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Shocks in astrophysical transients are key sites of particle acceleration. If the shock upstream
is optically thick, radiation smoothens the velocity discontinuity at the shock (radiation-mediated
shocks). However, in mildly magnetized outflows, a collisionless subshock can form, enhancing the
efficiency of particle acceleration. We solve the hydrodynamic equations of a steady-state, radiation-
mediated shock together with the radiative transfer equations accounting for electron and proton
acceleration. Our goal is to explore the impact of the magnetic field and non-thermal radiation on
the shock structure and the resulting spectral distribution of photons. To this purpose, we assume
a relativistic upstream fluid velocity (I', = 10) and investigate shock configurations with variable
upstream magnetization (o, = 0, 1078,107%,0.1, and 0.3). We find that synchrotron self-absorption
alters the shock profile for o, > 107%, with resulting changes up to 100% in the bulk Lorentz
factor at the shock; for o, 2 0.1, a prominent subshock forms. The spectral energy distributions of
upstream- and downstream-going photons are also altered. Radiative processes linked to accelerated
protons are responsible for a high-energy (= 10 GeV) tail in the photon spectrum; however, the
radiation flux and pressure are negligibly affected with consequent minor impact on the shock
structure. Our work highlights the importance of coupling the shock hydrodynamics to the transport
of photons, electrons, protons, and intermediate particles to forecast the multi-messenger emission

from astrophysical transients.

I. INTRODUCTION

Shocks are ubiquitous in a wide range of astrophysi-
cal transients. Across the shock plane, the thermody-
namic variables characterizing the system exhibit a dis-
continuity due to the sudden compression or expansion
of matter. Particles crossing the shock plane can be ac-
celerated [I} 2], leading to the production of non-thermal
photons, cosmic-rays, and high-energy neutrinos [3Hg].

A special class of shocks, relevant to the early multi-
messenger emission from astrophysical transients, is the
one of radiation-mediated shocks [9HI1]. These are of rel-
evance, e.g., for some supernova types, (low-luminosity)
gamma-ray bursts, and neutron-star merger remnants.
Understanding the physics of radiation-mediated shocks
is crucial, since the particle emission linked to the break-
out of such shocks carries important information on
e.g. the explosion mechanism, the properties of the out-
flow, and the shock structure. Moreover, observations
of gamma-ray bursts challenge the synchrotron origin of
the photon spectrum; (sub-)photospheric dissipation has
been proposed to possibly lead to distortions of the Wien
photon distribution [I2HI9]. But, self-consistent models
accounting for the feedback of radiation on the shock
structure are yet poorly investigated.

Shocks are mediated by radiation when a shock trav-
els rapidly through an optically thick plasma. In this
case, radiation pressure dominates over the gas ther-
mal pressure in the downstream region. Upstream pho-
tons scatter off the incoming fast material, decelerating
it prior to its arrival at the shock front. Due to this
pre-deceleration, the discontinuity across the shock front
is significantly smoothed. As a consequence, radiation-
mediated shocks typically lack efficiency in particle accel-

eration [20]. The properties of non-relativistic and rela-
tivistic radiation-mediated shocks have been thoroughly
investigated analytically and later verified by numerical
simulations [I0, 1T, 14, 21H24]. In particular, for rela-
tivistic and non-magnetized shocks, it was pointed out
that the shock structure can be largely affected by pair
production processes. The latter lead to copious produc-
tion of photons, which in turn affect the shock structure
and temperature in the downstream region [21] 22].

In magnetized media, the magnetic field component
perpendicular to the shock normal would be compressed.
If the magnetic pressure in the shock downstream is
not negligible, a significant jump across the shock plane
lingers—a collisionless subshock forms, embedded in the
radiation-mediated shock [14]. Although mediated by ra-
diation, particles may be accelerated at the subshock.

If protons are accelerated at the subshock, hadronic
processes such as proton-proton and proton-photon in-
teractions further modify the photon spectrum [25, 26].
Recently, relying on three-dimensional general relativis-
tic magnetohydrodynamic jet simulations, Refs. [I5] [16]
discussed the possible existence of subshocks in the sub-
photospheric region of short gamma-ray bursts. In this
case, the photon and high-energy neutrino signals should
be molded by the hadronic cascades occurring below
the photosphere. However, it has never been explored
whether the radiation produced in the aftermath of
hadronic processes would further exert a feedback effect
on the shock structure.

In this work, we consider a static radiation-mediated
shock building on the approach presented in Ref. [22].
For the first time, we explore modifications of the shock
structure, accounting for the medium magnetization and
the feedback of radiation generated by both thermal elec-
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trons and high-energy protons. Note that, in Ref. [27], a
preliminary investigation on the impact of magnetization
was presented, however pair processes were accounted for
in an approximated fashion and the impact of radiation
on the formation of the subshock for varying o, was stud-
ied semi-analitically; on the other hand, Ref. [22] focused
on the impact of leptonic processes in non-magnetized
shocks.

This paper is organized as follows. We outline the
physics of radiation-mediated shocks and radiation trans-
fer in Sec. [[Il The numerical setup employed to simulate
the formation of subshocks and the feedback of radiation
on the shock structure is presented in Sec. [[IT] Section[[V]
explores the feedback on the shock structure due to ra-
diation produced by means of leptonic processes in mag-
netized media. We extend our findings by accounting for
the radiation produced by hadronic processes in Sec. [V]
Finally, we conclude and discuss our results in Sec. [V} In
addition, details on the processes leading to production
of radiation through thermal leptons and hadronic pro-
cesses are provided in Appendices [A] and [B] respectively.

II. MODEL FOR RADIATION-MEDIATED
SHOCKS

When a shock occurs in an optically thick region,
the photons radiated by leptons in the downstream
(e.g. through Compton scattering, bremsstrahlung, pair
annihilation, and synchrotron radiation) contribute to
build up radiation pressure and energy flux, thus alter-
ing the structure of the shock. In this section, we intro-
duce the hydrodynamic and radiation transfer equations
adopted to explore the evolution of the shock structure.
To this purpose, we closely follow Ref. [22], albeit ex-
tending the equations to the case of a magnetized shock.
We also outline the physics underlying the formation of
a subshock and the feedback of radiation on the shock
structure.

We consider a steady-state planar shock for simplic-
ity. Such configuration holds in an optically thick region,
where photons are trapped. Once the upstream region
becomes optically thin, the velocity jump at the sub-
shock increases, and the shock structure is expected to
evolve with time.

Hereafter, we use the subscript “sh” to indicate physi-
cal quantities defined in the shock frame; when not other-
wise specified, quantities are defined in the fluid comov-
ing frame. The subscript “u” represents characteristic
quantities in the far upstream, which have not been af-
fected by radiation, while we do not use any suffix for
quantities characterizing any other location (either up-

stream or downstream).

A. Shock hydrodynamics and radiation transfer

For a fluid consisting of protons and electrons and with
an ordered magnetic field, the magnetization parameter
is
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where n,, is the proton number density, B is the magnetic
field strength, m,, stands for the proton mass, and c is the
speed of light. The maximum fast magnetosonic speed
can be calculated as
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with ¢s being the local speed of sound (¢s = 0 for a cold
fluid). In the comoving frame of a magnetized plasma,
when a disturbance in the fluid velocity exceeds this criti-
cal speed, a magnetohydrodynamic shock wave is excited.
In the shock frame, a supersonic flow enters the shock re-
gion, undergoes deceleration, and eventually propagates
away from the shock at subsonic velocity.

As shown in Fig. [I} we consider a steady-state pla-
nar shock with its front perpendicular to the z direction.
The shock moves with velocity ¢8, through a cold and
magnetized plasma made of protons and electrons, with
upstream comoving density of protons n, ., and magne-
tization o,. The magnetic field is assumed to be per-
pendicular to the shock normal, along the z axis (the
magnetic field component parallel to the shock normal
crosses the shock without any compression, hence it does
not directly influence the shock dynamics and it is not
represented in Fig. [1} but this component may influence
the efficiency of particle acceleration).

The structure of the radiation-mediated shock can be
divided into four regions: far upstream, deceleration re-
gion, immediate downstream, and thermal equilibrium
region. Photons are initially generated in the immedi-
ate downstream because of dissipation of internal energy
deposited at the shock. Then, photons travel towards
the upstream and the downstream. The downstream
achieves thermal equilibrium through particle scatter-
ings and reprocessing of photons. The photons propa-
gating upstream interact with the fluid flowing towards
the shock plane, thereby decelerating it and smoothing
out its velocity jump. In the non-magnetized case, the
subshock is less prominent [22] 27].

To derive the governing equations describing the sys-
tem dynamics, the following assumptions are made: (1)
the perpendicular component of the magnetic field is
frozen into protons (i.e., o o< B?/n, o n,) and is com-
pressed as the proton number density increases; (2) the
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FIG. 1. Sketch of the bulk Lorentz factor profile of a radiation-mediated magnetohydrodynamic shock along the z direction. The
vertical orange arrows represent the magnetic field lines, which are more intense in the downstream region, where the proton
density is higher. The magnetic field component parallel to the shock normal does not directly affect the shock dynamics
and it is not plotted here for simplicity. We distinguish four regions characterizing the shock structure: the far upstream, the
deceleration region, the immediate downstream, and the thermal equilibrium region, from left to right, respectively. A subshock

forms at z = 0 allowing for efficient particle acceleration.

electron (positron) fluid and the ion fluid move at the
same velocity.

The conservation equations for energy flux and mo-
mentum flux are:

d z
and
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where Tsoflﬁ = Tgfh + Ta’g,sh + Teo‘ﬁSh is the total energy-

ra m,
momentum tensor; in leﬁ , the contributions of the fluid
including pairs and proton-electron plasma, radiation,
and the electromagnetic field are denoted with the sub-
scripts “fl,” “rad,” and “em,” respectively.

Assuming that protons, electrons and positrons in the
fluid have the same average velocity § = v/¢ (which cor-

responds to a Lorentz factor I' = /1 — 1/42), Tf?fh can
be expressed as

To =T2B(pc® + eq + Pp) (6)
and

T, = Pa+128%(pc® + eq + Pa) (7)

where p = nymy + (Ne+ + Ne—)me, eq = 3/2f(T)(ne +
ny)T, and Pg = (ne+ + ne-)T represent the density,
internal energy, and thermal pressure, respectively. In
the equations above, m. represents the electron mass,
while the number densities of protons, electrons, and
positrons are n,, n.- and n.+, respectively. The plasma
temperature is T'; the function f(T") approximates the
equation of state for a Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution:
f(T) =1/2 tanh[In(T/m.c?) + 0.3/1.93] + 3/2.

The components T;ff raq Of the energy-momentum ten-
sor read as [l

Troazdysh = CilFrad,sh - // dQsththshIV,sh(/sth) (8)

and
rzaz(Lsh = Prad,sh = Cil / dQsh,Ugthsth,sh(,U/sh) y (9)

with I, ¢ being the radiation intensity and v, the pho-
ton frequency; the differential solid angle is dS2 = 2w dy,
assuming azimuthal symmetry, and p = cos#.

! The radiation intensity is a function of angle (1), frequency (v),
and position (z). For simplicity, we use I, (i) instead of I(u, v, z)
hereafter.
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where we assume that gsh = By, so that Esh =
—U/c x B= —BBx sn¥ is obtained from Ohm’s law.

In addition to the conservation of energy and momen-
tum fluxes, the conservation of the particle number as
well as the magnetic flux should be satisfied:
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with Q.+ being the pair production rate. The radiation
J
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transfer equation reads as

dl, s
Msh% - nsh(,ulshvysh)

— I, (fsh) Xsh (fshs Vsh) (14)

where I, , nsh, and xsh represent the intensity, emission
and absorption coefficients, in the shock frame, respec-
tively. The photon frequency and the direction along
which that radiation intensity is defined are vg, and
lsh, respectively, where u = cosf with 6 representing
the angle with respect to the z direction. The radia-
tion processes entering these coefficients are introduced

in Sec. [TBl

In order to facilitate our calculations, we introduce
the following dimensionless quantities (valid in any ref-
erence frame): T = T/(mec?), U = hw/(mec?), ape =
Net /Ny, d7 = T(1 + B)(ne + ny)ordz, and I =
I/T2Bunp.u(my/me)he; his the Planck constant, and o
is the Thomson cross section. Hence, the energy and mo-
mentum conservation equations (Egs. |4 and |5) become
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The radiative transfer equation (Eq. becomes
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The evolution of the pair density is given by
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In the equations above, we  have intro-
duced the following dimensionless quanti-
ties: Frad,sh = Fradsh/ (272 Bung umpc®),
prad,sh = cPrad’Sh/(27rfiﬁunp’umpc3), 77 =
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B. Radiation from leptonic processes

We account for the following leptonic processes pro-
ducing radiation: Compton scattering, pair production
and annihilation, bremsstrahlung and absorption, as well
as synchrotron and self-absorption. The emission and
absorption coefficients for the first three processes are
provided in Ref. [22]; a similar procedure is adopted for
synchrotron. In the following, we provide the main ex-
pressions for the emission and absorption coefficients and
refer the interested reader to Appendix [A] for details.

For Compton scattering, the normalized emission and
absorption coefficients are:

1 L1
[P = Busw) ~ T(1+5)

N dﬁs A ~ T
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ﬁs,sh(ﬁshaﬂsh) = (19)
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where ' and p’ represent, respectively, the photon fre-
quency and the direction of radiation intensity of the in-
coming photons in the fluid comoving frame; & = o/or
(with o, being the Compton cross section and op the
Thomson cross section), and dos/dP’ is the differential
cross section of a photon with frequency ' scattered to
U (cf. Eq. [A2).

For pair production and annihilation, the normalized
emission and absorption coefficients are:
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with 7.+ standing for the pair annihilation rate, and
fex (Dsn, T') describing the spectrum of photons produced
by pairs. The cosine of the angle between g, and gl
is cosfy; the average of the latter with respect to the
azimuthal angle is (1 — cos61)y = 1 — pgnpely,. The cross
section for pair production is o.,,. The pair production
and annihilation rates are

A Fum Iﬁg s ~ ~ ~
Qei,prod = om L / \hl(A/’UI h) X’Y’Y(/J‘sha Vsh) dUgn dS,
(23)
Ous o = ot (ae + 1)7e= (T) (24)

C2028(1 4 B)(1+ 2ac+)

with the net pair production rate being Qei = er: prod T
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The emission and absorption coefficients for
bremsstrahlung emission and absorption are
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where a. is the fine structure constant, Ag = 7/(2v/3)gs,
and g, is the Gaunt factor.

In the proximity of a shock with a relativistic upstream
flow, downstream electrons and positrons can reach rela-
tivistic temperatures. When the fluid is magnetized, syn-
chrotron radiation and self-absorption become unavoid-
able. The normalized coefficients for synchrotron emis-
sion and self-absorption are

ﬁsyn,sh(ﬁshaﬂsh) - [F(l - ﬁﬂsh)]72 (27)
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where F(v/v.) is the synchrotron spectrum for an
electron (positron) with characteristic frequency v, =
3v2eB/(4mmec), and P, gy is its specific power; fo+ is
the energy distribution of electrons (positrons), which ef-
fectively depends on the plasma temperature (1) and is
assumed to follow the Maxwell-Jiittner distribution [28§];
E. = yemc? represents the electron (positron) energy.
The total emission and absorption coefficients are given
by the sum of those for each radiation mechanism.

C. Subshock formation

The results presented in Ref. [22], using the govern-
ing equations introduced in Sec. [[T4] for o, = 0, show
that the discontinuity of the the bulk motion velocity
at the shock front is negligible, with particle accelera-
tion being inefficient. We contrast this finding with the
case of a magnetized fluid—see also Refs. [23] 27]. In the
latter scenario, the compressed magnetic field stores a
fraction of the total energy and pressure, which is not
converted into radiation, and a subshock embedded in
the radiation-mediated shock forms.

In order to obtain a subshock where particles can be
efficiently accelerated, the magnetic energy density in the
shock downstream should dominate over the radiation
energy density. However, if the magnetization is too high,
a shock discontinuity cannot form efficiently. In the far
upstream, the condition I'y, > 'y max (see Eq.[3)) defines a
critical o, = I'2 — 1. For o, ~ 0., a weak shock develops
with negligible velocity jump, whereas for o, > o, a
rarefaction wave forms instead of a shock.

In the rest of this section, we neglect the radiation
feedback for simplicity. The thermal energy represents
the total energy budget that could go into radiation. The
specific enthalpy of the magnetized fluid is

h=1+w+o, (29)

where w = (eq + Pa)/(npympc?) accounts for thermal en-
ergy and pressure. In the downstream, the ratio between
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FIG. 2. Isocontours of wa/oq (dashed black lines) in the plane
spanned by o, and I'y. The color scale represents the con-
tours of the energy budget converted from kinetic energy into
other forms of energy (Ltrp/Lu). The red stars mark the
representative configurations adopted in this work. For fixed
P, wg/oq and ALya/ L., decrease as o, increases.

the enthalpy due to thermal energy and pressure and the
magnetic field is
Me ~ 1
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When crossing the shock, the amount of kinetic energy
of the upstream converted into thermal energy (radia-
tion) that could be used to accelerate particles is

ALy = L, — Ly

]. Fd 5u Oy
[ () () ]

(31)

Here, L, = T2 Bupuc®*(1+0,) and Lg = I'2Bqpac®(1+04)
are the upstream and downstream kinetic energy fluxes,
respectively. To determine the region of the parameter
space where a subshock can exist, we solve Egs.
and [16] without radiation feedback. This approach allows
us to compute the bulk motion velocity, temperature, and
magnetization parameter in the downstream.

Figure shows isocontours of wy/cq and ALyq/L,, in
the parameter space spanned by I';, and o,. To retain a
subshock in the presence of a radiation-mediated shock,
the condition wg/og < 1 must be satisfied (this implies
that the magnetic energy density dominates over or is
comparable to the thermal energy). We can see from
Fig. [2 that wgq/oq 2 1 for a large fraction of our param-
eter space.

In the following, we explore the evolution of the shock
structure for five benchmark configurations in the pa-
rameter space shown in Fig. all with I', = 10. We
select o, = 0, 1078, 107%, o, = 0.1 and 0.3 to explore

the transition from non-magnetized to mildly magnetized
regimes. Such configurations are marked with red stars
in Fig. |2} we can see that both wy/04 and ALyq/L, de-
crease as o, increases.

III. NUMERICAL SETUP

In this section, we present the iterative approach
adopted to solve the hydrodynamic and kinetic equations
for the steady-state shock solution numerically. We con-
sider two angular grids, one for the upstream-going direc-
tions and one for the downstream-going directions, fol-
lowing Ref. [22]. For the upstream-going directions (0 <
tsh < 1), we assume that pg, is binned logarithmically;
for the downstream-going directions (—1 < ug, < 0), we
use the Gaussian quadrature (cf. Appendix D in Ref. [22]
for details). The number of angular bins is N, , = 40.
The photon frequency grid is chosen to be logarithmic,
ranging from g, = 1072 to Dy, = 104 with N, = 200
bins.

The position of each fluid element is denoted by the
normalized optical depth, with 7 = 0 at the shock. In
the downstream region, we adopt d7 = 0.1 for all our
benchmark configurations except for o, = 0.3, for which
we use d7 = 0.0025. In the far downstream, in princi-
ple, one should apply a reflective boundary, such that
the upstream- and downstream-going photon intensities
in the comoving frame of the fluid are identical. This
condition reflects the fact that photons and leptons are
expected to reach thermal equilibrium. However, for no
(0, = 0) and small magnetization (o, = 1078 and 107%),
the downstream-going photon frequencies are boosted by
the relativistic bulk motion of the upstream flow; hence,
photons cannot be fully absorbed over short distances.
To avoid an artificial high-energy component in the pho-
ton spectrum caused by the reflective boundary, we adopt
an open boundary at 7 = 50 (which is effectively equiva-
lent to a reflective boundary for what concerns the shock
dynamics); however, for the configurations with o, = 0.1
and 0.3, we use a reflective boundary at 7 = 5. In the
upstream region, d7 is uniformly binned in logarithmic
space, with N; = 500 over —500 < 7 < 0; but for
o, = 0.1 and 0.3, we use N; = 100 over —100 < 7 < 0.
As for the far upstream, our numerical solution can ex-
tend up to large distances from the shock discontinu-
ity, where radiation has been fully absorbed. Hence, we
adopt I5,, (#tsn) = 0 and a.+ = 0 at the upstream bound-
ary (cf. Fig. [)).

For each of our benchmark (o,,I',), the simulation
starts from the downstream. First, we make an initial
guess for I(jigh, Vsh, 7) and a.+ (7). We then solve Egs.
and [16] and select the subsonic solution. This procedure
allows to obtain the temperature (7") and Lorentz factor
(T") profiles. Then the emission and absorption coeffi-
cients (Egs. and are calculated and the ra-
diation transfer equation (Eq. is solved. Next, we up-
date the intensity and a,.+ at each location z(7), cf. Fig.



relying on the characteristic quantities computed in ad-
jacent bins, according to Egs.[17|and This procedure
is repeated with the updated I(psh,Vsh,7) and a.+(7)
profiles until convergence is achieved. We then use the
converged I(us, < 0) at 7 = 0 as the boundary condition
for the upstream and iterate using the same procedure
described above while selecting the supersonic solution
until convergence is reached. The converged I(us, > 0)
at 7 = 0 is then adopted as the boundary condition for
the downstream. The upstream and downstream simu-
lations are repeated alternately until the entire system
reaches convergence. A flow chart summarizing our nu-
merical approach is shown in Fig.

IV. MAGNETIZED SHOCKS MEDIATED BY
RADIATION PRODUCED BY LEPTONIC
PROCESSES

First, we investigate the impact of radiation on the
shock structure by considering leptonic processes only.
Figure [4] displays the profiles of the bulk Lorentz factor
(T"), plasma temperature (1'), fraction of positrons (a.+ ),
radiation pressure, and radiation flux for our benchmark
simulations with o, = 0, 1078, 107%, 0.1, and 0.3. Our
solution for the non-magnetized case generally agrees
with the results of Ref. [22], although in our simulation
the pair fraction a.= is slightly lower and the temperature
T slightly higher at the subshock; both quantities even-
tually reach similar equilibrium values to those in Figs. 9
and 11 of Ref. [22] (T ~ 200 keV and g.+ ~ 10%). Com-
parable equilibrium values are found in Ref. [24] using a
Monte Carlo approach.

The subshock jump is negligible for o, = 0, 1078,
and 10~4. However, it tends to increase with increas-
ing oy. For o, > 0.1, a prominent discontinuity in T’
and T occurs at 7 = 0, whereas the profiles of a.x,
Pradsh, and Fiaqsh remain continuous. These results
confirm the early findings of Ref. [27]. Although the
magnetization does not significantly affect the down-
stream fluid dynamics, especially in the weakly magne-
tized cases, it has a substantial impact on the upstream
shock structure. In particular, although synchrotron ra-
diation is subdominant compared to other radiative pro-
cesses, synchrotron self-absorption plays a significant role
for the benchmark configurations with o, # 0 (cf. Ap-
pendix. Initially, the upstream fluid is cool, allowing
for the upstream-going photons to be Compton scattered
into a relatively low-energy range and absorbed by lep-
tons via synchrotron self-absorption. The heated leptons
transfer energy to protons via Coulomb scattering, decel-
erating the inflowing upstream fluid. In the absence of
magnetization, the photon—lepton energy transfer is less
efficient, hence the upstream-going photons propagate ef-
ficiently and the upstream profile becomes less sharp. We
refer the interested reader to Appendix for more de-
tails.

Once a subshock forms, the jump in the bulk flow

velocity between the upstream and downstream regions
can facilitate particle acceleration. The resulting photon
spectrum at the subshock is therefore modified, as illus-
trated in Fig. where the radiation intensity is plot-
ted for the upstream- (us, = —1) and downstream-going
(psn = 1) directions. For o, < 1074, the peak fre-
quency of downstream-going photons is larger by a factor
I'? (i.e., about two orders of magnitude) than the one
of the upstream-going ones (cf. solid vs. dashed curves
in Fig. ). This is because: (1) The upstream tem-
perature (7' ~ 10) is larger than the downstream one
(T < 1); hence, photons newly generated or scattered in
the upstream, and contributing to the downstream-going
spectrum at the subshock, tend to have higher frequen-
cies. (2) The fluid in the upstream has a higher bulk
Lorentz factor, which boosts the photon frequency to a
higher value. For o, 2 0.1, the spectrum of upstream-
going photons tends to become flatter at 7, < 1, and
the spectrum of downstream-going photons flattens at
U, < 102, This happens because synchrotron radia-
tion in the downstream region becomes non-negligible
in this energy range, and the interplay between syn-
chrotron self-absorption and Compton scattering in the
upstream populates this energy range with photons. The
downstream-going photons further affect the upstream-
going photons, enhancing the spectral flattening. The
cutoff at Dy, ~ 107* is due to strong synchrotron self-
absorption at low frequency.

We assume ny, = 10*® ¢cm™2 for the upstream pro-
ton number density. Although all physical quantities
relevant for the shock are normalized so that they are
independent of n, ,, the synchrotron radiation and self-
absorption depend on n,,,. For smaller n, ., we expect
that the synchrotron characteristic frequency should be-
come smaller, with consequent less significant impact of
the magnetization on the shock dynamics. In fact, since
v, x B (an)l/z, we expect that the magnetic field
should have a significant influence on the shock dynam-
ics for oy (np,/10%cm=3)=1 > 1078,

V. MAGNETIZED SHOCKS MEDIATED BY
RADIATION PRODUCED BY LEPTONIC AND
HADRONIC PROCESSES

The inelastic interactions between accelerated and
background protons (pp interactions), as well as those be-
tween accelerated protons and photons (py interactions),
can alter the photon spectrum, thereby influencing the
radiation flux and pressure, and ultimately modifying
the profiles of the physical quantities characterizing the
shock. In this section, we outline our treatment for pp
and py interactions, introducing the corresponding accel-
eration and cooling rates. We then investigate the impact
of hadronic processes on the shock structure and photon
distribution.
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shock structure, as well as the photon spectral distribution accounting for leptonic and hadronic processes.

A. Proton acceleration

Proton acceleration is expected to be more efficient
than lepton acceleration [29]. The proton acceleration
rate is

qB

tl = ,
YpMpC

acc

(32)

where ¢ = 4.8 x 10~ !%su is the elementary charge and 7,
is the proton Lorentz factor. All quantities are defined in
the comoving frame of the immediate downstream fluid.

Accelerated protons cool through several mechanisms.
Here, we consider inverse Compton scattering, syn-
chrotron radiation, inelastic pp collisions, and py interac-
tions. The maximum energy up to which protons can be
accelerated (E), max) is obtained by equating the acceler-
ation rate to the cooling rate: t;.L = t;>1c>1- The latter is
given by the sum of the cooling rates characteristic of the
different radiative processes, as outlined in Appendix

Assuming that a fraction (¢, = 0.1 [29, [30]) of kinetic
energy of the bulk fluid motion is converted into proton
acceleration, and taking into account the kinetic energy
loss at the subshock (analogous to Eq. 7 the resultant
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7, from top to bottom and for our five benchmark configurations (cf. Fig. : oy = 0 in blue, o, = 1078 in yellow, o, = 107*
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of the downstream photon spectrum is about two orders of magnitude larger than the one of the upstream spectrum because
the upstream temperature and bulk Lorenz factor are larger than the downstream ones. For o, = 0.1, the photon spectrum
flattens due to non-negligible synchrotron losses.
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where the luminosity of the bulk flow is

Loue = I2B3Anym, {1 + %(QGGi + 1)} (34)
P

—|—F2Bc3Anpmpo' ;

the subscripts “f'(jr 7 and “7,” denote the physical quan-
tities immediately downstream and upstream of the sub-
shock, respectively, and A is the arbitrary area assumed
for the shock plane. The luminosity of the bulk proton
flow in the far upstream is

Ly = Fiﬁunp>umpc3‘4 . (35)

Note that the value of A does not affect our results, since
only the proton number density enters our simulations.
We assume that the energy distribution of accelerated
protons follows a broken power law:
E
)

Ep,max

Np ace(Ep) X E;g exp (—

normalized such that

I.+B.+cA /
0 0

Ep min

+oo
Npace(Ep)EpdEy = Ly ace - (37)

: _ 2
Moreover, we consider Fp, min = mpc”.

B. Method to account for hadronic processes

To assess the impact of pp and py interactions, we
solve Egs. [I3] and while modifying the emission
and absorption coefficients in the radiation transfer equa-
tion (Eq. to account for these additional interaction
channels. We assume: (1) accelerated protons move with
the bulk velocity of the fluid, but undergo random mo-
tions in the fluid comoving frame; (2) hadronic collisions
are isotropic in the fluid comoving frame; and (3) accel-
erated protons are confined to the downstream region.
Moreover, the non-thermal protons are not thermalized
by interactions with the medium and, for €, = 0.1, only
a small fraction of protons is accelerated.

For the downstream, we compute the spectrum of non-
thermal photons at each position. Then, we obtain the
emission and absorption coefficients for pp and py in-
teractions employing the open-source software AM? [31]
(whereas the emission and absorption coefficients for
the leptonic processes are computed as illustrated in
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luminosity of protons undergoing acceleration is

Me 1 1
[1 + mfp(2aeijo + 1)] + 0uBu <ﬁ70 - Bﬁj) } ) (33)

Sec. . To this purpose, the non-thermal proton spec-
trum at the subshock (Eq. is used as an input for
the AM? simulation, together with the photon spectrum
at the subshock obtained considering leptonic processes.
We account for radiative processes linked to accelerated
protons (i.e., Compton scattering, synchrotron), as well
as pion and muon decays. The number density of back-
ground protons and the strength of the background mag-
netic field are set according to Egs. and respec-
tively. Through this approach, we follow the evolution
of the non-thermal proton spectrum from the subshock
to the downstream boundary EL The overall simulation
time is determined by the size of the shock region, with
the downstream region extending up to 7enq:

. B /%end d%
im,tot = 0 I‘2(1 + B)np(l + 2a,.+ )orfe .

The non-thermal proton spectrum at any position (7) is
computed at intermediate simulation time.

At the far-downstream boundary (see Fig. , reached
by protons within Tgim tot, non-thermal protons may not
have fully cooled. However, the photons emitted by ac-
celerated protons in the far downstream may propagate
back and affect the photon spectrum as well as the fluid
dynamics near the subshock. To account for this contri-
bution, we introduce a ghost cell beyond the downstream
boundary (whose size, 7gh,end, is larger than the charac-
teristic scale of all relevant radiative processes). The es-
cape time (i.e., the time the fluid takes to travel through
the ghost cell) is calculated using an equation similar to
Eq. with Teng being replaced by 7Tghend. We inject
protons according to the spectrum at the downstream
boundary (obtained in the previous step) and we inject
photons according to the spectrum at the downstream
boundary computed using leptonic processes only. Their
injection rates are determined by the speed of light and
the bulk velocity, respectively. We then re-run the AM?
simulations in the ghost cell until the output photon spec-
trum converges. The resulting photon spectrum is used
to compute the intensity in the ghost cell, whose angu-
lar dependence in the shock frame is determined by the
bulk fluid motion. This intensity, together with that of

1T

(38)

2 Note that this effectively corresponds to follow the evolution of
protons in a Lagrangian frame comoving with the fluid; as a
consequence, volume expansion and particle escape are not ac-
counted for.



the reflected leptonic radiation, is injected into the main
simulation region from the downstream boundary.

After obtaining the non-thermal proton spectrum at
each position and initializing the ghost cell as illustrated
above, we account for pp and py interactions in the down-
stream, following Fig. 3] We compute the emission and
absorption coefficients running the AM? code for each 7
in the downstream. Photons are injected in AM? with a
number density and energy distribution derived from the
local radiation intensity,

Nph,v =

27

— [ Ip(p)dp, 39
o | Tt (39)
where npp,,, is the photon number density, and I (u) is
the photon intensity, updated at each iteration step. For
simplicity, we compute the emission and absorption co-
efficients for each process separately, each with an arbi-

trary simulation time Tg,. The emission and absorption
coefficients for hadronic processes (with “i” standing for

“ 7w

pp,” “py,” and “syn”) are

ﬁi,sh(f/shy ﬂsh) = [F(l - /B,Ush)]_2 (40)
x 1 my Ie,D,i
I'(1+4 B)or(1 + 2ae+)n, meI'2 Bungy whe ¢Tgim

)Zi,sh(ﬁsha ,Ush) = F(l - /BUsh) (41)
o 1 Iingi— (Ious,oi — Lepi)
I+ B)or(l + 2a.+)n, Tim ’

where Iy, 5 ; represents the intensity of the input radi-
ation; Iout,p,; and I, ; are the total radiation intensity
and the newly emitted radiation intensity, respectively, at
the end of the simulation. Moreover, Xpp.sh = Xsyn,sh = 0
at all angles and frequencies. Note that Iin i, Lout,p.i,
and I, are assumed to be isotropic (for consistency
with the isotropy assumption on the emission and ab-
sorption coefficients in the fluid comoving frame). The
photon number density used as input/output of the
AM?3 code is then computed using the fact that I, =
cnph,vhv/(4m). Finally, the interplay between hadronic
and leptonic processes is accounted for by Eq.

In summary, the module AM? interfaces our hydro-
dynamical and radiation transfer modules multiple times
for different purposes in the downstream. We first obtain
the non-thermal proton spectrum for all 7’s. Then, we
compute the cooling of non-thermal protons, in order to
determine the net inflow of photons from the downstream
boundary. After these steps, we call the module AM3
at each downstream position to compute the emission
and absorption coefficients. At the same time, the shock
solution for the downstream region is computed. After
the downstream solution converges, we use the photon
spectrum at the subshock as boundary condition for the
upstream. We then perform iterations in the upstream
region in the presence of py interactions and leptonic pro-
cesses.
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C. Impact of hadronic processes on the shock
structure and photon spectrum

We investigate the shock dynamics in the presence of
hadronic and leptonic processes for our benchmark con-
figuration with o, = 0.1. We select this representative
Ou, since a prominent subshock appears (cf. Fig. ), and
the magnetization is not so high as to hinder the effi-
ciency of particle acceleration [27].

Figure[6]displays the profiles of the bulk Lorentz factor,
plasma temperature, and fraction of positrons, with and
without hadronic processes. We can see that pp and py
interactions negligibly contribute to the total radiation
flux and pressure. Hence, the shock structure is mostly
impacted by leptonic interactions. This is also due to
the fact that the inelastic collisions between background
protons and photons produced by leptonic processes in
the upstream are negligible, because their interaction
length scale is much larger than that of leptonic pro-
cesses (Tpy = D(1+ B)(1 + 2ac+ ) (np/ny) (0py JoT) 2 103,
where 0,,, =5 x 1072® c¢m? represents the peak py cross
section).

Figure [7] shows the resultant photon spectral energy
distribution at 7 = 0.1. In the presence of hadronic pro-
cesses, the high-energy photons from the far downstream
region modify the photon spectrum at the subshock. As
visible from the bottom panel, in the high-energy spec-
tral tail (i.e., for g, > 10°), the emission is dominated
by p7v inelastic collisions. However, in the low-energy
spectral tail (i.e., for 102 < 7, < 10%), the emission is
dominated by pp interactions. At smaller energies (i.e.,
for 1y, < 10%), proton synchrotron radiation is the main
hadronic emission channel. However, its intensity is sev-
eral orders of magnitude lower than that of leptonic pro-
cesses and hence negligible.

As shown in Fig. [7| (bottom panel), at the subshock,
the upstream-going photon spectrum is not identical
to the incoming photon spectrum at the downstream
boundary. This is because the photons produced by
hadronic processes are absorbed. For example, for 10 <
Dsn < 109, strong absorption caused by pair produc-
tion occurs, resulting in a dip between the leptonic and
hadronic peaks. At very low frequencies, synchrotron
self-absorption dominates, so photons produced by pro-
ton synchrotron radiation cannot survive.

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

Radiation mediated shocks form when a shock propa-
gates in an optically thick plasma and are common in as-
trophysical transients, such as supernovae, neutron-star
mergers, and gamma-ray bursts. In order to interpret
the multi-messenger emission from these sources, it is
important to understand the feedback of leptonic and
hadronic interactions on the shock physics. For this pur-
pose, for the first time, we investigate the physics of a
steady-state, radiation-mediated, planar shock, account-
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ing for electron and proton acceleration processes, as well
as variable upstream magnetization (o, = 0, 1078, 1074,
0.1, and 0.3) and fixed relativistic upstream bulk fluid
velocity (T, = 10).

For non-magnetized shocks and in the absence of
proton acceleration, Compton scattering together with
pair production and annihilation dominate the photon
emission and absorption, in agreement with the find-
ings of Ref. [22]. The downstream plasma eventu-
ally reaches equilibrium with the radiation, and the
upstream-going photons decelerate the inflowing mate-
rial before it reaches the shock plane, making the shock
profile smoother.

For magnetized shocks, electrons in the immediate
downstream can be heated to relativistic temperatures
(T ~ 1 MeV), enhancing synchrotron emission. Al-
though for o, < 107%, such electron synchrotron ra-
diation is negligible, synchrotron self-absorption is im-
portant even at low magnetization (i.e., o, ~ 107%).
Specifically, synchrotron self-absorption dominates the
low-energy tail of the photon spectral energy distribution

in the shock upstream (photons scattered into this energy
range by electrons in the cold upstream are absorbed and
cannot propagate further); the downstream-going photon
spectral energy distribution is also flattened. As a con-
sequence, the spectral distribution of downstream-going
photons and the shock dynamics in the upstream region
are altered. With moderately high magnetization (i.e.,
oy 2 0.1), synchrotron radiation becomes more promi-
nent, flattening the upstream-going photon spectrum. In
general, due to the deceleration of the upstream fluid,
the shock jump becomes sharper as o, increases, with a
prominent subshock forming for ¢, 2 0.1, in agreement
with the findings of Ref. [27].

Accounting for proton acceleration, a high-energy
spectral component arises in the photon spectrum in the
immediate downstream because of the pile-up of high-
energy photons, when protons can be efficiently acceler-
ated at the subshock for o, 2 0.1. However, the contri-
bution of the high-energy photon component to the radi-
ation flux and pressure is negligible, and thus the shock
dynamics is negligibly affected. We note that, in neutron-
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14

rich environments, such as short gamma-ray bursts, pro-
ton—neutron and neutron—neutron collisions may further
affect the shock structure. In this case, neutrons can
propagate both upstream and downstream, unaffected by
collective plasma effects [27].

We do not investigate shock configurations with o, 2
1, because higher magnetization leads to a faster elec-
tron cooling, and the required resolution would be too
high to achieve at present. However, for o, = 0.3, the
velocity jump at the subshock is already nearly half of
the initial jump in the absence of radiation, allowing us
to explore the formation of a subshock at which particles
can be accelerated efficiently. For larger o,, we expect
that subshock should be more prominent.

Future work should also investigate the shock physics
for different Ty, leading to varying amounts of internal
energy in the downstream. Although pair production
and annihilation may keep the plasma temperature ap-
proximately constant, the radiation intensity and peak
frequency can still be altered, especially in the presence
of a strong magnetic field.

We focused on exploring the impact of electron and
proton acceleration on the photon spectral energy distri-
bution. However, because of the feedback of the latter on
the shock properties, high-energy neutrinos may also be
produced [20}32]. The shape of the neutrino distribution
and its characteristic energy are expected to depend on
the efficiency of particle acceleration at the subshock and
the jet baryon loading below the photosphere [15, [16] [33].
Although high-energy neutrino emission does not directly
impact the shock structure, variations of the shock struc-
ture in the radiation-dominated regime are expected to
influence the neutrino signal.

Our work highlights the importance of modeling the
shock dynamics accounting for the feedback of the radi-
ation produced in the aftermath of particle acceleration.
Even though we have focused on a steady-state shock
for simplicity, our findings highlight that further work
is needed to better understand shock-radiation feedback
mechanisms and reliably forecast the multi-messenger
signals from astrophysical transients.
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Appendix A: Leptonic processes

In this appendix, we outline our modeling of
Compton processes, pair production and annihilation,
Bremsstrahlung, as well as synchtrotron and its self-
absorption. All these processes are of relevance to our
forecast of the photon spectral energy distribution.

1. Compton scattering

The total cross section for Compton scattering is given
by [34]

A 311 2£(1
o.(0,T) = oy 2;6 { ﬁ(+—’2_§) —In(1 +2§)}
(1420  143¢
+ 26 (14+26)2|° (A1)

where £ = (14 2T") incorporates a correction due to the
plasma temperature.
The differential cross section is

C(liaﬁj (ﬁ/ - ZA/) = iO'C(ZA/7T’)fd(ﬁlvj” ZA/) )

4 (A2)
where 2’ and ¥ represent the frequencies of the seed pho-
ton and the scattered photon, respectively. The scattered
photons are assumed to be isotropic in the rest frame of
the target electrons. The function fy(¢', T, ¥) denotes the
photon redistribution function (i.e., the probability den-
sity for a seed photon with frequency o’ to be scattered
to a frequency ») and is calculated following Appendix B
of Ref. [22].
When 7' < 0.25,

fa(@ T, 0) = Apde 0/ Tert (A3)
with A = 1/(6T%) and Tog = 9o(#,T)/4. The photon
spectrum after Compton scattering is approximately a
thermal spectrum with an effective temperature T, and
an average frequency 7y, which can be estimated as:

. ATAT +1) = /' (0" + 1)\ 4T
— = min 1+ ~ , —
Z (1+ a, (7)) Z
(Ad)
for o/ < 4T and
% 1
2= A (A5)
R [(ﬁf +1)/(4T + 1)]
for ¥/ > 4T'. The function a, is defined as
a,(T) = — 0.003763In*(T) — 0.0231In*(T)  (A6)

— 0.01922In%(T") — 0.129In(T") + 3.139,
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with a, (T' < 0.01) = a, (T = 0.01).
For T' > 0.25, in the Klein-Nishina regime with Vo>
1/(4T), we have

D2e="/To (i, T)

fd(ﬁ 7T7 D) - ad(T)T3ch

; (A7)

where

aq(T) = — 0.0046In*(T) + 0.007197In3(7) (A8)
+ 0.09079In>(7T") — 0.3166In(7") + 0.3146

and ag(T) = aq(5)(T/5)~*7 is set for T > 5. In the
inverse Compton regime, we have

Fa@, T, 0) x Ve VI 00— 1),

where ©(0 — P') is a step function, which has ©(7 —
V) =0 when o < 7/, and O — ') = 1 when v >

?'. The distribution function is normalized such that

[ fa@ T, 0)do = 1.

(A9)

2. Pair production and annihilation

For a given plasma temperature T, the e* annihilation
rate is [35]

-1

. 3 272
, (A10)

rey = 31y — 2
4 In (QnET+ 1.3)

where g = 0.5616. The spectral distribution of the re-

sultant photons can be written as [35]

1
—explzy Ty %12 4+ 20T O 10np + 2375052 (Inp)?
12

f(0,T) x

+I4T7_184(1nf/)3 + 1_5T7—194ﬁ}

5 ,
where T; = T/(107 K), and z; = . a;; (InT7)’~". The
j=1

coefficients a;; are provided in Table 1 of Ref. [35], and
x4 is set to zero for T > 4 x 101 K.

The cross section for 47 collisions producing e* pairs
is given by [34]

3 2 1 _
0yy(8) = 3 U?T (2 + S 52> cosh 1(51/2)
1/2
~(1+3) (1-3) ] (A12)
s s
where
1
s =3 hv ' (1 — pp') (A13)

combines the frequency and directional information of
the incoming photons.

(A11)



3. Bremsstrahlung

The numerical factor Ag in Eqs. [26] and [27]is given by

M (o=, T) = (14 apx)Aep + [a2e + (1 + aex )] Aece
Faet (14 aps )N (A14)

where Acp, Ace, and A.x are the numerical fac-
tors corresponding to e®p, ete®, and ete” thermal
bremsstrahlung, respectively. For each case, the relation
A = 7/(2v/3)g holds, and the analytical expressions for
Geps Jee, and g+ are provided in the appendix of Ref. [30]
(note that an erratum letter was published for some of
the equations in the original paper).

4. Synchrotron radiation and self-absorption

Considering an electron (positron) with energy E., gy-
rating around a magnetic field with strength B, its radi-
ation power can be calculated as [34]

Py syu(v, E) = \{jifF (:) : (A15)
with
)=z / Ky js(€)de (A16)

and Kj5/3(¢) is the modified Bessel function of second
kind.

We assume that the random-motion Lorentz factor of
the relativistic thermal electrons (positrons) is described
by a Maxwell-Jittner distribution with a characteristic
temperature, which reads as [28]

V28 )T
€ e'\/e/,

for (e, T) = TE(1)T)

(A17)

where K(1/T) is the modified Bessel function of the sec-
ond kind. The energy distribution of thermal electrons
(positrons), f.+(FE.), can be obtained from f.+(7.), ex-
ploiting the fact that E, = yem.c?

5. Impact of leptonic processes

Figures [§ and [9] show the photon spectrum in the up-
stream (at? = —20) for 0, = 0 and o, = 1078, 1074, 0.1
as well as 0.3.

In a non-magnetized or weakly magnetized shock,
emission and absorption are dominated by Compton scat-
tering together with pair production and annihilation,
both upstream and downstream. The bremsstrahlung
absorption coefficient increases towards the low-energy
tail of the photon spectrum, dominating the absorption
at low frequencies for o, = 0. Synchrotron losses become
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significant for o, > 1078, Synchrotron self-absorption
does not affect the upstream-going photons. However,
once the photons are Compton scattered to lower energies
by cold electrons in the upstream, they can be absorbed
efficiently. Since the Compton-scattered photons are
boosted by the relativistic bulk motion of the upstream
fluid, they appear to travel towards pus, = 1 in the shock
frame. Consequently, synchrotron self-absorption is more
pronounced for the downstream-going photons (usp, = 1).
For larger o,, the photon intensity is lower. This in-
dicates that upstream-going photons are efficiently ab-
sorbed in a magnetized fluid; hence, the characteristic
physical quantities at this position are closer to their far-
upstream ones, consistent with Fig. [4]

Appendix B: Proton acceleration and cooling

The acceleration rate of protons is provided in Eq. 32
Several cooling mechanisms constrain the maximum en-
ergy of accelerated protons. Any physical quantity not
explicitly associated with a specific reference frame in
this section is defined in the comoving frame of the down-
stream fluid.

The cooling rate due to inelastic pp collisions is [37]

t;pl = CNpOpp (B1)
where o0, ~ 3.0 x 10726 cm? is the cross section of pp
collisions; n, is the number density of background pro-
tons. The cooling rate due to inelastic py collisions is

calculated as

1 d
by = 27 fqh déy 0py (&) Fipy (€y) €y fg,y/(g—yp) :2 Ne,

(B2)

where ne, = [27 [ I'(i/,v")dp/] /[hev] is the specific num-
ber density of photons at an energy e,, with ¢, = hv.
The photon energy in the proton rest frame is €,. We
adopt the fit to the inelastic py cross section data pro-
vided in the appendix of Ref. [38]. The coefficient
kpy = 0.2 is adopted as the inelasticity parameter, and
eth = 0.15 GeV is the threshold photon energy for py
collisions.

The cooling rate due to proton synchrotron radiation
is calculated as [34]

_ 20rm2e
tp éyn - T;WPHPU (B?))
p

The cooling rate of inverse Compton scattering between
protons and photons can be described by a piecewise
function [39]:

4o07m>E, e Ne
e Eje, < m2ct
-1 3mic ’ Py pC >
td = e (B4)
4orm;c Ne., E < 2 4
3Bpe, pEy < MpC

The total cooling rate is calculated as ¢_:

cooling
t_ + t; syn

=ty +
+ tfcl. To estimate the maximum energy that
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FIG. 8. Photon spectrum as well as emission and absorption coefficients for a radiation-mediated shock with I', = 10 and
ouw =0at 7 = —20. Left: Upstream- and downstream-going (usn = —1 and usn = 1) photon spectra are shown with dashed and
solid lines, respectively. Middle: Emission and absorption coefficients for the upstream-going photons are plotted with solid
and dotted lines, respectively. The red, blue, and green lines represent the coefficients for pair processes, bremsstrahlung, and
Compton scattering. Right: Same as the middle panel, but for the downstream-going photons.

a proton can achieve, one should compare the accelera-
tion rate to the total cooling rate. The acceleration and

cooling rates as a function of the proton Lorentz factor
is shown in Fig. [B] for o, = 0.1.
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FIG. 9. Similar to Fig. [8) but for magnetized radiation-mediated shocks with o, = 1078, 1074, 0.1, and 0.3 from the top
to bottom panels. At 7 = —20, the case with high magnetization has a lower photon intensity, indicating that photons are
absorbed more efficiently. Synchrotron self-absorption dominates over other absorption mechanisms for low-energy photons
and affects the downstream-going photons more prominently than on the upstream-going photons.
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