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The R ates of H ypernovae and G am m a-R ay Bursts: Im plications
for their P rogenitors

Ph.Podsiadlow ski, P.A .M azzalf?*, K .Nom oto®, D . Lazzat?, E . C appellarc®

ABSTRACT

A critical com parison of estim ates for the rates of hypemovae HNe) and
gamm a-ray bursts (GRBs) is presented. W ithin the substantial uncertainties,
the estim ates are shown to be quite com parable and give a G alactic rate of
10 {10° yr! for both events. These rates are several orders of m agnitude
lower than the rate of core-oollapse supemovae, suggesting that the evolution
leading to a HN /GRB requires special circum stances, very likely due to binary
Interactions. Various possible binary channels are discussed, and it is shown that
these are generally com patble w ith the nferred rates.

Sub$ct headings: binaries: close | supemovae: general| stars: neutron |
X —rays: stars

1. Introduction

W hile it hasnow been established form ore than 5 years that gamm a-ray bursts (GRBs)
are caused by som e of the m ost energetic explosions in the Universe (van Paradif, K ouve-
liotou, & W ikrs 2000), no prom isihg channel for their progenitors hasbeen identi ed, a situ—
ation very m uch resem bling that ofthe progenitors of T ype Ia supemovae som e 20 years ago.
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The m and, unlke the previous case, unam biguous association of a GRB (GRB030329)
w ih a hypemova, SN 2003dh #H prth et al. 2003a; Stanek et al. 2003), a highly energetic
Type Ic supemova M azzaliet al. 2003)’, has con m ed that at least som e long-duration
G RB s are observationally connected w ith the explosion ofm assive stars®.

A 1l hypemovae known to date belong to the class of Type Ic supemovae (SNe Ic),
of which they form a subsst. These are SNe that show neither hydrogen nor signi cant
am ounts of helium in their spectra. T heir progenitors are believed to be either very m assive
single stars that lost their hydrogen and heliim envelopes In a stellar w ind orm assive stars
that lost their envelopes through the interaction with a com panion W heeler & Levreault
1985; Uom oto 1986; Podsiadlow ski, Joss, & Hsu 1992; Nom oto et al. 1994). Two out of the
three nearby G RB sknown to date are associated w ith hypemovae G RB 980425/SN 1998bw
at z = 0:008 and GRB030329/SN 2003dh at z = 0:17). The third case, GRB031203, is
heavily extinguished by dust, so a SN association cannot be m Iy ruled out H prth et al
2003b) . This nteresting coincidence raises the in portant question of the general connection
between hypemovae and Iong-duration GRB s, and whetherm ost, or pethaps even allGRBs
are associated w ith/caused by hypemovae.

T his paper addresses this question by providing a critical com parison of the rates of
G RBsand hypemovae. A sisshown In x 2, the rates ofG RB sand hypemovae are com parable
w ithin the uncertainties, and appear to be a an all fraction of the global SN rate. This has
In portant In plications for the nature of their progeniors, which is discussed in detailin x 3
and x 4.

2. The Ratesof GRBs and H ypernovae
2.1. The GRB rate

The rate of cbserved GRBs In a galaxy lke our own is quite well established from
the BATSE monitoring as R s 107 yr! (eg. Zhang & M eszaros 2003). However,
sinhce GRB rballs are highly beam ed, both geom etrically and relativistically W ith Lorentz

"The term H ypemovae has been used ©r SNe w ith energies signi cantly Jarger (oy about a factor of 10
orm ore) than the canonical explsion energy of 1 e  10°! ergs (NN om oto et al. 2003).

8GRBs fall nto two classes: short-and long-duration bursts. P resently, very little is known about the
progeniors of short bursts from an observationalpoint ofview . It is quite possble that they are caused by a
com pltely di erent physicalm echanisn , eg., the m erger of tw 0 com pact ob fcts (van Paradifp et al 2000).
A1l inferencesm ade in this paper exclusively apply to long bursts.
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factors & 100), the true Intrinsic rate m ust be substantially higher. Tt m ay be w ritten as
Rgrs = Raps —,where isthe solid angle w thin which an cbserver can detect the GRB..

T his factor depends on the &t opening angle, and is typically estim ated as 50 { 500 Frail
et al. 2001; Panaiescu & Kum ar 2001). The rate is however uncertain, asR o, and are

estin ated from two di erent sam ples, R ops from the BAT SE sam ple, and from the sample

of GRBs wih afterglow observations, and there is no robust evidence that the selection
e ects are the sam e in the two sets. A dditionally, the solid angl correction is based on

the so-called uniform £t m odel, n which the opening anglk is an intrinsic property of the
£t. An altemative explanation of the cbservations calls for a structured Ft, w ith a brighter
core and dinm er w ings. In this case the rate of GRBswould be an aller by a factor 3 { 10
(Rossi, Lazzati, & Rees 2002). Thus the range of plausibl values for the GRB rate is 10 6

to 10 ° yr!, ofwhich about 2=3 are long-duration GRBs.

2.2. The H ypernova rate

To date, wve SNe Ic have been classi ed as hypemovae. They form quite a diverse
group of ob Ects, ranging from the very bright and energetic SNe 1998bw (wam oto et al.
1998) and 2003dh M azzaliet al.2003), the m oderately bright but very energetic SNe 1997ef
M azzaliet al.2000) and 1997dg M azzaliet al., in preparation), and the nom ally bright but
over-energetic SN 2002ap M azzali et al. 2002). Based on spherically symm etric explosion
m odels, their explosion energies have been estin ated to range between 4 and 50 foe, and the
progenior m asses from a lower Iim it of 20 { 25M to 40M and above. This covers the
entire m ass range of single stars that are believed to becom e black holes e€g. M aeder 1992;

Fryer & Kalogera 2001).

Interestingly, no hypemova is known to have the characteristics of a SN II, although
such ob ectsm ight in principle occur In the Iowerm ass range (depending som ew hat on the
m ininum initialm ass forwhich a singk starbecom es a W olfR ayet star). Thism ay provide
an in portant clie, linking the physical cause of the hypemova m echanism to the process
causing the loss of the hydrogen and helum envelope. In this context, we note as a caveat
that the nferred initialm asses of hypemovae are based on the nal core structure expected
from single-star evolution. If, the pre-hypemova evolution was a ected by binary evolution,
as seam s possble or even likely (see x 3), thism apping must bem odi ed °.

°For exam ple, Brown et al. (2001) showed that, if a star Joses its envelope through a binary interaction
soon after its m ain-sequence phase, s nalpre-supemova core structure is dram atically changed and even
a60M starm ay produce a neutron star rather than a black hole (also see Podsiadlow skiet al. 2003).



{4

A sthe lowest initialm ass that is able to produce a hypemova appears to be 20M ,
this In plies that not all SN e Ic are hypemovae. Forexam ple, Nom oto et al. (1994) estin ate
that the progenitor of the nom al SN Ic 1994T was 15M (@gain assum ing a single-star
m apping of the nitialto the nalmass). SNe Icm ay com e from progenitors as low In mass
as 8M ifthey are in a binary (Podsiadlow skiet al. 1992; N om oto et al. 1994).

T he estin ated rate of all core-collapse supemovae is7 10 ° yr! fran average galaxy

and12 10?2 yr! in ourGalaxy (Cappellaro et al.1999). The latter estin ate is som ew hat
Jower than recent estin ates for the G alactic pulsar birth rate of 4 10 2 yr! based on the
Parkes multibeam survey (Vwanessvic et al. 2003). In contrast, the cbserved rate of Type
Io and Ic supemovae in an average galaxy in the ocalUniverse isonly 103 yr!.

M ost Ib/c supemovae actually appear to belong to the Ic sub-ype and only a fraction of
about 5% ofobserved SN e Ic are hypemovae. T he brightness ofhypemovae ishighly diverss,
ranging from nom alto about 10 tim es nom al. H owever, the average of the known cases is
a factorof 3 {5 brighter than a typical SN Ic. T herefore, we expect that hypemovae are
easier to detect and hence intrinsically less com m on relative to nom alSN e Ic than the direct
cbservational estin ate. Belng on average a factor 4 brighter im plies that In a m agnitude-
lin ited search they would be detectable in a volum e Jargerby a factor of 4°2 = 8. However,
because m any of the current SN ssarches only target selected galaxies, they are also volum e
lin ited. Thus, In a typical SN search the expected num ber of SN e grow sm ore or less linearly
w ith SN m agnitude (C appellaro et al. 1993) . R educing the observed rate by the proper factor
gives us an estin ate of the true hypemova rate of 10 ° yrt.

3. The P rogenitor C onnection

T he estin ates of the rates 0ofG R B s and hypemovae in the previous section are the sam e
to w thin the uncertainties (see Tabl 1), although the hypemova ratem ay be slightl higher.
T his suggests that m ost hypemovae also appear as GRB s at least from som e view ing angle.

T his is consistent w ith the fact that hypemovae are associated w ith at least two out of
three nearby GRB s, one ofwhich was typicalwhilke the otherwasweak. It is also consistent
w ith the fact that only the m ost powerfuil hypemovae are seen In association with GRBs.
Events that appear lss powerfulm ay sin ply be viewed o -axis, leading to an underesti-
m ation of the kinetic energy and to the non-detection of the GRB . SN 2002ap could be
such a case, since there is am pl evidence that the explosion was asoherical, lke SN 1998bw
M azzaliet al 2002, M aeda et al. 2003). Thism ay also in ply that the beam ing correction
cannot be too large.
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The estin ates allow for the possibility that som e hypemovae do not produce GRB s, as
In som e popularm odels M acFadyen & W oosky 1999) the reltivistic £t m ay not always
break through the envelope of the progenitor star. Thism ay give rise to a ¥Yailed GRB’ w ith
an orphan afterglow , ashasbeen suggested for SN 2002ap (Totani2003), orto short-duration
X-ray ashes XRFs;Heise et al. 2001). Possblk evidence for this com es from the reported
detection of a SN -lke \bum p" In the light curve of an X ray ash KRF 030723, Fynbo et
al. 2004).

SN —like bum ps have been detected in the light curves of GRB optical afterglow s, but
only forone such case (GRB021211/SN 20021, z 1) isa spectrum available: D ella Valk et
al. (2003) argue that it is sim ilar to that ofthe standard SN Ic 19941. H ow ever, the extracted
SN U -band light curve (otherbands not being availabl) appears signi cantly brighter than
the U -band light curve of SN 19947, so a hypemova solution for SN 20021} cannot be mm Iy
ruled out. If a clear case of association of a nom al SN Ic and a GRB should be revealed,
wem ay have to lower the m ass lim it of stellar collapses that triggera GRB .

These estin ates are also In broad agreem ent w ith those of Berger et al. (2003) and
Soderberg, Frail, & W jeringa et al. (2003). Based on a com parison of the radio em ission
from hypemovae and SNe Ib/c, these studies conclude that . 3% and . 6% , respectively,
of SNe Ib/c can be associated with GRBs. In contrast, Lamb et al. (2003) recently argued
that, based on a universal £t m odel for XRF s and GRB s, the gt opening angle is as an all
as05 . Thiswould inply an XRF/GRB rate com parable to the SN Ib/c rate.

O ur rate estin ates suggest that G RB s and hypemovae constitute a am all subset of core—
collapse supemovae (@lso see, Paczynski2001). D ces this in ply that only very m assive stars
become HNe/GRBs? In Tabk 1 we list the estin ated rates for stars above various di erent
m asses, using a sinple Salpeter-like m ass fiinction €M )dM / M 2 dM ) and assum ing
for sim plicity that all stars above 8M  produce a core~collapse supemova. C karly, even if
them ninum hitalmass fora HN/GRB was largerthan 80M , they would be signi cantly
overproduced. On the other hand, the initial progenitor m ass In som e hypemovae appears
to beas low as20M M azzaliet al. 2002; but see ootnote 9).

In conclusion, it is extram ely unlikely that the progenitors of hypemovae and GRBs
are jist very m assive stars. Special circum stances are alm ost certainly needed. The m ost
prom ising of these is rotation: a rapidly rotating core is the essential ngredient In the
tollapsar’ model for GRBs W oosky 1993; Paczynski 1998; M acdFadyen & W oosky 1999).
T he prototype hypemova, SN 1998bw , show s clear evidence from the lne pro ls that the
explosion was highly asymm etric M aeda et al. 2002).

T he ok of rotation
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M assive stars are generally rapid rotators on the m ain sequence. H owever, there are m any
wellestablished m echanisn s by which they can lose their angular m om entum during their
evolution by both hydrodynam ical eg.w inds) and m agnetohydrodynam icalprocesses (Spruit
& Phinney 1998; Spruit 2002). T herefore, it is not at all clear whether the cores ofm assive
single stars w ill ever be rotating rapidly at the tin e of explosion. In this context, rapid
rotation m eans su ciently rapid that the core cannot collapse directly to form a neutron
star/black hole and conserve angular mom entum . A sin ple criterion is that the speci ¢
angular m om entum , j, near the edge of the iron core (enclosihg a mass M . 2M )
is ]aﬁ).'ger than the value at the last stabl orbit around a black hol of that mass, ie.
j&  6GM .=c’ 2 10°ergssM .~2M ).Recent calculationstaking into accountm agnetic
torques H eger et al. 2003) suggest that single m assive stars fall short of this requirem ent by
about one order of m agnitude.

To have a su ciently rapidly rotating core at the tim e of explosion m ay require inter-
actions w ith a binary com panion that can spin up the progenitor or prevent is spin-down.

T he rok of binarity

B nary interactions can soin up a starby a varety of processes. T idal interactions can cause
either com ponent of a binary to rotate w ith the sam e frequency as the binary, spinning it
up or down depending on the rlative frequencies. For a star spinning synchronously w ith
the binary orbit and 1ling a fraction r of its R oche lobe, the ratio of its rotation frequency,
!, to its K eplrian) breakup frequency, ! o, Jist depends on the m ass ratio according to
'=lw= 0L+ P?h@*?r>?;whereg= M =M , isthemass ratio (M , is the R oche-lobe

Iling ob Fct and M ; the accreting star) and h (@) is the ratio of the R oche-lobe radius to
the orbital ssparation (@s, eg., given by Eggleton 1983).

Ifwe require that in a collapsarm odelonly the nnerm ost core of 2M can collapse
directly while the rest form s a disk, we can obtain a rough estin ate forthem axinum oxoial
period where tidal spin-up can provide enough angularm om entum to the core by assum ing
that the whole star rem ains In solid body rotation until the end of helim buming. At this
stage the core is Iikely to decouple and w ill probably retain m ost of its angular m om entum
in the nalrapid evolutionary phases. Taking the radius ofthe 2M coreas 8 10°am
(typical for the core of a 30M  star at the end of heliuim buming), one then inm ediately
obtains a critical orbitalperiod Poyy  5:6hr R=8 10°am)? (=2 10'°ergss) ! . Izzard et
al. (2003), using detailed binary population calculations, concluded that there are enough
biaries where tidal Jocking could acocount for the cbserved rates® .

10N ote, how ever, that they assum ed that it was su cient to prevent the whole star (rather than jist the
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The black-hok binary Nova Sco m ay provide indirect observational support for this
channel. The companion In Nova Sco is polluted with heavy elem ents from the SN that
form ed the black hole (Israelian et al. 1999). Podsiadlow ski et al. (2002) concluded that
the observed abundances are m ore consistent w ith a hypemova than wih a nomal SN .
T he birthrate of such black-hole binaries is com parable to the HN /GRB rate (see, eg., Les,
Brown, & W iprs 2002; Podsiadlow ki, R appaport, & Han 2003).

T idal Jocking is also lkely to have soun up the W R com panion (van Kerkw ik et al
1992) in the close X ray binary Cyg X -3, which hasan orbialperiod of4 8hr. ThusCyg X 3
isa potential HN /G RB progenitor, although them ass ofthe W R m ay be too snallto lead
to the fom ation of a black hole. N evertheless, the birthrate of system s lke Cyg X 3, one of
the m ain channels to produce doubleneutron-star binaries, is com parable to our estim ate of
the HN/GRB rate Dewi& Pols2003; Ivanova et al. 2003; K alogera et al. 2003)

T hem ost dram atic type ofbinary interaction involves the com plte m erging oftwo stars
or at least of their cores Fryer & W oosky 1998; Zhang & Fryer 1999; vanova & Podsiad—
low ski2003; Joss & Becker 2003; N om oto et al. 2003) . Forexam ple, Ivanova & P odsiadlow ski
(2003) found that the core of the progenior of SN 1987A was spun up dram atically in the
m erger, In plying a rapidly rotating core at the tin e of the explosion. SN 1987A was not
a hypemova, but there is som e evidence that the explosion was gtlke (g. W ang et al.
2002; also see Joss & Bedker 2003). Fryer & W oosky (1998) suggested that the m erger rate
ofblack holes and helium ocores Inside a com m on envelope is com patibl w ith the GRB rate.
None of these m erger suggestions for HNe/GRB s have yet been worked out in detail. If
the m erger is caused by the spiralin inside a hydrogen-rich comm on envelope, one has to
understand how the m erger can proceed and still lead to the efection of the envelope which
is required to provide the friction for the spiral n). M oreover, all hypemovae are SNe I,
and thus the progenitors m ust have lost both their hydrogen and helum envelopes.

4. D iscussion

T he rates ofhypemovae and G RB are quite com parable, suggesting that a large fraction
fm ost?) of hypemovae also produce GRBs, at kast in som e direction. M oreover, the rates
are signi cantly an aller than the rates of corecollapse SN e (or even the fraction of SN e that
produce black holes). Furthem ore, at least at the present coan ological epoch, special cir-
cum stances are required to produce HN e/G RB s. H ow ever, num erous fundam ental questions

core) from collapsing directly Into a black hole, which signi cantly increases the critical orbital period and
hence the estin ated rate for this channel
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rem ain unanswered, and no fully selfconsistent evolutionary m odel for the progenitors exists
at thistin e. A s Iong as this is the case, it isnot even clear w hether or not the hypemova and
the GRB occur concurrently. D oes the hypemova occur rst and trigger the GRB through
the fallbadck of hypemova efcta, asm ay be required In some m odels (Vietri & Stella 1998;
Podsiadlow skiet al. 2002), or does the GRB occur and then trigger a SN -like event through
the interaction of the reltivistic £t w ith the envelope as in the collapsarm odel K hokhlov
et al. 1999; M acFadyen & W oosky 1999; Jason, W ocosley, & Ho m an 2003)?

A lthough HNe/GRB s appear to be mlatively rare events at the present epoch, this
need not be the case for the st generation of stars. Lower m etallicity m ay lad to lower
angularm om entum loss from m assive stars, and the star-fom ation environm ent m ay be
very di erent. It iseven conceivable that, at an early epoch ofgalaxy form ation, hypemovae
could provide the m issing energy to efect half the baryons from galaxies (Sik 2003).

F inally, another in portant question concems the relationship between hypemovae and
the class of SNe Ib/c, of which they are a subgroup. P resum ably, m any nom al SNe Ib/c
are caused by the collapse of the core of a m assive star that lost its H —rich envelope through
binary interaction W heeler & Levreault 1985; P odsiadlow skiet al. 1992; N om oto et al. 1994)
form Ing a neutron star. So perhaps one in portant distinction between a hypemova and an
ordinary supemova is whether a black hole or a neutron star is fom ed in the afterm ath.
However, not allblack hole fomm ation events can lad to a hypemova: ifthem ininum m ass
of a single star that leads to the fom ation of a black hok isas low as 20 {25M (M aeder
1992; Fryer & Kalogera 2001), this would overproduce hypemovae by a large factor (see
Tabk 1).

A naturalexplanation for this dichotom y m ay lie in the fact that black holes can either
form prom ptly on a dynam icaltin escale oron am uch longertim escale by continued accretion
through a disk phase or falback . In particular, the disk accretion phass, w hich isthe essential
Ingredient In collapsar m odels, requires a rapidly rotating core. In the case of prom pt
collapss, one would not necessarily expect a bright SN . This would In ply the existence of
a class of (very?) din SNe Ib/c for which there is, however, no observational evidence at
present.

Thiswork was In part supported by a European Ressarch & TrainingNetwork HPRN -
CT-20002-00303) and a Royal Society visitor's grant to K N.The work ofPP ., PM ., and
K N. (the "Tokyo Think Tank") at the University of Tokyo hasbeen supported by the 21st
Century COE Program ofM EXT, Japan.
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Tabk 1. Rates in an average galaxy

Rate (yJ:l )
C ore-collapse supemovae 7 10°3
Radio pulsars (G alactic) 4 10°%
SNe In/c 1 10°
H ypemovae 10°
GRBs (fordi erent e ective beam Ing angles )
=1 6 10°
=5 3 10°
= 15 3 10°
M assive stars
> 20M 2 10°
> 40M 6 10°

> 80M 2 104




