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A bstract. Thepolarization oftheopticalafterglow (AG )
ofG am m a-Ray Bursts (G RBs) has only been m easured
in a few instancesatvarioustim esafterthe G RB.In all
casesexceptthebestm easured one(G RB 030329)theob-
served polarization and itsevolution are sim ple and easy
to explain in the m ostnaive version ofthe \Cannonball"
m odelofG RBs:the \intrinsic" AG polarization is sm all
and theobservationsreectthe\foreground"e�ectsofthe
hostgalaxy and ours.The polarization observed in G RB
030329behaveschaotically,itsunderstandingrequiresrea-
sonable but ad-hoc ingredients.The polarization ofthe
-rays ofa G RB has only been m easured in the case of
G RB 021206.Theresultisdebated,butsim ilarm easure-
m entswould becrucialto thedeterm ination oftheG RB-
generating m echanism .

K ey w ords:gam m arays:bursts| afterglow polarization:
general

1.Introduction

Spectropolarim etric m easurem entsofradiationsfrom as-
tronom icalobjects are an im portant diagnostic tool of
theirproduction m echanism .G am m a Ray Bursts(G RBs)
arenotan exception.Forthesephenom ena onem ustdis-
tinguish between two observables:the polarization ofthe
\prom pt" -raysofthe G RB itself,which hasbeen m ea-
sured in just one instance (G RB 021206; Coburn and
Boggs2003)and the polarization ofthe G RB afterglows
(AG s), observed at optical frequencies in a handful of
cases(G RB 990510:W ijersetal.1999;Covinoetal.1999;
G RB 990712:Roletal.2000;G RB 010222:Bjornsson et
al.2001;G RB 011211:Covino etal.2002;G RB 020405:
Bersieretal.2002;M asettietal.2003;Covinoetal.2003a;
G RB 020813: Barth et al. 2003; Covino et al. 2003b;
G orosabeletal.2003;G RB 021004:Roletal.2003;W ang
et al.2003;G RB 030329:E�m ov et al.2003;M agalhaes
etal.2003;Covino etal.2003c;G reineretal.2003).

In thispaperweareprim arily concerned with thepo-
larization ofopticalAG s,though we�rstcom m enton that
ofa G RB itself.W e shallconclude that,while (di�cult)

convincing m easurem ents of the polarization of G RBs
would be decisive in establishing the m echanism gener-
ating G RBs,the m easurem entofthe polarization ofAG s
isunlikely (atleastin the CB m odel)to shed m uch light
on theirunderstanding.

2.O bservationalresults

The�rst,and so fartheonly m easurem entoftheprom pt
polarization ofa G RB was recently reported.Using the
RHESSI (Reuven Ram aty High Energy Solar Spectro-
scopicIm ager)satellite,whoseprim ary m ission isto look
atthe Sun in the -ray band,Coburn and Boggs(2003)
discovered the extrem ely bright G RB 021206,and m ea-
sured avery largelinearpolarization ofitsprom pt-rays:
� = (80� 20)% .Thispolarization m easurem enthasbeen
criticized by Rutledge& Fox (2003),who obtain an upper
lim it � < 4:1% at 90% con�dence from the sam e data.
Boggs& Coburn (2003)have criticized the critique,and
announced a system atic reanalysis.W e cannotjudge this
controversy,noritslikely outcom e.

The�rstpolarim etricm easurem entofaG RB’soptical
AG wasthatofG RB 990123 (Hjorth etal.1999)and was
consistentwith zero.The eightlateroptical-AG observa-
tions(cited in the Introduction)were positive detections
ofa sm alllinearpolarization,typically � < 3% .

The recent m easurem ents ofthe AG ofG RB 030329
| at a redshift z = 0:1685 the nearest G RB after G RB
980425| m ade with an unprecedentedly frequent sam -
pling in tim e,show rapid variationsin them agnitudeand
angleofitslinearpolarization (G reineretal.2003).These
variations do not appear to be clearly correlated with
the observed deviations ofthe opticalAG uence from
a sm ooth behaviour.

W ith theexception ofG RB 030329,forwhich thelate-
tim eAG datam aybe\contam inated"byitsprom inentas-
sociated supernova(Dado,Dar& DeR�ujula2003c;Stanek
etal.2003,Hjorth etal.2003),in allAG swherein a non-
zero polarization wasm easured atlatetim e,itsvalueand
position anglewereconsistent,within errors,with thepo-
larization induced by dust in our own G alaxy along the

http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0403015v1
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line ofsight to the G RB (e.g.Covino et al.1999,2003;
Lazzatiet al.2003a).In three cases for which there are
m easurem ents at various tim es (G RBs 020405,020813,
021004)the levelofpolarization and/orthe position an-
gleevolved towardsitslate-tim econstantvalue.Theseare
strong indications that the intrinsic polarization of the
sourcetendswith tim e to a sm allvalue.

3.T he polarization ofthe -rays ofG R B s

Two di�erent m echanism s have been discussed as the
possible dom inant sources of the -rays of G RBs: In-
verseCom pton Scattering(ICS)and synchrotron radiation
(SR).The �rstm echanism naturally resultsin a sizeable
polarization,while the second onedoesnot.

Shaviv & Dar(1995)hypothesized thatthe -raysof
a G RB areproduced by ICS ofam bientphotonsby elec-
tronspartaking in the bulk m otion ofhighly relativistic,
very collim ated jets.The jetswould be em itted in m erg-
ersofcom pactstellarobjectsthatlead to a gravitational
collapse.Ifthe electrons’Lorentz factor is  � 103,tar-
getphotonsofenergy � 1 eV are upscattered to the ob-
served energies,higher by a factor � 2.The outgoing
photonsare forward-collim ated within a beam ofcharac-
teristicangularaperture� 1=.Atan observer’sangle�,
the predicted polarization is:
�(�;)� 2 �2 2=(1+ �

4

4); (1)

which,forthe probable viewing angles,� � 1=,isnatu-
rally large(Shaviv & Dar1995).

Contrariwise,the expected polarization vanishes (see
e.g., M edvedev and Loeb 1999; Lyutikov, Parviev &
Blandford 2003)ifthe-raygeneratingm echanism isthat
of �reball m odels: SR from shock-accelerated electrons
m ovingin thehighlyentangled m agnetic�eld created bya
relativisticshellinteracting with thecircum burstm edium
(K atz 1994a,b). This is the case both for G RBs pro-
duced by honest-to-goodness(i.e.spherical)�reballsand
for \collim ated �reballs" viewed from the traditionally-
adopted on{axis viewing position (Rhoads 1997, 1999;
Sari,Piran & Halpern 1999;Frailet al.2001;Berger et
al.2003a;Bloom etal.2003).

A G RB polarization large enough to be m easurable,
such asthatobserved in G RB 021206(ifitisnotin error)
would very clearly advocate in favourofICS,asopposed
to SR,asthe m echanism generating the -raysofa G RB
(Dar& DeR�ujula,2003;seealsothelaterwork1 ofLazzati
etal.2004).Interestingly,otherauthorsreachtheopposite
conclusion.Nakar,Piran & W axm an (2003),forinstance,
state: \the recentdetection ofvery high linearpolariza-
tion...suggestsstrongly thatthese-raysareproduced by
synchrotron em ission ofrelativisticparticles."

SR from a power-law distribution of electrons
dne=dE � E � p in a constantm agnetic �eld can produce

1
The\sociological" aspectsofthiswork havebeen criticized

in D e R �ujula (2003).

a largepolarization,� = (p+ 1)=(p+ 7=3),thatis� 70%
for p � 2:2.But a collisionless shock acceleration ofthe
electronsrequireshighlydisorderedand tim evaryingm ag-
netic�elds(forarecentreview see,e.g.Zhang& M eszaros
2003,for a dissenting view on this point,see Lyutikov,
Pariev & Blandford 2003).O nly undervery contrived cir-
cum stances | such as geom etricalcoincidences and un-
naturally ordered m agnetic �elds| can shock m odels of
G RBs produce a large linear polarization.In our opin-
ion,thisiswhatrecentarticles(Eichler& Levinson,2003;
W axm an,2003;Nakar,Piran & W axm an,2003) on the
subjectshow,although itisnotwhatthey say.

Anotherproblem with a SR origin ofa largepolariza-
tion in shock m odelsisthatifsynchrotron self-absorption
is invoked to explain the low-energy spectral shape of
G RBs,then the linearpolarization is(G inzburg and Sy-
rovatski,1969;Longair1994)� = 3=(6p+ 3)< 12% ,paral-
leltothem agnetic�eld.Sincem ostofthephotonsofG RB
021206 had energiesbelow itspeak energy (largerthan 1
M eV),synchrotron selfabsorption and/or an entangled
m agnetic�eld should resultin a polarization � < 12% .

4.T he polarization ofA G s in �reballm odels

Linearpolarizationsoftheorderofafew percentwerepro-
posed to arise from causally-connected m agnetic patches
(e.g.G ruzinov & W axm an 1999),from hom ogeneouscon-
icaljets (G ruzinov 1999;G hisellini& Lazzati1999;Sari
1999)and from structured jetsviewed o�-axis(Rossi,Laz-
zati& Rees2002).Theobservationshavebeen interpreted
asevidence fora sm allintrinsic linearpolarization ofthe
opticalAG ofG RBs(Lazzatietal.2003a).

5.T he C B m odel

In this m odellong-duration G RBsare produced in core-
collapsesupernova(SN)events2.An accretion diskaround
thenewly-collapsed coreissupposed tobem adeby stellar
m aterialthathasnotbeen e�ciently ejected.In analogy
with processesseen to occurin quasarsand m icroquasars,
thesubsequentperiodsofviolentaccretionofdiskm aterial
lead tothebipolarejection ofrelativisticblobsofordinary
m atter:cannonballs. Each CB generates one pulse ofa
G RB asitcrossesand Com pton up-scattersthe\am bient
light" surrounding theprogenitorstar.Thism odelisvery
successfulin itsvery sim ple description ofthe properties
ofG RBs(Dar& De R�ujula 2000a,b,2003).

TheCBsinitially expand (in theirrestsystem )atave-
locity com parableto,orsm allerthan,the speed ofsound
in a relativistic plasm a (c=

p
3),so that the jet opening

angle | subtended by a CB’sradiusasobserved from its

2 D ar& D eR �ujula (2003)arguethattypeIaSNearerespon-

sible forshort-duration G RBs,while core-collapse SNe(Types

Ib,Ic and II)are the progenitorsoflong G RBs.
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em ission point3)| is �j < 1=(0
p
3).An observer sees

the \Doppler-favoured" jet, travelling at a sm all angle
� = O (1=)relativeto thelineofsight.Typically � > �j,
so thatthe jet’s opening angle can be neglected and the
observer’sangleisthe only relevantone.Thatiswhy the
prediction ofEq.(1)fora narrow jetisnaturally incorpo-
rated in the CB m odel4.

6.A G s and their polarization in the C B m odel

In the CB m odelthe AG | unlike the prom ptG RB| is
generated by electron SR in thedisordered m agneticm esh
perm eating a CB (this was the only sim ilarity between
the CB m odeland the �reballm odels,before the latter
signi�cantly evolved).

AsaCB m ovesthroughtheinterstellarm edium (ISM ),
itgathersand scattersitsconstituentelectronsand nuclei.
Thesegeneratewithin theCB chaoticm agnetic�eldsthat
accelerateallcharged particles,in a \Ferm i" acceleration
processthatwasconjectured in Dar(1998)and hasbeen
num erically studied by Frederiksen etal.(2003).Theirre-
sults,based on \�rstprinciples"(M axwell’sequationsand
the Lorentz force) show that the process ofacceleration
doesnotinvolvethe form ation ofany shocks,contrary to
the custom ary basicassum ption of�reballm odels.

The AG is the synchrotron radiation from the accel-
erated electrons,in the CBs m agnetic �eld,whose m ag-
nitude is predictable (Dado et al.2002a).This m odelis
very successfulin its description ofthe properties ofX-
ray,optical(Dado etal.2002a)and radio AG s(Dado et
al.2003a).

6.1.Intrinsic polarization

The naive expectation is that,since the m agnetic �eld
within a CB is disordered,the intrinsic AG polarization
oughtto be sm all,since itwould resultfrom a fractional
\order"in a disordered �eld.Thecurrentsinduced by the
ISM | which in a CB’s rest system im pinges onto the
CB as a one-directionalrelativistic wind| m ay depend
on the ISM ’s varying density,and have a non-vanishing
\convective" com ponent.TheCBsareviewed atan angle
relative to their direction of m otion,so that sym m etry
considerationsdo notpreventthe possible existence ofa
sm alland tim e-dependentintrinsicpolarization.

Itwould bevery di�cult,and arguably uninteresting,
to estim ate the precise m agnitude ofa CB’sintrinsic po-
larization.Herewedealwith thisproblem in them ostex-

3
W eareneglecting theinitialCB’sradius,presum ably com -

parable ornotm uch bigger than thatofthe collapsed core of

the parent star,and thus entirely negligible by the tim e the

G RB isem itted.
4
To accom m odate the possibly observed large G RB polar-

ization,Lazzatietal.(2004)assum e thattheopening angle of

their\�reball" ejecta isa few tim es1=,a com pletely ad-hoc

choice,in theircase.

pedient fashion:setting the intrinsic polarization to zero
and studying phenom enologically whether this sim plest
ansatz istenable.The caseofG RB 030329,with itsvery
tim e-dependentpolarization,willforceusto envisagethe
possibility (butnottheunavoidableconclusion)oftheex-
istence ofsm allbutnon-vanishing intrinsic polarizations.

6.2.Extrinsic (or foreground)polarization

The subject ofthe AG polarization is rendered m essier
by unavoidable,extrinsic tim e-varying contributions,ex-
pected and observed to beofthesam eorderofm agnitude
asthe m easured polarization levels.These e�ects are in-
duced bydustalongthelineofsighttotheG RB.Thetotal
extrinsic polarization results from the cum ulative e�ects
ofthedustin theG RB’shostgalaxyand in ourG alaxy.In
theCB m odel,m oreover,thehost-induced contribution to
thepolarization istim e-dependent,sincetheCBsrespon-
sible for the G RB and forits AG traveldistancesofthe
orderofkiloparsecsduringthetim etheAG isobserved.In
thisjourney,CBsoughtto departfrom thedustiercentral
star-form ing region ofthe host galaxy,where the event
originates.They m ay also exit a \super-bubble",to en-
counterenhanced and varying dustconcentrations.

6.3.Totalpolarization

The polarization ofthe AG lightfrom each ofits uncor-
related sources (intrinsic to the CB,the underlying SN
and thatinduced by them agnetized ISM dustofthehost
galaxy and ours)islinearand sm all.LetQ i and Ui bethe
custom ary (norm alized) Stokes’param eters,characteriz-
ing linearly,partially polarized light,with ian index run-
ning overthe three sources.LetQ = �Q i and U = �U i.
Thecum ulativedegreeoflinearpolarization and itsangle
aresim ply � ’ (U 2 + Q 2)1=2 and tan2� ’ U=Q .

O nly theG alacticcontribution to theAG polarization
is �xed in m agnitude,angle and tim e.The polarization
ofthe SN light is tim e dependent and m ay be approxi-
m ated by thatofSN1998bw (Patatetal.2001).A priori
we cannot tellwhether a potentialintrinsic polarization
is a function oftim e.The tim e dependence ofthe host-
galaxy’s contribution | due to the CB’s m otion in the
hostgalaxy| requiresa m oredetailed discussion.

6.4.The polarization induced by the hostgalaxy

Let 0 be the originalLorentz factor ofa G RB’s CBs5

and (t)its value afteran observer’stim e t,dim inishing
astheCBsdecelerateasaconsequenceoftheirinteraction
with the ISM (t= 0 isthe G RB’striggertim e).W e have
repeatedly reported in the literature the explicit form of
the function (t),a function of(0) and x1 ,a charac-

5
Unless otherwise stated, we approxim ate the theoretical

form ofthe AG by the contribution ofa single dom inantCB.
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teristicdistance forthe CB’sslowdown (see,e.g.Dado et
al.2002).In theapproxim ation ofaconstant-densityISM :

 = (0;�;x1 ;t)= B
� 1

�
�
2 + C �

4 + 1=C
�
;

C �

h

2=
�

B
2 + 2�6 + B

p
B 2 + 4�6

�i1=3
;

B � 1=3
0
+ 3�2=0 + 6ct=[(1+ z)x1 ]; (2)

with z the redshiftofthe hostgalaxy.

Let �(t) � 2(t)=[1 + ((t)�)2]be the Doppler fac-
tor by which the energy ofa photon is boosted by the
CB’sm otion,attheviewing angle� towardstheobserver
(the approxim ation is for large ,sm all�,the dom ain
of interest).An observer’s tim e intervaland the corre-
sponding CB’s travelled distance are related by dx=c =
dt(t)�(t)=(1+ z).Thevery largetypicalvaluesoftheco-
e�cientm ultiplying dt,ofO (10 6)forsm allt,im ply that
CBstravelforkiloparsecdistancesin m onthsofobserver’s
tim e.Theintegrated distancetravelled by CBssincetheir
em ission isx = x1 [1=(t)� 1=(0)],typically ofordera
kiloparsecattoforderoneweek.

Thecontribution ofthehostgalaxytothepolarization
m ay bea com plicated function oftim e,sincetheCBsare
travelling forlong distancesand thelineofsightfrom the
CB to the observeris changing in length and in angular
position in the sky.Both the degree and the direction of
theinduced polarization m ay bequitevariable,sincethey
depend on colum n-density-like integralsalong the line of
sight.Here we explore the sim plestpossibility by assum -
ing for the host galaxy’s contribution a constant polar-
ization direction,�

H
,and arguing for an approxim ately

exponentially-varying degreeofpolarization,�
H
.

Since G RB progenitors are observed to populate the
dense,central,actively star-form ing regionsoftheirhost
galaxies (Djorgovskiet al.2003),we shallm ake the ap-
proxim ation thatthe density ofthe ISM dustaway from
the parent SN decreases exponentially6 with distance,
with a characteristic fall-o� length x0 (we are avoiding
the term \hight" because the CBswould typically travel
in a slant direction relative to the norm alto a galaxy’s
disk).The integrated host-galaxy colum n-density in the
observer’sdirection (and thesubsequentpolarization)are
then ofthe form :

�
H
(t)= � 0 E xp

�

�
x(t)

x0

�

� � 0 E xp

�
b

0
�

b

(t)

�

; (3)

where b / x1 =x0 is a param eter to �t.Because we are
assum ing a �xed polarization angle,�

H
,the Stokes pa-

ram etersofthe host-induced e�ectvary in the sam e way
as�

H
does:

Q
H
(t) = Q 0

�
b

0
�

b

(t)

�

;

U
H
(t) = Q

H
(t)tan2�

H
(4)

6 There is no contradiction with the constant density used

in deriving Eq.(2),which refersto thebulk oftheISM atkpc

distancesand notthedustcontam ination atshorterdistances.

6.5.The �tting procedure

Thedataon thetim eevolutionoftheopticalandradioAG
uenceatvariousfrequenciesistypicallym uch m oreabun-
dantthan thedataon theAG polarization.G iven this,we
�rst�t the uence data,thereby extracting the param e-
ters(0,x1 and �)thatdeterm ine the function (t)for
each individualG RB.The way these �tting isperform ed
is described in m inute detailin Dado et al.(2003a).W e
subsequently �ttheobserved Stokesparam etersQ and U
to thesum thehost-induced functionsofEq.(4)and their
constantG alactic-induced values(exceptforG RB 030329,
these valuesare those ofthe late-tim e m easurem ents,in-
troduced in the �ts with their corresponding uncertain-
ties).The polarization-�tparam etersare Q 0,b,and �

H
.

In the case ofG RB 030329 and G RB 021004,the con-
tribution ofthe two CBsare weighted according to their
relativecontribution totheopticallightcurvesasfunction
oftim e.

7.G R B s 020405,020813,021004 and 030329

These G RBsare the onesfor which there is data on the
tim e-dependenceofthepolarization oftheAG .Theirpa-
ram eters describing our best �ts to the AG uence and
polarization aregiven in TableI,wherewehavereported
thepolarizationslevelsand angles,ratherthan theStokes
param eters.

Table I:Inputsand param etersoftheCB-m odeldescrip-
tion oftheAG uenceand polarizationsofG RBs020405,
020813,021004and 030329.0,x1 and � describetheAG
uence and determ ine (t) via Eq.(2).The host-galaxy
e�ectisdescribed by the initialpolarization level� 0,its
exponentialdecay constantb,and the polarization angle
�

H
.Butforthe lastG RB,whose AG is�twith two CB

contributions,theG alactic(orlate-tim e)param eters,�
G

and �
G
,areinputs.

Param eter 0405 0813 1004 0329
z 0.69 1.2545 2.328 0.1685
0 645 1173 1403;1259 1037;1606
x1 [M pc] 0.31 0.54 0.025;0.62 0.033;0.37
� [m rad] 0.42 0.14 1.47;1.47 2.20;2.30
� 0 [% ] 1.93 4.45 1.036 4.29
b 19.02 2005 128 4342
�

H
[deg] 144 145 138 121

�
G
[% ] 1.10 0.55 0.64 0.52

�
G
[deg] 24.2 177 11.4 51.6

TheCB-m odel�tsto theNIR-opticalAG lightcurves
(which in allcasesbutthatofG RB 020405 are a subset
ofa broader-band �t including radio data) are given in
Figs.(1)to (4).The �tto G RB 020813 isnew,allothers
havebeen previously published orposted in the Archives



D ado,D ar& D e R �ujula:O n the Polarization ofG RBs 5

(020405,021004,030329:Dado etal.2002b,2003b,2004,
respectively).The �ts to the observed AG polarization
and angleareshown in Figs.(5)to (12).

8.D iscussion and conclusions

Exam ining theresultsshown in Figs.(5)to (12),wecon-
cludethat,forG RBs020405,020813 and 021004,the �ts
| which did not include an intrinsic polarization ofthe
lightem anating from the CBs| aregood enough to con-
cludethatthiscontribution vanisheswithin errors.Asre-
quired in that case,the polarization and angle tend at
late tim esto the G alactic foreground values.Thisispar-
ticularly convincing forG RB 020813.Them ostnaiveex-
pectation | thattheobserved polarization sim ply reects
the foreground e�ects of the host galaxy and ours| is
vindicated.

ThecaseofG RB 030329,forwhich thedataarepartic-
ularly preciseand abundant,bringshavocto theprevious
clear and sim ple conclusion.This is the case even ifone
neglects the data after day � 6,probably contam inated
by the parentSN,which isparticularly prom inentin this
instance.

In the CB-m odel,the explanation forthe \hum ps" in
theAG sofsom eG RBs,such asG RBs970508and 000301c
(Dado etal.2002a)and 030329 itself(Dado etal.2004),
issim ple:the opticaluence F�(t)is a directand quasi-

localtracerofthedensity oftheISM through which a CB
travels:spatialchangesin density translateinto tem poral
changes in uence.This statem ent is not as sterile as it
sounds,for it perm its the extraction ofthe circum burst
density and its radialpro�le from the tim e-dependence
ofthe early AG s and,very satisfactorily,the m agnitude
and � 1=r2 pro�le ofthe resultare those expected from
observationsof\winds" of\pre-supernova" m assivestars
(Dado etal.2003b).

In the case ofG RB 030329,the observed deviations
ofthe AG light curves from sm oothly-varying functions
are attributed to density uctuationsencountered by the
CBsatthe tim e they exitfrom the superbubble in which
theexplosion took place.Thesizeand shapeoftheseden-
sity uctuationscan beexplicitly extracted from thedata:
they area seriesofdensity jum psfollowed by / 1=r2 de-
clines,asbe�tstherem nantsoftheexplosionsthatcreated
thesuperbubble(Dado etal.2004).Theirm agnitudeand
shape(asfunctionsoftim e)areshown in Fig.(13).

Fluctuations ofthe host’s ISM density though which
a CB travelsm ay also causethe polarization uctuations
observed in G RB 030329.Thism ay be a foreground \in-
tegral" e�ect (induced by the varying am ounts and �eld
directionsofm agnetized dustin the com plicated density
pro�lealong thelineofsightto theobserver).Itm ay also
be a local\intrinsic" e�ect:the m agnetic �eld within a
CB m ay notbe,atthe few percentlevel,totally chaotic.
Itm ay be inuenced by uctuationsin the density ofthe
ISM particlesthatim pinge into itand generate its m ag-

netic structure.There appears to be no clearly convinc-
ingcorrelation between theuctuationsin theuenceand
thosein thepolarization,though theperiodsofrapid vari-
ability coincide:com pareFigs.(11)and (12)to Fig.(13).
This inclines the balance som ewhatin favourofan inte-
gralforeground e�ect,asifindeed there wereno intrinsic
polarization in the radiation em anating from the CBs,as
expected forsynchrotron radiation in a thoroughly disor-
dered m agnetic �eld.

Adm ittedly,the considerations ofthe previous para-
graph are notsim ple and robust.They drive the conclu-
sion that,in theCB m odel,no m uch isto belearned from
thepolarization ofopticalAG s.Thisisin contrastto the
polarization ofthe -raysofa G RB,which,we contend,
is crucialfor deciding what the G RB-generating m echa-
nism is:inverse Com pton scattering ifthe polarization is
m easurably large.
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Fig.11. Com parison between the linear polarization of
the opticalAG ofG RB 030329 m easured by E�m ov et
al.(2003),M agalhaesetal.(2003),Covino etal.(2003c)
and G reineretal.(2003),and theCB m odel�tassum ing
no intrinsec polarization and a host-induced polarization
sim ply described by Eq.(3).The ansatzclearly fails.
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Fig.12. Com parison between the position angle ofthe
linearpolarization oftheopticalAG ofG RB 030329m ea-
sured by E�m ov et al.(2003),M agalhaes et al.(2003),
Covino et al.(2003c)and G reiner et al.(2003),and the
CB m odel�t assum ing no intrinsic polarization and a
host-induced polarization sim ply described by Eq. (3).
The ansatzclearly fails.
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