable (Oganesyan et al., 2020). VHE GRBs may have a small jet core angle like our narrow jet, or they may be seen off-axis with a much smaller viewing angle.

If the observer sees a narrow jet off-axis but the wide jet still inside the jet (i.e., on-beam), then the X-ray emission shows the peak by the wide jet at 𝑇 ∼ 10^5 s. So far, such Xray afterglows have not been observed. The wide jet may not radiate the prompt emission due to the large optical depth. On the other hand, the prompt emission from the narrow jet becomes dim and soft due to the relativistic beaming effect, and they have not been detected by previous and current detectors. Subsequent follow-up observation have not been performed yet. However, in the near future, faint soft X-ray transients from the narrow jet viewed off-axis may be detected by the Einstein Probe (e.g., Gao et al., 2024; Yuan et al., 2025), which will tell us new insights on the jet structure.

In the off-axis viewing case, low-luminosity GRBs can be detected (e.g. Yamazaki, Yonetoku and Nakamura, 2003; Ramirez-Ruiz et al., 2005; Sato et al., 2021). VHE gammaray photons with ∼ 3 𝜎 significance from GRB 201015A are reported by the MAGIC (Major Atmospheric Gamma Imaging Cherenkov) telescopes, and this event is classified as a low-luminosity GRB (Blanch et al., 2020). Such observed properties may be explained by the off-axis viewing case. In the future, the CTA (Cherenkov Telescope Array) will increase the number of low-luminosity GRBs with 3𝜎 detection in the VHE gamma-ray regime.

The microphysics parameters of the narrow and wide jets have different values in our modeling. If the microphysics parameters evolve slowly with the radius, the microphysics parameters of both jets could have different values. This is because the radii at which the emission from each jet dominates are different. Then, the radii of our narrow and wide jets are ∼ 10^{17} cm and ∼ 10^{18} cm, respectively. For example, when 𝜖_𝑒 follows as 𝜖_𝑒 = 0.01(𝑟∕10^{17} cm), we get 𝜖_𝑒 ∼ 0.01 for the narrow jet and 𝜖_𝑒 ∼ 0.1 for the wide jet, which are almost consistent with our results. In addition, if the properties of the jets and the CBM are different, the microphysics parameters may also be different between the narrow jet and the wide jet (Sato et al., 2023a). Further studies of relativistic shock physics are necessary.

A jet with a small initial opening half-angle is necessary for explaining the observed data. A Poynting-flux-dominated jet can lead to such a narrow jet (Zhang, Wang and Zheng, 2024). It will be necessary for numerical simulations to explore the formation mechanism of the narrow jet.

For the single top-hat jet, the time evolution of a polarization degree shows two peaks due to the jet break effect (Shimoda and Toma, 2021). If the GRB jets have two components, four peaks may be observed in the polarization degree curve. The existence of the two-component jet could be indicated by the polarimetric observations. In addition, if the dip and/or bumps are observed in light curves, it may be an indication of the existence of the two-component jet (Sato et al., 2023a). The temporal index of the light curve would change as the emission transitions from the narrow jet to the wide jet. Therefore, long-term observations are important to discriminate the two components. In our modeling, VHE GRBs tend to have similar values for the collimation-corrected kinetic energy, the Lorentz factor and the jet opening angle for each jet (see Table 1). In future, quasi-simultaneous optical observations with, e.g., the Vera C. Rubin Observatory would be useful for testing the jet structure.

5. Conclusion

In this paper, we have investigated a two-component jet model to explain the multiwavelength afterglows of VHE GRBs 201216C and 221009A. For GRB 201216C, the twocomponent jet model given by Sato et al. (2023a) can explain the VHE gamma-ray flux without changing model parameters. In GRB 221009A, our narrow jet well describes the observed early peak and break in the VHE gammaray band and the late optical, X-ray and HE gamma-ray light curves are consistent with the emission from our wide jet. VHE GRBs tend to have a large isotropic-equivalent gamma-ray energy (e.g., Yamazaki et al., 2020), whereas their collimation-corrected gamma-ray energy has a typical value due to the jet with a small opening angle. Furthermore, our modeling reveals that the number density and the microphysics parameters vary among VHE gamma-ray events, while the values of the collimation-collected kinetic energy and the Lorentz factor for the narrow and wide jets are almost similar (see Table 1). Since the emission from the narrow jet decays rapidly, the late X-ray and optical afterglows require a wide jet component. In future, if the dip and/or bumps in light curves are detected, this suggests the existence of distinct two jet components, although such features may be smeared out in general structured jet models. The VHE gamma-ray afterglow emission gives us a strong constraint on the modeling.

Sato et al. 2024: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 8 of 11

Two-component jet model for VHE GRBs

Acknowledgements

We thank Katsuaki Asano, Tsuyoshi Inoue, Asuka Kuwata, Koutarou Kyutoku, Koji Noda and Shuta J. Tanaka for valuable comments. This research was partially supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Nos. 22KJ2643 (YS), 20H05852 (KM), 21H04487 (YO), 24H01805 (YO), 23K22522 (RY), 23K25907 (RY) and 23H04899 (RY). The work of K.M. is supported by the NSF Grant Nos. AST-2108466, AST- 2108467 and AST-2308021.

References

Abdalla, H., et al., 2019. A very-high-energy component deep in the 𝛾-ray burst afterglow. Nature 575, 464–467. doi:10.1038/s41586-019-1743-9.

Abe, H., et al., 2024. MAGIC detection of GRB 201216C at z = 1.1. Mon.

Not. R. Astron. Soc. 527, 5856–5867.

Aharonian, F., et al., 2023. H.E.S.S. Follow-up Observations of GRB 221009A. Astrophys. J. Lett. 946, L27. doi:10.3847/2041-8213/acc405.

Asano, K., 2024. Multiwavelength Modeling for the Shallow Decay Phase of Gamma-Ray Burst Afterglows. Astrophys. J. 970, 141. doi:10.3847/1538-4357/ad6148 .

Axelsson, M., et al., 2024. GRB 221009A: the B.O.A.T Burst that Shines in Gamma Rays. arXiv e-prints , arXiv:2409.04580doi:10.48550/arXiv.2409.04580.

Ayala, H., HAWC Collaboration, 2022. GRB 221009A: Upper limits from HAWC 8 hours after trigger. GRB Coordinates Network 32683, 1.

Beniamini, P., Granot, J., Gill, R., 2020a. Afterglow light curves from misaligned structured jets. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 493, 3521–3534. doi:10.1093/mnras/staa538.

Beniamini, P., et al., 2020b. X-ray plateaus in gamma-ray bursts’ light curves from jets viewed slightly off-axis. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 492, 2847–2857. doi:10.1093/mnras/staa070.

Berger, E., et al., 2003. A common origin for cosmic explosions inferred from calorimetry of GRB030329. Nature 426, 154–157. doi:10.1038/nature01998.

Blanch, O., et al., 2020. MAGIC observations of GRB 201015A: hint of very high energy gamma-ray signal. GRB Coordinates Network 28659, 1. Blanchard, P.K., et al., 2024. JWST detection of a supernova associated with GRB 221009A without an r-process signature. Nature Astronomy 8, 774–785. doi:10.1038/s41550-024-02237-4 .

Bright, J.S., et al., 2023. Precise measurements of self-absorbed rising reverse shock emission from gamma-ray burst 221009A. Nature Astronomy 7, 986–995. doi:10.1038/s41550-023-01997-9 .

Burns, E., et al., 2023. GRB 221009A: The Boat. Astrophys. J. Lett. 946, L31. doi:10.3847/2041-8213/acc39c.

Cao, Z., et al., 2023a. A tera–electron volt afterglow from a narrow jet in an extremely bright gamma-ray burst. Science 380, 1390–1396.

Cao, Z., et al., 2023b. Very high-energy gamma-ray emission beyond 10 TeV from GRB 221009A. Science Advances 9, eadj2778.

Chakraborty, A., et al., 2023. Radio-bright versus radio-dark gamma-ray bursts - more evidence for distinct progenitors. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 520, 5764–5782. doi:10.1093/mnras/stad438.

Chand, V., et al., 2020. Peculiar Prompt Emission and Afterglow in the H.E.S.S.-detected GRB 190829A. Astrophys. J. 898, 42. doi:10.3847/1538-4357/ab9606 .

Chrimes, A.A., et al., 2022. Towards an understanding of long gammaray burst environments through circumstellar medium population synthesis predictions. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 515, 2591–2611. doi:10.1093/mnras/stac1796.

de Avillez, M.A., Breitschwerdt, D., 2005. Global dynamical evolution of the ISM in star forming galaxies. I. High resolution 3D simulations: Effect of the magnetic field. A&A 436, 585–600. doi:10.1051/0004-6361:20042146.

Domínguez, A., et al., 2011. Extragalactic background light inferred from AEGIS galaxy-SED-type fractions. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 410,

2556–2578. doi:10.1111/j.1365-2966.2010.17631.x.

Dwarkadas, V.V., 2022. Ionization-Gasdynamic Simulations of Wind-Blown Nebulae around Massive Stars. Galaxies 10, 37. doi:10.3390/galaxies10010037.

Evans, P.A., et al., 2007. An online repository of Swift/XRT light curves of 𝛾-ray bursts. A&A 469, 379–385. doi:10.1051/0004-6361:20077530.

Evans, P.A., et al., 2009. Methods and results of an automatic analysis of a complete sample of Swift-XRT observations of GRBs. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 397, 1177–1201. doi:10.1111/j.1365-2966.2009.14913.x.

Fan, Y., Piran, T., 2006. Gamma-ray burst efficiency and possible physical processes shaping the early afterglow. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 369, 197–206. doi:10.1111/j.1365-2966.2006.10280.x.

Fraija, N., et al., 2019. Synchrotron Self-Compton as a Likely Mechanism of Photons beyond the Synchrotron Limit in GRB 190114C. Astrophys. J. 883, 162. doi:10.3847/1538-4357/ab3ec4.

Fraija, N., et al., 2020. GRB Fermi-LAT Afterglows: Explaining Flares, Breaks, and Energetic Photons. Astrophys. J. 905, 112. doi:10.3847/1538-4357/abc41a.

Fraija, N., et al., 2021. On the Origin of the Multi-GeV Photons from the Closest Burst with Intermediate Luminosity: GRB 190829A. Astrophys. J. 918, 12. doi:10.3847/1538-4357/ac0aed.

Franceschini, A., Rodighiero, G., Vaccari, M., 2008. Extragalactic opticalinfrared background radiation, its time evolution and the cosmic photonphoton opacity. A&A 487, 837–852. doi:10.1051/0004-6361:200809691.

Frederiks, D., et al., 2023. Properties of the Extremely Energetic GRB 221009A from Konus-WIND and SRG/ART-XC Observations. Astrophys. J. Lett. 949, L7. doi:10.3847/2041-8213/acd1eb .

Fulton, M.D., et al., 2023. The Optical Light Curve of GRB 221009A: The Afterglow and the Emerging Supernova. Astrophys. J. Lett. 946, L22. doi:10.3847/2041-8213/acc101.

Gao, D.Y., Zou, Y.C., 2023. Jet Lorentz Factor Constraint for GRB 221009A Based on the Optical Depth of the TeV Photons. Astrophys. J. Lett. 956, L38. doi:10.3847/2041-8213/acfed1.

Gao, H., et al., 2013. A complete reference of the analytical synchrotron external shock models of gamma-ray bursts. New Astronomy Reviews 57, 141–190. doi:10.1016/j.newar.2013.10.001.

Gao, H.X., et al., 2024. The Soft X-ray Aspect of Gammaray Bursts in the Einstein Probe Era. arXiv e-prints , arXiv:2410.21687doi:10.48550/arXiv.2410.21687.

Gill, R., Granot, J., 2022. Gamma-Ray Bursts at TeV Energies: Theoretical Considerations. Galaxies 10, 74. doi:10.3390/galaxies10030074.

Gill, R., Granot, J., 2023. GRB 221009A afterglow from a shallow angular structured jet. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 524, L78–L83. doi:10.1093/mnrasl/slad075.

Gilmore, R.C., et al., 2013. IACT observations of gamma-ray bursts:

prospects for the Cherenkov Telescope Array. Experimental Astronomy 35, 413–457. doi:10.1007/s10686-012-9316-z.

Gottlieb, O., Nakar, E., Bromberg, O., 2021. The structure of hydrodynamic 𝛾-ray burst jets. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 500, 3511–3526. doi:10.1093/mnras/staa3501.

Granot, J., Königl, A., Piran, T., 2006. Implications of the early X-ray afterglow light curves of Swift gamma-ray bursts. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 370, 1946–1960. doi:10.1111/j.1365-2966.2006.10621.x.

Granot, J., Piran, T., Sari, R., 1999. Images and Spectra from the Interior of a Relativistic Fireball. Astrophys. J. 513, 679–689. doi:10.1086/306884.

H. E. S. S. Collaboration, et al., 2021. Revealing x-ray and gamma ray temporal and spectral similarities in the GRB 190829A afterglow. Science 372, 1081–1085.

Huang, Y.F., et al., 2000. Overall Evolution of Jetted Gamma-Ray Burst Ejecta. Astrophys. J. 543, 90–96. doi:10.1086/317076.

Huang, Y.F., et al., 2004. Rebrightening of XRF 030723: Further Evidence for a Two-Component Jet in a Gamma-Ray Burst. Astrophys. J. 605, 300–306. doi:10.1086/382202.

Inoue, S., et al., 2013. Gamma-ray burst science in the era of the Cherenkov Telescope Array. Astroparticle Physics 43, 252–275. doi:10.1016/j.astropartphys.2013.01.004.

Ioka, K., et al., 2006. Efficiency crisis of swift gamma-ray bursts with shallow X-ray afterglows: prior activity or time-dependent microphysics?

Sato et al. 2024: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 9 of 11

Two-component jet model for VHE GRBs

A&A 458, 7–12. doi:10.1051/0004-6361:20064939.

Jacovich, T.E., Beniamini, P., van der Horst, A.J., 2021. Modelling synchrotron self-Compton and Klein-Nishina effects in gamma-ray burst afterglows. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 504, 528–542. doi:10.1093/mnras/stab911.

Kakuwa, J., et al., 2012. Prospects for detecting gamma-ray bursts at very high energies with the Cherenkov Telescope Array. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 425, 514–526. doi:10.1111/j.1365-2966.2012.21490.x.

Kann, D.A., et al., 2023. GRANDMA and HXMT Observations of GRB 221009A: The Standard Luminosity Afterglow of a Hyperluminous Gamma-Ray Burst-In Gedenken an David Alexander Kann. Astrophys. J. Lett. 948, L12. doi:10.3847/2041-8213/acc8d0.

Kobayashi, S., Zhang, B., 2003. GRB 021004: Reverse Shock Emission.

Astrophys. J. Lett. 582, L75–L78. doi:10.1086/367691.

Laskar, T., et al., 2023. The Radio to GeV Afterglow of GRB 221009A.

Astrophys. J. Lett. 946, L23. doi:10.3847/2041-8213/acbfad . Lesage, S., et al., 2023. Fermi-GBM Discovery of GRB 221009A: An Extraordinarily Bright GRB from Onset to Afterglow. Astrophys. J. Lett. 952, L42. doi:10.3847/2041-8213/ace5b4.

Lloyd-Ronning, N., 2022. Radio-loud versus Radio-quiet Gamma-Ray Bursts: The Role of Binary Progenitors. Astrophys. J. 928, 104. doi:10.3847/1538-4357/ac54b3 .

MAGIC Collaboration, et al., 2019a. Observation of inverse Compton emission from a long 𝛾-ray burst. Nature 575, 459–463. doi:10.1038/s41586-019-1754-6.

MAGIC Collaboration, et al., 2019b. Teraelectronvolt emission from the 𝛾-ray burst GRB 190114C. Nature 575, 455–458. doi:10.1038/s41586-019-1750-x.

Matsumoto, T., Nakar, E., Piran, T., 2019. Generalized compactness limit from an arbitrary viewing angle. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 486, 1563– 1573. doi:10.1093/mnras/stz923.

Mbarubucyeye, J.D., et al., 2023. H.E.S.S. follow-up observation of GRB221009A, in: Proceedings of 38th International Cosmic Ray Conference — PoS(ICRC2023), p. 705.

Miceli, D., Nava, L., 2022. Gamma-Ray Bursts Afterglow Physics and the VHE Domain. Galaxies 10, 66. doi:10.3390/galaxies10030066 .

Murase, K., et al., 2010. High-energy emission as a test of the prior emission model for gamma-ray burst afterglows. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 402, L54–L58. doi:10.1111/j.1745-3933.2009.00799.x.

Murase, K., et al., 2011. On the Implications of Late Internal Dissipation for Shallow-decay Afterglow Emission and Associated High-energy Gamma-ray Signals. Astrophys. J. 732, 77. doi:10.1088/0004-637X/732/2/77.

Nakar, E., Ando, S., Sari, R., 2009. Klein-Nishina Effects on Optically Thin Synchrotron and Synchrotron Self-Compton Spectrum. Astrophys. J. 703, 675–691. doi:10.1088/0004-637X/703/1/675.

Nava, L., 2021. Gamma-ray Bursts at the Highest Energies. Universe 7, 503. doi:10.3390/universe7120503.

O’Connor, B., et al., 2023. A structured jet explains the extreme GRB 221009A. Science Advances 9, eadi1405.

Oganesyan, G., et al., 2020. Structured Jets and X-Ray Plateaus in Gamma-Ray Burst Phenomena. Astrophys. J. 893, 88. doi:10.3847/1538-4357/ab8221 .

Peng, F., Königl, A., Granot, J., 2005. Two-Component Jet Models of Gamma-Ray Burst Sources. Astrophys. J. 626, 966–977. doi:10.1086/430045.

Piran, T., 2004. The physics of gamma-ray bursts. Reviews of Modern Physics 76, 1143–1210. doi:10.1103/RevModPhys.76.1143.

Racusin, J.L., et al., 2008. Broadband observations of the naked-eye 𝛾-ray burst GRB080319B. Nature 455, 183–188. doi:10.1038/nature07270.

Ramirez-Ruiz, E., Celotti, A., Rees, M.J., 2002. Events in the life of a cocoon surrounding a light, collapsar jet. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 337, 1349–1356. doi:10.1046/j.1365-8711.2002.05995.x .

Ramirez-Ruiz, E., et al., 2005. An Off-Axis Model of GRB 031203.

Astrophys. J. Lett. 625, L91–L94. doi:10.1086/431237.

Ren, J., Wang, Y., Dai, Z.G., 2024. Jet Structure and Burst Environment of GRB 221009A. Astrophys. J. 962, 115. doi:10.3847/1538-4357/ad1bcd.

Rhodes, L., et al., 2020. Radio afterglows of very high-energy gamma-ray bursts 190829A and 180720B. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 496, 3326– 3335. doi:10.1093/mnras/staa1715.

Rhodes, L., et al., 2022. Jet-cocoon geometry in the optically dark, very high energy gamma-ray burst 201216C. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 513, 1895–1909. doi:10.1093/mnras/stac1057.

Ror, A.K., et al., 2023. Prompt Emission and Early Optical Afterglow of Very-high-energy Detected GRB 201015A and GRB 201216C: Onset of the External Forward Shock. Astrophys. J. 942, 34. doi:10.3847/1538-4357/aca414.

Santana, R., Barniol Duran, R., Kumar, P., 2014. Magnetic Fields in Relativistic Collisionless Shocks. Astrophys. J. 785, 29. doi:10.1088/0004-637X/785/1/29.

Sari, R., Esin, A.A., 2001. On the Synchrotron Self-Compton Emission from Relativistic Shocks and Its Implications for Gamma-Ray Burst Afterglows. Astrophys. J. 548, 787–799. doi:10.1086/319003.

Sari, R., Piran, T., Halpern, J.P., 1999. Jets in Gamma-Ray Bursts.

Astrophys. J. Lett. 519, L17–L20. doi:10.1086/312109.

Sari, R., Piran, T., Narayan, R., 1998. Spectra and Light Curves of Gamma-Ray Burst Afterglows. Astrophys. J. Lett. 497, L17–L20. doi:10.1086/311269.

Sato, Y., et al., 2021. Off-axis jet scenario for early afterglow emission of low-luminosity gamma-ray burst GRB 190829A. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 504, 5647–5655. doi:10.1093/mnras/stab1273.

Sato, Y., et al., 2023a. Synchrotron self-compton emission in the twocomponent jet model for gamma-ray bursts. Journal of High Energy Astrophysics 37, 51–61. doi:10.1016/j.jheap.2022.12.004.

Sato, Y., et al., 2023b. Two-component jet model for multiwavelength afterglow emission of the extremely energetic burst GRB 221009A. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 522, L56–L60. doi:10.1093/mnrasl/slad038.

Shimoda, J., Toma, K., 2021. Multi-wave band Synchrotron Polarization of Gamma-Ray Burst Afterglows. Astrophys. J. 913, 58. doi:10.3847/1538-4357/abf2c2.

Tavani, M., et al., 2023. AGILE Gamma-Ray Detection of the Exceptional GRB 221009A. Astrophys. J. Lett. 956, L23. doi:10.3847/2041-8213/acfaff.

Tchekhovskoy, A., McKinney, J.C., Narayan, R., 2008. Simulations of ultrarelativistic magnetodynamic jets from gamma-ray burst engines. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 388, 551–572. doi:10.1111/j.1365-2966.2008.13425.x.

Urrutia, G., et al., 2023. Three-dimensional numerical simulations of structured gamma-ray burst jets. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 518, 5145– 5153. doi:10.1093/mnras/stac3401.

Wang, X.Y., et al., 2010. Klein-Nishina Effects on the High-energy Afterglow Emission of Gamma-ray Bursts. Astrophys. J. 712, 1232– 1240. doi:10.1088/0004-637X/712/2/1232.

Weaver, R., et al., 1977. Interstellar bubbles. II. Structure and evolution.

Astrophys. J. 218, 377–395. doi:10.1086/155692.

Williams, M.A., et al., 2023. GRB 221009A: Discovery of an Exceptionally Rare Nearby and Energetic Gamma-Ray Burst. Astrophys. J. Lett. 946, L24. doi:10.3847/2041-8213/acbcd1 .

Wu, X.F., et al., 2005. Gamma-ray bursts: polarization of afterglows from two-component jets. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 357, 1197–1204. doi:10.1111/j.1365-2966.2005.08685.x.

Yamasaki, S., Piran, T., 2022. Analytic modelling of synchrotron self- Compton spectra: Application to GRB 190114C. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 512, 2142–2153. doi:10.1093/mnras/stac483.

Yamazaki, R., Yonetoku, D., Nakamura, T., 2003. An Off-Axis Jet Model For GRB 980425 and Low-Energy Gamma-Ray Bursts. Astrophys. J. Lett. 594, L79–L82. doi:10.1086/378736.

Yamazaki, R., et al., 2020. Less noticeable shallow decay phase in early X-ray afterglows of GeV/TeV-detected gamma-ray bursts. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 494, 5259–5269. doi:10.1093/mnras/staa1095.

Yuan, W., et al., 2025. Science objectives of the Einstein Probe mission.

arXiv e-prints , arXiv:2501.07362doi:10.48550/arXiv.2501.07362 . Zhang, B., 2018. The Physics of Gamma-Ray Bursts.

doi:10.1017/9781139226530.

Sato et al. 2024: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 10 of 11

Two-component jet model for VHE GRBs

Zhang, B., Wang, X.Y., Zheng, J.H., 2024. The BOAT GRB 221009A: A Poynting-flux-dominated narrow jet surrounded by a matter-dominated structured jet wing. Journal of High Energy Astrophysics 41, 42–53. doi:10.1016/j.jheap.2024.01.002.

Zhang, B.T., et al., 2021a. External Inverse-Compton Emission from Low-luminosity Gamma-Ray Bursts: Application to GRB 190829A. Astrophys. J. 920, 55. doi:10.3847/1538-4357/ac0cfc.

Zhang, B.T., et al., 2025. The origin of very-high-energy gammarays from GRB 221009A: Implications for reverse shock proton synchrotron emission. Journal of High Energy Astrophysics 45, 392–408. doi:10.1016/j.jheap.2025.01.007.

Zhang, K., et al., 2021b. How are gamma-ray burst radio afterglows populated? Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 503, 3262–3278. doi:10.1093/mnras/stab465.

Zhang, W., MacFadyen, A., 2009. The Dynamics and Afterglow Radiation of Gamma-Ray Bursts. I. Constant Density Medium. Astrophys. J. 698, 1261–1272. doi:10.1088/0004-637X/698/2/1261.

Zhao, W., et al., 2020. Statistical Study of Gamma-Ray Bursts with Jet Break Features in Multiwavelength Afterglow Emissions. Astrophys. J. 900, 112. doi:10.3847/1538-4357/aba43a.

Zheng, J.H., et al., 2024. A Narrow Uniform Core with a Wide Structured Wing: Modeling the TeV and Multiwavelength Afterglows of GRB 221009A. Astrophys. J. 966, 141. doi:10.3847/1538-4357/ad3949.

Sato et al. 2024: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 11 of 11