arXiv:0908.1339v1 [astro-ph.CO] 10 Aug 2009

COSMOLOGY W ITH GAMMA{RAY BURSTS

L.AMATI
INAF —IASF Bolgna, via P . Goketti 101,
40129 Bolgna, taly

Gamm a{Ray Bursts (GRBs) are the brightest sources in the universe, em it m ostly in the hard
X {ray energy band and have been detected at redshiftsup to 8.1. Thus, they are in principle
very pow erfiilprobes for cosm ology. I shortly review the researches ain ed to use GRB s for the
m easurem ent of cosn ological param eters, which are m ainly based on the correlation between
spectral peak photon energy and total radiated energy or lum inosity. In particular, based
on an enriched sam ple of 95 GRBs, I will provide an update of the analysis by Am atiet al.
(2008) aim ed at extracting Inform ation on v and, to a less extent, on , from the Ep;i {
E iso correlation. I also brie y discuss the perspectives ofusing G RB s as cosm ological beacons
for high resolution absorption spectroscopy of the IGM (eg., W HIM ), and as tracers of the
SFR, up to the "dark ages" (z > 6) of the universe.

1 Introduction

A fter 40 years since its discovery, the GRB phenom enon is still one of the m ost intriguing and
hot topics In m odem astrophysics. Indeed, despite the huge observational advances occurred
since the Jate 90s, w ith the discovery of the afterglow em ission, optical counterparts, host galax—
jes, the determ ination of the coan ological distance scale and huge lum inosity and the evidences
of association w ith peculiar SN e, our understanding of G RB s origin and physics is stilla ected
by several open issuest. Am ong these, one of the m ost Intriguing and debated is the possble
use of GRB s as com ological probes, which has been proposed In the last few years by several
authors, ollow ing the m ounting evidence that they are the brightest and farthest sources in
the universe. In particular, m any e orts have been done in order to extract nform ation on
cogm ological param eters in an independent, or com plem entary, way to type Ia SNe and other
coan ological probes (eg., BAO , galaxy clusters, the CM B) by "standardizing” GRBsw ith the
so called spectrum {energy correlations. A lso, the high X {ray ux and the association of long
G RBsw ith the death of young m assive stars prom pted the investigation ofG RB s asbackground
sources for high resolution spectroscopy of the IGM w ith next generation experim ents and as
tracers of the star form ation rate (SFR) up to the re{ionization epoch.

In this article, after sum m arizing the properties that m ake GRB s potentially pow erflil cos—
m ological probes (Section 2), I w ill discuss and update the analysis aim ed at estin ating cosm o—
logical param eters by using the E;; { E 5, correlation, the sin plest and rst discovered am ong
spectrum {energy correlations (Sections 3 and 4). Then, Iwill review (Section 5) the resuls on
coam ological param eters obtained by using other spectrum {energy correlations found by adding
to Ep;1 and E i a third cbservable. H istorically, these correlations were the rst to be used to
this purpouse since 2004. M ethods based on the pint use of spectrum {energy correlations w ith
Type Ia SNe or other GRB correlations are outlined in Section 6. Finally, In Section 7 Ibrie y
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Figure 1: Left: redshift distrdbution for the 189 GRBs with known redshift as of April 2009. Right: Eis
distrbution for the 95 GRBs w ith known redshift and spectral param eters as of A pril 2009.

discuss the possblk use of GRB s as coan ological beacons and tracers of the star form ation
history of the universe.

For reasons of space, the citations In the text cannot be exhaustive, and the given references
are review sorexam ples. T he analysis reported in Sections 2, 3 and 4 are based on data available
as of April 2009 and have been perform ed speci cally for thiswork.

2 Gamm a{Ray Bursts as cosm ological probes

In the last years, the use of T ype Ta SN e as standard candles, com bined w ith CM B m easurem ents,
has revolutioned our view of the history of the coan ic expansion of the universe. Indeed,
w ithin the standard CDM cogn ological m odel the evidence, based on CM B observations and
the In plications of in ation, that the universe is at ( =1) and the location ofhigh{z SNe Ia
In the Hubbl diagram imply that the universe is presently accelerating and that 73% of
is determm ined by an unknown and m ostly unpredicted com ponent or eld (eg. dark energy,
quintessence, cosn ological constant) 2134 H ow ever, SN Ia as standard candls are a ected by
possible system atics, ke, eg., di erent explosion m echanisn s and progenitor system s, evolution
w ith z, possible dependence on z ofthe light curve shape correction for um inosity nomm alization,
signatures of evolution in the colours, correction for dust extinction, anom alous lum inosity {color
relation, contam inations of the Hubbl D iagram by no{standard SN e-a and/or bright SN edbc
eg. HNe) S . In addition, this sources are found only up to m oderate redshift ( 14{1.7).

T hus, the quest for altemative astrophysical sources capable to provide estin ates of the
cogm ological param eters in an independent way and at higher z w ith respect to SNe Ia is a
central topic in m odem astrophysics. T he sources under investigation for thispurpouse include,
eg. galaxy clusters and BAO, but a lot of interest has been raised in the last years by the
redshift and um inosiy properties of GRBs.

In Figure 1, I show the updated distribbutions of z (189 events w ith m easured redshift) and
E i (95 events w ith m easured redshift and spectralparam eters) ofGRBs as of April2009. The
redshift values were taken from the GRB tabk by J.G rejnerH and references therein, w hereas
the values of E ;o were com puted based on the spectral param eters and uences reported in
Amatiet al. (2008) 6, 70 events, and Am atiet al. (2009) 7, 25 m ore events, and by assum ing a
standard CDM cosnolbgy withH, = 70km s ' Mpc %, y = 027 and = 0.73. Ascan
be seen, GRB s are the brightest sources in the universe, w ith values of the isotropic{equivalent
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Figure 2: Left: E;; { E 5o correlation w ithe the prsent sam ple of 95 GRBs w ith known redshift and E;i. Red

dots are those GRBs localized by Swift. R ight: 2 valie of the t of the updated Ep;; { E i correlation (95

GRBs) with a sinple power{law as a function of the value of y assumed to com pute the E ;o values. A at
univese is assum ed.

radiated energies, E is, that can exceed 10°* ery, em it m ost of their radiated energy in the hard
X {rays, and thus are not a ected by dust extinction problem swhich a ect, eg., type Ia SNe,
and show a redshift distribbution extending at least up to 8.1, much above that of any other
class of astrophysical sources.

Thus, In principle GRB s are them ost suitable coan ological probes. H ow ever, as can be seen
In Figure 1, they are not standard candles, show Ing radiated energies, and lum nosities, spanning
several orders ofm agnitude. In the past i was proposed that the collin ation { corrected radiated
energy, E  (see Section 5) could be clustered at around 10! erg8”9, but this evidence was not
con m ed by subsequent observations. T he Investigation of GRB s asa new and altemative tool
for them easurem ent of coam ological param eters w as then prom pted by the discovery ofa strong
correlation between the spectralpeak photon energy, a quantity independent on the cosn ological
m odel, and the event intensity (radiated energy, average lum inosiy, peak lum inosity), which
depends on the assum ed coan ological param eters. T his correlation and the m ethods proposed
to derive from it inform ation on cosm ological param eters are the sub fct of the next three
Sections.

3 The Ey; { E i correlation

GRB spectra are non them aland are welldescribed by a an oothed broken power{law ("Band"
function) w ith low and high energy photon indices in the ranges 05{15 and 2.1{3.5, respec-
tively 101, Thus, when expressed in tetm s of F , GRB goectra show a peak. The photon
energy at which this peak occurs is hence called "peak energy" and indicated asE, when refer-
ring to the observed spectrum orkE ;; for the coam ological rest{fram e (ie., "Intrinsic") spectrum .
E ;i values range from a few keV up to several thousends of keV and its distrdbbution has the
shape of a G aussian centered at around 200{300 keV wih a low energy tajl12 . This spectral
param eter is a relevant observable form odels of the physics of GRB prom pt em ission 13, whose
understanding is one of the m ain still open issues in this eld of research.

Evidence for a strong correlation between E;;, and E i, was rst reported by Am atiet al
(2002;‘14, based on a 1im ited sam ple 0of BeppoSA X GRBsw ih known redshift. T his correlation
was Jater con mn ed and extended to softer/weaker events X {Ray F lashes, XRF s) by m easure—
m ents by other satellites, mainly HETE {2, Konus/W IND and, m ore recently also Swift and
Ferm /G BM 200519 The recent estin ates of z for som e short GRB s provided the evidence that
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Figure 3: Values of log (likellhood) (left) and ext (right) of the t of the updated E;; { Eiso correlation (95
GRBs) wih amaxinum lkelihhood m ethod accounting for extrinsic variance (see text) as a finction of the value
of u assum ed to com pute the E iso values. A  at univese is assum ed.

the E;; { E i correlation holds only for long GRB sl6"17, w ith the exception of the peculiar
sub {energetic GRB 980425. It was also found that the correlation holds as well if E i, is sub-
stituted w ith the average or peak lum inosity (Lis and Lp,;iss, respectively 18”19), which is not
surprising given that these "intensity indicators" are strongly correlated. In Figure 2, I show
the Ey;; { E i correlation for them ost updated @A pril2009) sam ple ofGRBsw ith known z and
Ep;i. Themain features ofthe E;; { E i correlation are that it extends over several orders of
m agnitude both In E;; and E i, it can be m odeled by a power{law with slope 0.5 and it is
characterized by an extra{scatter, w ith respect to Poissonian uctuations, of 02 dex 1511216 .
A s already discussed by several authors 13"20"12, this observational evidence has relevant
In plications for the geom etry and physics of GRB prom pt aem ission and can be used to identify
and understand sub{classes of GRBs (eg. short, sub{energetic, XRFs). In the recent years
som e authors argued that the correlation m ay be an artifact of, or at last signi cantly biased
by, a com bination of selection e ects due to detectors sensitivity and energy threshods21:22i23
H ow ever, the fact that G RB s detected, localized and spectroscopically characterized by di erent
instrum ents all ollow the same E; { E i correlation, as shown by Am atiet al. (2009) 1 and
can also be seen In Figure 2 by com paring the location of Swift GRBs with respect to those
detected by other instrum ents, supports the hypothesisofa low In pact of selection and detectors
threshold e ects. M oreover, tin e resolved analysis of large sam ples of GRB s provide evidence
that the correlation holds also w ithin single bursts24”25, thus pointing to a physical origin of it.

4 Estim ating cosm ological param eters w ith the E;; { E i correlation

A s discussed in the previous Section, the Ep;; { E i correlation is highly signi cant, holds for
all long GRBsw ith known redshift and E ,;; and is lkely not strongly a ected by selection and
detectors threshold e ects. T hus, given that it links a cosn ology independent quantity, E i, to
the burst radiated energy or um Inosiy, In principle it could be used to "standardize" GRBs, in
a way sin ilar to what isdone w ith SN e Ia w ith the "P hillips" relation. H ow ever, the dispersion
of the points around the best t power{law is signi canlty in excess to the Poissonian one,
Indicating the presence of an extrinsic variance of unknown origin. In addition, given the lack
of a su clent number of GRBs at very low or at the sam e redshift Figure 1), the correlation

cannot be calbrated, as can be done, Instead, for T ype Ia SN e. Because of this problem s, in the
last years the "coam ological use" of this correlation, and/or the E piillip;iso COrrelation, consisted
In the estin ate of pseudo{redshifts for those GRB s w ithout m easured redshift. This can be
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Figure 4: Contour (keff) and surface (right) plots show ing the probability associated to v and found by

tting the updated E ;i { E iso correlation (95 GRBs) with am axinum lkelihhood m ethod accounting for extrinsic

variance (see text) and releasing the hypothesis of a at universe. The cross in the left panel indicates the best
t values.

done by sin ply studying the track of a GRB In the E; { E i plane as a function of redshift,
or by using quantities nvolved iIn the correlation to build a pseudo{redshift estin ator26 . Som e
authors applied these m ethods on large sam ple of GRB s In order to reconstruct the um inosity
function or, assum ing the association of GRB w ith very m assive stars, the star form ation rate
(SFR) evolution (Section 7).

However, recently Am ati et al. (2008) 6 have shown that the E; { E i correlation can
also be used to obtain inform ation on cosm ological param eters. T heir work was prom pted by
the evidence that, in the assum ption of a at universe, the trend of the 2 ofthe twih a
sin ple powerlaw as a function of the value of y adopted to com pute the lum inosity distance
and hence the valies of E 5, show s a nice parabolic shape m nim izihg at y 0.3, as can be
scen In Figure 2. This is a qualitative but sin ple, and independent on other cosm ological
probes, indication that if the universe is at, as predicted by in ation and implied by CM B
m easuram ents, the universe expansion is presently acoekerating and an unknown com ponent or

eld (eg. dark energy, quintessence, cosm ological constant) is dom inating over m atter and/or
graviy. In order to quantify the estinate of y, Amatiet al. (2008) adopted a lkelihhood
m ethod which acoounts for uncertainties on both X and Y quantities and param etrizes the
extrinsic variance (ie. the variance In excess to the Poissonian one) of the data, ext. In this
way, they found y = 015 gﬁ at 68% cl. and yu <1 ata signi cance levelhigher than 99% .
This resul is fully consistent w ith that obtained w ith type Ia SNe. By m eans of sin ulations,
they also showed that w ith the substantial increase of the number of GRBs w ith known z and
E ;i expected In the next years, these constraints w ill be signi cantly reduced.

In Figures 3 I show the results obtained by repeating the sam e analysis on the updated
sam ple of 95 GRBs. As can be seen, both the log{lkelihood and cxt m nimize for  02.
Tnparticular, I nd y = 0217021 at68% cl and y = 02179372 at 90% cl These constraints
are slightly tighter than those obtained by Am atiet al. (2008), con m ing the expected e ect of
the sam ple enlargem ent. M oreover, as can be seen In F igure 4, by releasing the assum ption ofa

at universe, the best{ tvaliesof y and are 022 and 0.74, respectively, ie. very close to
the standard coan ology valies and to the at universe hypothesis. A l1so In this case, even if at
68% c.l they still provide only an upper lm it to , the contour con dence levels are tighter
than what found by Am atiet al. (2008).



5 Cosm ology w ith three-param eters spectrum {energy correlations

Soon after the rst detections of GRB optical counterparts, it was found that in som e cases
the optical afferglow light curve show s a stegpening of its power{law decay 2728 W ithin the
standard reball { external shock scenario for the afferglow em ission, this "break" can be inter-
preted as due to collim ated em ission 29 (even though other explanations are possblk). In this
view , the gt opening anglk can be derived from the break tin e ty, by m aking som e assum ptions
on the circum {burst m edium average density and pro l and on the e ciency of conversion of
the reball kinetic energy into radiated energy. The gt opening angle, n tum, can be used to
derive the collim ation {corrected, or "true", radiated energy, E , from E ;5. A s m entioned in
Section 2,E is sitllnot standard and is tipically in the range from 5 10%°{10°? erg.

In 2004 it was found that when substiuing E jo with E the E; { E i, correlation becom es
tighter, ie. is extrinsic scatter reduces by a factor of 2 28 Even if based on a rather
low num ber of events, this evidence prom pted the rst system atic Investigations of GRBs as
coam ological rulers 3012831 p espite the advantage of a reduced scatter w ith respect to the
Ep;i { Eio correlation, the problem of the lack of calbration wih low z events cannot be
solved anyw ay, and di erent m ethods were proposed In order to avoid "circularity". Them ost
comm on are the so callked "scatter m ethods", consisting In  tting the correlation for each set
of coam ological param eters under study, deriving a 2 distrbution and use i to cbtam best t
values and con dence intervals. T his can be done eitherdirectly in theE ,;; { E plane or in the
Hubble diagram cbtained by deriving E from E;; and hence the lum inosity distance from E
and the m easured uence. M ore sophisticated m ethods based on Bayesian statistics were also
proposed 31 .

The constraints on y and the lim its to obtained with the Ep,; { E correlation were
sim ilar to those derived a few years later from the E; { E i correlation and descrdbed in the
previous Section. Them ain draw backs that prevented, up to now , the expected inm provem ents in
the accuracy and reliability of the coan ological param eters estin ates w ith thism ethod include:
i) the very slow Increase of GRBs w ith evidence of a break In the optical afterglow light curve,
m ainly due to the lack of systam atic m onitoring (the number of GRB s that can be used for the
Ep;i { E correlation are 25% with respect to theEy;; { E i correlation); i) the evidence from
Swift/XRT m easurem ents of the X {ray afterglow that, contrary to what expected in the basic
Bt scenario, In several cases there are not X {ray breaks or the breaks are achrom atic; iii) the
debate on the realdispersion and possible existence of outliersoftheE;; { E  correlation 32"33;
) the fact that theE,; { E correlation ism odel dependent, ie. requires assum ptions on the
circum {burst density pro ke and, m ore In general, a gt m odel. Conceming points ii) and i),
it was noted that the correlation between E i, E in and §, holds even w ithout the need ofa Ft
Interpretation, ie. at a purely em pjrjcal]evel34 .Thus,also theE; { E s { t correlation was
Investigated for the estim ate of coan ological param eters. H ow ever, under this respect it is still
a ected by the low num ber of events that can be used, the existence of possble outliers and the
uncertainty on its true digpersion.

In 2006, it was also found that the dispersion of the E;i{Ly,;is, correlation decreases sub-—
stantially when including the "high signal tin e scale" T 45, a param eter offten used In GRB
variability studies. Thus, also this correlation was proposed as a tool to standardize GRBs,
similarly to theE;; { E and Ep;i { E i { & correlations, but w ith the advantage of a higher
num ber of events, being based on prom pt em ission properties only. H ow ever, subsequent analy—
sis on Jlarger sam ples show ed that the extrinsic scatter of this correlation m ay not be signi cantly
lower than that ofthe sinple E;i { E i OTEp;i{Lp;iso correlations =239



6 Calbrating GRBswith SN e Ia and m ulti{correlation studies

A s mentioned In the previous Sections, one of the m ost lin Ing features of spectrum {energy
correlations as tools to standardize GRBs is the lJack of Iow redshift GRBs, or of a su cient
num ber of GRBs at the sam e redshift, allow ing to calbrate them . On the other hand, if
one believes that SN Ia are reliabl distance indicators, then can use them to calbrate GRB
spectrum {energy correlations and take advantage of the GRB redshift distribution in order to
extend the Hubbl diagram from z 1.7 up to 8. Thisapproach hasbeen Hllowed by several
authors37"38, allow Ing them not only to tighten the constraintson y and but also to obtain
Inform ation on the dark energy equation of state and its evolution, orto test coam ologicalm odels
alemative to the standard CDM .

T he cbvious draw back ofthisuse 0of G RB s for coam ology is that it introduces a "circulariy"
wih type Ia SNe, ie.,, GRBs are no m ore independent probes and all the system atics and
uncertainties associated w ith SN e propagates into the resuls obtained w ith thism ethod.

T he spectrum {energy correlations discussed in previous Sections are the tightest but not
the only ones linking GRB observables to their um inosity. For instance, signi cant correla—
tions were found between prom pt am ission variability and peak lum inosity or between prom pt
an ission tin e{lag and lum nosiy. Som e authors developed m ethods for putting together sev—
eral correlations In order to derive estin ates of coan ological param eters 39 . However, adding
to spectrum {energy correlations m ore dispersed correlations addsm ore uncertainties, thus pre—
venting a signi cant In provem ent w ith respect to using spectrum {energy correlations alone.

7 Gamm a{R ay Bursts as cosm ological beacons and SFR tracers

Besides the estin ate of coam ological param eters, GRB s are also very prom ising tools for cos—
m ology under other respects. The association of long GRBs w ith peculiar type Ib/c SNe or
hypemovae, and thus the death of very m assive stars, is supported both by theories and obser-
vatjons40 . Thus, given their huge lum Inosity and redshift distribution extending up to at last
z 8, GRBsmay be considered powerfiil and unigue tracers of the SFR evolution up to the
re-ionization epoch. For Instance, the recent detection of GRB 090423 at z 8. isa sin pl and
direct evidence that stars were already there at about 600 m illions of year from the big{bang
and w ith explosion m echanisn not m arkedly di erent from that of stars bom several billions
of years ater?d . Several authors addressed this issues, either by com paring directly the GRB
redshift distribution w ith the SFR up to z 4 reconstructed from other cbservations, or by
reconstructing the GRB lum inosity function and is evolution by com puting the psesudo{redshift
of large num bers 0of G RB based on spectrum {energy correlationst?. T he results ofthese analysis
Indicate that GRBs are a biased tracer of the SFR evolution, which m ay be due to the fact,
supported both by theory and observations, that GRB s are produced by low m etallicity stars
In Jow m etallicity galaxies. Under this respect, GRB s provide inform ation on the m etallicity
evolition'42.

A nother interesting and prom ising coan ological use of GRBs is to use their X {ray after-
glow em ission asbackground source for X {ray high resolution spectroscopy of the inter{galactic
mediim (IGM ) and ofthe host galaxies Inter{stelarm edium (ISM ). T hiskind of investigations
is the sub ct of future m issions under study, lke, eg., the ED GE m ission proposed to the ESA
Cosm ic V ision43 or the XEN TA m ission subm itted to the NASA D ecadal Survey. A s discussed,
eg., by Branchini et al. (2009) 44, w ith state of the art X {ray m icrocalorim eters, allow ing
energy resolutions of the order of 2{3 &V 1n the 02{2 ke&V energy range, an e ective area of

1000 an ? energy range, spacecraft skew ing capabilities of the order of 1 m in and by assum ing
the X {ray afterglow photon uence distribution m easured by Swift/XRT , sensitive spectroscopy
of tens of W HIM system per year could be done. In addition, by exploiting, eg. resonant



absorption lines, such nstrum entation would allow the study of the galaxy ISM properties and
their evolution w ith redshift.
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