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A bstract. Thepolarization ofthe opticalafferglow AG)
of Gamm a-Ray Bursts (GRBs) has only been m easured
In a few instances at various tin es affer the GRB . In all
cases exoept the best m easured one (GRB 030329) the ob-
served polarization and is evolution are sin ple and easy
to explain in the m ost naive version of the \C annonball”
m odel of GRB s: the \intrinsic" AG polarization is sm all
and the observations re ect the \foreground" e ects ofthe
host galaxy and ours. T he polarization observed in GRB
030329 behaves chaotically, its understanding requires rea—
sonable but ad-hoc ingredients. T he polarization of the

—rays of a GRB has only been m easured in the case of
GRB 021206.The resul is debated, but sin ilarm easure—
m ents would be crucialto the determ ination ofthe GRB-—
generating m echanian .

Key words:gamm a J:ays:bursts| afterglow polarization:
general

1. Introduction

Spectropolarin etric m easurem ents of radiations from as—
tronom ical ob Ects are an In portant diagnostic tool of
their production m echanisn .Gamm a Ray Bursts (GRBs)
are not an exception . For these phenom ena one m ust dis—
tinguish between two observables: the polarization of the
\prom pt" -raysofthe GRB itself, which hasbeen m ea—
sured in jist one Instance (GRB 021206; Cobum and
Boggs 2003) and the polarization of the GRB afterglow s
A G s), observed at optical frequencies in a handful of
cases (GRB 990510:W iprsetal.1999;Covinoetal. 1999;
GRB 990712:Rolet al. 2000; GRB 010222:B pmsson et
al. 2001; GRB 011211:Covino et al. 2002; GRB 020405:
Bersieret al. 2002;M asettiet al.2003;Covino et al.2003a;
GRB 020813: Barth et al. 2003; Covino et al 2003b;
G orosabelet al. 2003;GRB 021004:Rolet al. 2003; W ang
et al. 2003; GRB 030329:E mov et al 2003; M agahaes
et al. 2003; Covino et al. 2003c; G reiner et al. 2003).

In this paper we are prin arily concemed w ith the po—
larization ofopticalAG s, though we rst comm ent on that
ofa GRB iself. W e shall conclude that, while di cul)
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convincing m easurem ents of the polarization of GRBs
would be decisive in establishing the m echanisn gener-
ating GRB s, the m easurem ent of the polarization ofAG s
is unlkely (at least in the CB m odel) to shed much light
on their understanding.

2.0 bservational resuls

The rst, and so far the only m easurem ent of the prom pt
polarization of a GRB was recently reported. Using the
RHESSI Reuven Ramaty High Energy Solar Spectro—
scopic Im ager) satellite, whose prim ary m ission is to look
at the Sun in the -ray band, Cobum and Boggs (2003)
discovered the extrem ely bright GRB 021206, and m ea—
sured a very large linear polarization of tsprom pt -rays:

= (80 20)% .Thispolarization m easurem ent has been
criticized by Rutledge & Fox (2003), who obtain an upper
Imit < 4:1% at 90% con dence from the same data.
Boggs & Cobum (2003) have criticized the critique, and
announced a systam atic reanalysis. W e cannot judge this
controversy, nor is likely outcom e.

The rstpolarim etricm easurem ent ofa GRB ’soptical
AG wasthat of GRB 990123 #H prth et al. 1999) and was
consistent w ith zero. T he eight later opticalA G observa—
tions (cited In the Introduction) were positive detections
ofa an all Iinear polarization, typically < 3% .

T he recent m easurem ents of the AG of GRB 030329
| at a redshift z = 0:1685 the nearest GRB after GRB
980425| made wih an unprecedentedly frequent sam —
pling In tin e, show rapid variations in the m agniude and
angle of its linear polarization (G reineret al.2003).T hese
variations do not appear to be clearly correlated w ith
the observed deviations of the optical AG uence from
a am ooth behaviour.

W ih the exogption ofGRB 030329, forw hich the late-
tin eAG datam ay be \contam inated" by itsprom inent as-
sociated supemova O ado,Dar& DeRujula 2003c; Stanek
et al 2003, H prth et al. 2003), in allAG swherein a non—
zero polarization wasm easured at late tin e, its value and
position angle were consistent, w ithin errors, w ith the po—
larization induced by dust in our own G alaxy along the
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line of sight to the GRB (eg. Covino et al 1999, 2003;
Lazzati et al. 2003a). In three cases for which there are
m easurem ents at various tines (GRBs 020405, 020813,
021004) the Jevel of polarization and/or the position an—
gl evolved tow ards its lJatetin e constant value. These are
strong indications that the intrinsic polarization of the
source tends w ith tin e to a sm all value.

3.The polarization ofthe -raysofGRBs

Two di erent mechanisn s have been discussed as the
possble dom inant sources of the -rays of GRBs: In—
verse C om pton Scattering (IC S) and synchrotron radiation
(SR).The rstmechanisn naturally results in a sizeable
polarization, while the second one does not.

Shaviv & Dar (1995) hypothesized that the -raysof
a GRB are produced by ICS of am bient photons by elec—
trons partaking In the buk m otion of highly relatiristic,
very collin ated Fts. The gts would be em itted In m erg—
ers of com pact stellar ob cts that lead to a gravitational
collapse. If the electrons’ Lorentz factor is 10°, tar—
get photons of energy 1 €V are upscattered to the ob—
served energies, higher by a factor 2. The outgoing
photons are forw ard-collin ated w thin a beam of charac—
teristic angular aperture 1= .At an observer'sanglke ,
the predicted polarization is:

(i) 22 2=+ * %y
which, for the probabl view ing angles,
rally large (Shaviv & Dar 1995).

C ontrariw ise, the expected polarization vanishes (see
eg., Medvedev and Loeb 1999; Lyutikov, Parviev &
B landford 2003) ifthe -ray generatingm echanism isthat
of rdall models: SR from shock-accelerated electrons
m oving in the highly entangled m agnetic eld created by a
relativistic shell interacting w ith the circum burst m ediim
Katz 199%4a,b). This is the case both for GRBs pro—
duced by honest-togoodness (ie. spherical) reballs and
for \collin ated reballs" viewed from the traditionally—
adopted on{axis view Ing position Rhoads 1997, 1999;
Sard, Piran & Halpem 1999; Frail et al. 2001; Berger et
al. 2003a; Bloom et al. 2003).

A GRB polarization large enough to be m easurable,
such asthat observed in GRB 021206 (if it isnot in error)
would very clearly advocate in favour of IC S, as opposed
to SR, as the m echanisn generating the -raysofa GRB
Dar& DeRujila, 2003; see also the laterw ork! ofLazzati
et al.2004) . Interestingly, other authors reach the opposite
conclusion.Nakar, Piran & W axm an (2003), for instance,
state: \the recent detection of very high linear polariza—
tion... suggests strongly that these -raysare produced by
synchrotron em ission of relativistic particles."

SR from a powerdaw distrbution of elctrons
dn.=dE E ®P In a constantm agnetic eld can produce

@)

1= , isnatu-

! The \sociological® aspects of thiswork have been criticized

in DeRujila (2003).

a large polarization, = @+ 1l)=@+ 7=3),thatis 70%
forp 22.But a collisionless shock acceleration of the
electrons requireshighly disordered and tim e varyingm ag—
netic elds (fora recent review see,eg.Zhang & M eszaros
2003, for a dissenting view on this point, see Lyutikov,
Pariev & Blandford 2003).0 nly under very contrived cir-
cum stances | such as geom etrical coincidences and un—
naturally ordered m agnetic e]ds| can shock m odels of
GRBs produce a large linear polarization. In our opin—
jon, this iswhat recent articles € ichler & Levinson, 2003;
W axm an, 2003; Nakar, Piran & W axm an, 2003) on the
sub Ect show , although it is not what they say.

Anotherproblem wih a SR origin ofa large polariza—
tion in shock m odels is that if synchrotron selfabsorption
is invoked to explain the low-energy spectral shape of
GRBs, then the linear polarization is (G inzburg and Sy—
rovatski, 1969;Longair1994) = 3=(6p+ 3) < 12% ,paral
Elto them agnetic eld.Sincem ost ofthephotonsofGRB
021206 had energies below itspeak energy (larger than 1
M &V ), synchrotron self absorption and/or an entanglkd
m agnetic eld should resul in a polarization < 12% .

4.The polarization cfAG s in reballm odels

Linearpolarizationsofthe orderofa few percent were pro—
posed to arise from causally-connected m agnetic patches
eg.Gruzhov & W axm an 1999), from hom ogeneous con—
ical gts G ruzinov 1999; G hisellini & Lazzati 1999; Sari
1999) and from structured gtsviewed o -axis R ossi, Laz—
zati& Rees2002).T he observationshave been interpreted
as evidence for a an all intrinsic linear polarization of the
optical AG ofGRBs (Lazzatiet al 2003a).

5.The CB m odel

In this m odel Iong-duration GRB s are produced In core—
collapse supemova (SN ) events’ . A n accretion disk around
the new ly-collapsed core is supposed to bem ade by stellar
m aterial that has not been e ciently efpcted. In analogy
w ith processes seen to occur in quasars and m icroquasars,
the subsequent periods ofviolent accretion ofdisk m aterial
Jead to thebipolar efction of relativistic blobs of ordinary
m atter: cannonballs. Each CB generates one pulse of a
GRB as it crosses and C om pton up-scatters the \am bient
light" surrounding the progenitor star. T hism odel is very
successful in its very sim ple description of the properties
ofGRBs Dar & DeRujila 2000a,b, 2003).
TheCBshiially expand (in their rest system ) at a ve—
Jocity com parable to, or am aller than, the speed of sound
In a rhtivistic plasna (= 3), so that the Bt opening
anglke | subtended by a CB’s radius as observed from is

2 Dar& DeRujila (2003) argue that type Ia SN e are respon-—

sble for short-duration GRB s, w hile corecollapse SN e (T ypes
o, Ic and II) are the progenitors of long GRBs.
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em ission point®)| is § < 1=(, 3).An observer sees
the \D opplerfavoured" ®t, travelling at a am all angle

= O (1= ) relative to the line of sight. Typically > 5,
so that the #t's opening angle can be neglected and the
observer’s angle is the only relevant one. T hat is why the
prediction of Eq. [ll) ora narrow £t isnaturally incorpo—
rated in the CB m odel’.

6.AG s and their polarization in the CB m odel

In the CB modelthe AG | unlke the prompt GRB| is
generated by electron SR In the disordered m agneticm esh
pem eating a CB (this was the only sin ilarity between
the CB model and the rball m odels, before the latter
signi cantly evolved).

A sa CB m ovesthrough the Interstellarm edium (ISM ),
it gathersand scatters its constituent electrons and nuclki.
T hese generate w thin the CB chaoticm agnetic eldsthat
accelerate all charged particles, in a \Fem i" acceleration
process that was con gctured in D ar (1998) and has been
num erically studied by Frederiksen et al. (2003).T heir re—
sults,based on \ rst principles" M axwell's equationsand
the Lorentz force) show that the process of acceleration
does not involre the form ation of any shocks, contrary to
the custom ary basic assum ption of reballm odels.

The AG is the synchrotron radiation from the accel-
erated electrons, n the CBsmagnetic eld, whose m ag—
niude is predictable @ ado et al. 2002a). This m odel is
very successfiil in its description of the properties of X —
ray, optical O ado et al. 2002a) and radio AGs D ado et
al. 2003a) .

6.1. Intrinsic polarization

T he naive expectation is that, since the m agnetic eld
within a CB is disordered, the intrinsic AG polarization
ought to be sm all, since i would result from a fractional
\order" in a disordered eld.T he currents induced by the
ISM | which n a CB’s rest system inpinges onto the
CB as a onedirectional relativistic wind| may depend
on the ISM ’s varying density, and have a non-vanishing
\convective" com ponent. The CB s are viewed at an angle
relative to their direction of m otion, so that symm etry
considerations do not prevent the possble existence of a
an all and tin e-dependent intrinsic polarization.
Tt would be very di cul, and arguably uninteresting,

to estim ate the precise m agnitude of a CB’s intrinsic po—
larization.Here we dealw ith thisproblem in them ost ex—

’Weare neglecting the initialCB ’s radius, presum ably com —

parable or not m uch bigger than that of the collapsed core of
the parent star, and thus entirely negligble by the tin e the
GRB is em itted.

? To accomm odate the possbly cbserved large GRB polar-
ization, Lazzatiet al. (2004) assum e that the opening angle of
their \ reball" efcta isa few times 1= , a com pletely ad-hoc
choice, in their case.

pedient fashion: setting the intrinsic polarization to zero
and studying phenom enologically whether this sin plest
ansatz is tenable. The case of GRB 030329, w ith its very
tin edependent polarization, w ill force us to envisage the
possbility (out not the unavoidable conclision) ofthe ex—
istence of am allbut non-vanishing intrinsic polarizations.

6.2.Extrinsic (or oreground) polarization

The sub fct of the AG polarization is rendered m essier
by unavoidable, extrinsic tin evarying contrbutions, ex—
pected and observed to be ofthe sam e order ofm agnitude
as the m easured polarization levels. These e ects are in—
duced by dust along the line ofsight to the GRB .The total
extrinsic polarization results from the cum ulative e ects
ofthe dust in the GRB 'shost galaxy and In ourG alaxy.In
the CB m odel, m oreover, the host-nduced contribution to
the polarization is tim e-dependent, since the CB s respon—
sble for the GRB and for ts AG travel distances of the
order ofkiloparsecsduring the tin ethe AG isobserved.In
this pumey, CB s ought to depart from the dustier central
star-form ing region of the host galaxy, where the event
origihates. They m ay also exit a \superbubbl", to en—
counter enhanced and varying dust concentrations.

6.3. Total polarization

T he polarization ofthe AG light from each of its uncor-
related sources (intrinsic to the CB, the underlying SN

and that induced by the m agnetized ISM dust of the host
galaxy and ours) is linearand sm all. Let Q ; and U; be the
custom ary (nom alized) Stokes’ param eters, characteriz—
ing linearly, partially polarized light, w ith i an index run—
ning over the three sources.LetQ = Q ;andU = U ;.
T he cum ulative degree of linear polarization and is anglke
aresinply ' U 2+ Q%) 2 andtan2 ' U=Q.

O nly the G alactic contribution to the AG polarization
is xed In m agnitude, angle and tim e. T he polarization
of the SN light is tin e degpendent and m ay be approxi-
m ated by that of SN1998bw (P atat et al. 2001).A priori
we cannot tell whether a potential intrinsic polarization
is a function of tin e. The tin e dependence of the host-
galaxy’s contribution | due to the CB’s motion in the
host ga]axy| requires a m ore detailed discussion.

6.4. The polarization induced by the host galaxy

Let , be the orighal Lorentz factor of a GRB’s CBs
and (t) is value after an observer’s tim e t, din nishing
asthe CB sdecelerate as a consequence of their interaction
with the ISM (t= 0 isthe GRB's trigger tin e) . W e have
repeatedly reported In the literature the explicit form of
the function (t), a function of (0) and x , a charac—

5 Unless otherw ise stated, we approxin ate the theoretical

form ofthe AG by the contribution of a single dom nant CB .
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teristic distance for the CB’s slowdown (see, eg.D ado et
al.2002).In the approxin ation ofa constant-densiy ISM :

= (o; @ iH=B ' +cC '+1=C ;
h iy
C 2= B?2+2 ®+B B2+ 4 ¢ ;
B 1=2+3 %=+ 6ct=[0+ 2)x1 15 @)

w ith z the redshift of the host galaxy.

Let () 2 ®=[L+ ( ) 3]be the Dopplr fac-
tor by which the energy of a photon is boosted by the
CB’sm otion, at the view ing angle towards the observer
(the approxin ation is for large , snall , the domain
of interest). An observer’s tin e Interval and the corre—
soonding CB'’s travelled distance are related by dx=c =
dt ) =@+ z).Thevery large typicalvalues ofthe co-
e cient multiplying dt, of O (10 ®) ©r snallt, inply that
CB s travel for kiloparsec distances In m onths of cbserver’s
tim e. T he Integrated distance travelled by CB s since their
anission isx= x; [I= @) 1= (0)], typically of order a
kiloparsec at t of order one week.

T he contribution ofthe host galaxy to the polarization
m ay be a com plicated fiinction oftim g, since the CBs are
travelling for long distances and the line of sight from the
CB to the observer is changing in length and in angular
position In the sky. Both the degree and the direction of
the Induced polarization m ay be quite variable, since they
depend on colum n-density-like integrals along the line of
sight. H ere we explore the sim plest possbility by assum —
Ing for the host galaxy’s contribution a constant polar-
Ization direction, , , and arguing for an approxin ately
exponentially-varying degree of polarization, , .

Since GRB progenitors are observed to populate the
dense, central, actively star-form ing regions of their host
galaxies O prgovskiet al. 2003), we shallm ake the ap—
proxin ation that the density of the ISM dust away from
the parent SN decreases exponentially® with distance,
wih a characteristic 2lto Ilength xy, We are avoiding
the term \hight" because the CB s would typically travel
in a slant direction relative to the nom al to a galaxy’s
disk). The integrated hostgalaxy colum n-densiy in the
observer’s direction (and the subsequent polarization) are
then ofthe fom :

o= x (B) b i

oExp — ;

X0 0 (t) !
where b / x; =x¢ is a param eter to t.Because we are
assum ing a xed polarization angle, , , the Stokes pa-—

ram eters of the host-induced e ect vary in the sam e way

0Exp — 3)

as , does:
0,0 =0 = =
0 ©
U, ® = Q, ©tan2 @)

® There is no contradiction w ith the constant density used

in deriving Eq. ), which refers to thebuk ofthe ISM at kpc
distances and not the dust contam ination at shorter distances.

6.5. The tHing procedure

T he data on the tin e evolution ofthe opticaland radio AG

uence at various frequencies is typically m uch m ore abun-—
dant than the data on the AG polarization.G iven this,we

rst t the uence data, thereby extracting the param e-
ters ( g, x1 and ) that detem ine the finction () for
each ndividualGRB .The way these tting is performm ed
is described in m fnute detail In D ado et al. (2003a).W e
subsequently t the observed Stokes param etersQ and U
to the sum the host=induced fiinctions ofEq. [@) and their
constant G alactic-induced values (except forGRB 030329,
these values are those of the Jatetin e m easurem ents, in—
troduced in the ts wih their corresponding uncertain-—
ties) . T he polarization— t param eters are Q o, b, and , .
In the case of GRB 030329 and GRB 021004, the con—
tribution of the two CB s are weighted according to their
relative contribution to the optical light curves as fuinction
oftim e.

7.GRBs 020405, 020813, 021004 and 030329

These GRB s are the ones for which there is data on the
tin edependence of the polarization ofthe AG . T heir pa—
ram eters describing our best ts to the AG uence and
polarization are given In Table I, w here we have reported
the polarizations levels and angles, rather than the Stokes
param eters.

Table I: Inputsand param eters ofthe CB -m odeldescrip—
tion ofthe AG uence and polarizations of GRB s 020405,
020813,021004 and 030329. 3,x; and descrbbetheAG

uence and detem ine () via Eq. B)). The hostgalaxy
e ect is descrbed by the initial polarization level ¢, is
exponential decay constant b, and the polarization angle

4 -But or the last GRB, whose AG is twih two CB
contrbutions, the G alactic (or latetin e) param eters,
and . ,are inputs.

G

Param eter | 0405 0813 1004 0329
z 0.69 | 12545 2.328 0.1685
0 645 1173 1403; 1259 | 1037; 1606
x; Mpc] 031 0.54 0.025; 062 | 0.033;037
i rad] 042 0.14 147;147 220;2.30
o B 1.93 445 1.036 429
b 1902 | 2005 128 4342
. degl] 144 145 138 121
< B 1.10 0.55 0.64 0.52
. degl 242 177 114 51.6

TheCB-model tstotheNIR-opticalAG light curves
(which in all cases but that of GRB 020405 are a subset
of a broaderband t including radio data) are given In
Figs. [) to @).The tto GRB 020813 isnew, all others
have been previously published or posted In the A rchives
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(020405, 021004, 030329:D ado et al. 2002b, 2003b, 2004,
regoectively). The ts to the observed AG polarization
and angk are shown in Figs. [@) to [[2).

8.D iscussion and conclusions

E xam ining the results shown in Figs. [@) to [J), we con-
clude that, for GRB s 020405, 020813 and 021004, the ts
| which did not include an intrinsic polarization of the
light em anating from the CB s| are good enough to con—
clide that this contrbution vanishes w thin errors.A s re—
quired in that case, the polarization and angle tend at
late tim es to the G alactic foreground values. T his is par-
ticularly convincing for GRB 020813.The m ost naive ex—
pectation | that the observed polarization sinply re ects
the foreground e ects of the host galaxy and ours| is
vindicated.

The case 0of GRB 030329, forw hich the data are partic—
ularly precise and abundant, brings havoc to the previous
clear and sin ple conclusion. T his is the case even if one
neglcts the data after day 6, probably contam inated
by the parent SN, which is particularly prom nent in this
instance.

In the CB-m odel, the explanation for the \hum ps" in
theAGsofsomeGRBs, such asGRBs 970508 and 000301c

O ado et al. 2002a) and 030329 itself O ado et al. 2004),
is sin ple: the optical uence F (t) is a direct and quasi-
Jcaltracer of the density ofthe ISM through which a CB
travels: spatial changes in density translate into tem poral
changes In uence. This statem ent is not as sterike as i
sounds, or it pem is the extraction of the circum burst
density and its radial pro ke from the tim e-dependence
of the early AG s and, very satisfactorily, the m agnitude
and 1=r? pro Ik of the result are those expected from
observations of \w inds" of \pre-supemova" m assive stars
O ado et al. 2003b).

In the case of GRB 030329, the ocbserved deviations
of the AG light curves from sm oothly-varying functions
are attributed to density uctuations encountered by the
CB s at the tin e they exit from the superbubble in which
the explosion took place. T he size and shape of these den—
sity uctuations can be explicitly extracted from the data:
they are a series of density jim ps Hllowed by / 1=r* de-
clines, asbe tsthe rem nantsofthe explosionsthat created
the superbubble O ado et al 2004).Theirm agniude and
shape (as fiinctions of tin €) are shown in Fig. [[3).

F luctuations of the host’s ISM density though which
a CB travelsm ay also cause the polarization uctuations
observed in GRB 030329.Thism ay be a foreground \in—
tegral' e ect (induced by the varying am ounts and eld
directions of m agnetized dust in the com plicated density
pro X along the line of sight to the observer). It m ay also
be a local \Intrinsic" e ect: the m agnetic eld wihin a
CB m ay not be, at the few percent level, totally chaotic.
Ttmay be in uenced by uctuations in the densiy ofthe
ISM particles that in pinge into it and generate s m ag-

netic structure. T here appears to be no clearly convinc—
Ing correlation between the uctuationsin the uence and
those in the polarization, though the periods of rapid vari-
ability coincide: com pare Figs. [[l) and [@) to Fig. [3J).
T his Inclines the balance som ew hat in favour of an Inte—
gral foreground e ect, as if indeed there were no intrinsic
polarization in the radiation em anating from the CBs, as
expected for synchrotron radiation in a thoroughly disor—
dered m agnetic eld.

A dm ittedly, the considerations of the previous para—
graph are not sin ple and robust. T hey drive the conclu—
sion that, in the CB m odel, nom uch is to be leamed from
the polarization of opticalAG s. This is in contrast to the
polarization of the -raysofa GRB, which, we contend,
is crucial for deciding what the G RB generating m echa—
nisn is: nverse C om pton scattering if the polarization is
m easurably large.
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