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T he R ates ofH ypernovae and G am m a-R ay B ursts: Im plications

for their Progenitors

Ph.Podsiadlowski1,P.A.M azzali2;3;4,K.Nom oto3,D.Lazzati5,E.Cappellaro6

A B ST R A C T

A criticalcom parison ofestim ates for the rates ofhypernovae (HNe) and
gam m a-ray bursts (GRBs) is presented. W ithin the substantialuncertainties,
the estim ates are shown to be quite com parable and give a Galactic rate of
10�6 {10�5 yr�1 for both events. These rates are severalorders ofm agnitude
lower than the rate ofcore-collapse supernovae,suggesting that the evolution
leading to a HN/GRB requiresspecialcircum stances,very likely due to binary
interactions.Variouspossiblebinary channelsarediscussed,and itisshown that
thesearegenerally com patiblewith theinferred rates.

Subjectheadings: binaries: close | supernovae: general| stars: neutron |
X-rays:stars

1. Introduction

W hileithasnow been established form orethan 5yearsthatgam m a-raybursts(GRBs)
are caused by som e ofthe m ostenergetic explosionsin the Universe (van Paradijs,Kouve-
liotou,& W ijers2000),noprom isingchannelfortheirprogenitorshasbeen identi�ed,asitu-
ation very m uch resem blingthatoftheprogenitorsofTypeIasupernovaesom e20yearsago.
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The �rm and,unlike the previous case,unam biguous association ofa GRB (GRB030329)
with a hypernova,SN 2003dh (Hjorth etal.2003a;Stanek etal.2003),a highly energetic
Type Ic supernova (M azzaliet al.2003)7,has con�rm ed that atleast som e long-duration
GRBsareobservationally connected with theexplosion ofm assive stars8.

Allhypernovae known to date belong to the class ofType Ic supernovae (SNe Ic),
ofwhich they form a subset. These are SNe that show neither hydrogen nor signi�cant
am ountsofhelium in theirspectra.Theirprogenitorsarebelieved to beeithervery m assive
singlestarsthatlosttheirhydrogen and helium envelopesin a stellarwind orm assivestars
thatlosttheir envelopes through the interaction with a com panion (W heeler & Levreault
1985;Uom oto 1986;Podsiadlowski,Joss,& Hsu 1992;Nom oto etal.1994).Two outofthe
threenearby GRBsknown to dateareassociated with hypernovae(GRB980425/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 cannotbe �rm ly ruled out(Hjorth etal.
2003b).Thisinteresting coincidenceraisestheim portantquestion ofthegeneralconnection
between hypernovaeand long-duration GRBs,and whetherm ost,orperhapseven allGRBs
areassociated with/caused by hypernovae.

This paper addresses this question by providing a criticalcom parison ofthe rates of
GRBsand hypernovae.Asisshown in x2,theratesofGRBsand hypernovaearecom parable
within the uncertainties,and appearto be a sm allfraction ofthe globalSN rate.Thishas
im portantim plicationsforthenatureoftheirprogenitors,which isdiscussed in detailin x3
and x4.

2. T he R ates ofG R B s and H ypernovae

2.1. T he G R B rate

The rate ofobserved GRBs in a galaxy like our own is quite wellestablished from
the BATSE m onitoring as R obs � 10�7 yr�1 (e.g. Zhang & M eszaros 2003). However,
sinceGRB �reballsarehighly beam ed,both geom etrically and relativistically (with Lorentz

7The term Hypernovae hasbeen used forSNe with energiessigni�cantly larger(by abouta factorof10

orm ore)than the canonicalexplosion energy of1foe� 1051 ergs(Nom oto etal.2003).

8G RBs fallinto two classes: short-and long-duration bursts. Presently,very little is known aboutthe

progenitorsofshortburstsfrom an observationalpointofview.Itisquitepossiblethatthey arecaused by a

com pletely di�erentphysicalm echanism ,e.g.,them ergeroftwo com pactobjects(van Paradijsetal.2000).

Allinferencesm ade in thispaperexclusively apply to long bursts.
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factors� & 100),the trueintrinsic ratem ustbesubstantially higher.Itm ay bewritten as
R G R B = R obs�

4�



,where
 isthesolid anglewithin which an observercan detecttheGRB.

Thisfactordependson thejetopening angle,and istypically estim ated as� 50{500 (Frail
etal. 2001;Panaitescu & Kum ar2001). The rate ishoweveruncertain,asR obs and 
 are
estim ated from two di�erentsam ples,R obs from theBATSE sam ple,and 
 from thesam ple
ofGRBs with afterglow observations,and there is no robust evidence that the selection
e�ects are the sam e in the two sets. Additionally,the solid angle correction is based on
the so-called uniform jetm odel,in which the opening angle isan intrinsic property ofthe
jet.An alternativeexplanation oftheobservationscallsfora structured jet,with a brighter
core and dim m erwings. In thiscase the rate ofGRBswould be sm allerby a factor3{10
(Rossi,Lazzati,& Rees2002).Thustherangeofplausible valuesfortheGRB rateis10�6

to 10�5 yr�1 ,ofwhich about2=3 arelong-duration GRBs.

2.2. T he H ypernova rate

To date,�ve SNe Ic have been classi�ed as hypernovae. They form quite a diverse
group ofobjects,ranging from the very brightand energetic SNe 1998bw (Iwam oto etal.
1998)and 2003dh (M azzalietal.2003),them oderately brightbutvery energeticSNe1997ef
(M azzalietal.2000)and 1997dq(M azzalietal.,in preparation),and thenorm allybrightbut
over-energetic SN 2002ap (M azzalietal.2002). Based on spherically sym m etric explosion
m odels,theirexplosion energieshavebeen estim ated to rangebetween 4 and 50foe,and the
progenitor m asses from a lower lim it of20{25M � to 40M � and above. This covers the
entirem assrangeofsinglestarsthatarebelieved to becom eblack holes(e.g.M aeder1992;
Fryer& Kalogera 2001).

Interestingly,no hypernova is known to have the characteristics ofa SN II,although
such objectsm ightin principle occurin thelowerm assrange(depending som ewhaton the
m inim um initialm assforwhich a singlestarbecom esa W olf-Rayetstar).Thism ay provide
an im portant clue,linking the physicalcause ofthe hypernova m echanism to the process
causing the lossofthe hydrogen and helium envelope. In thiscontext,we noteasa caveat
thattheinferred initialm assesofhypernovaearebased on the�nalcorestructureexpected
from single-starevolution.If,thepre-hypernova evolution wasa�ected by binary evolution,
asseem spossibleoreven likely (seex3),thism apping m ustbem odi�ed 9.

9Forexam ple,Brown etal.(2001)showed that,ifa starlosesitsenvelope through a binary interaction

soon afteritsm ain-sequence phase,its�nalpre-supernova corestructure isdram atically changed and even

a 60 M � starm ay producea neutron starratherthan a black hole (also see Podsiadlowskietal.2003).
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Asthelowestinitialm assthatisableto producea hypernova appearsto be� 20M � ,
thisim pliesthatnotallSNeIcarehypernovae.Forexam ple,Nom oto etal.(1994)estim ate
that the progenitor ofthe norm alSN Ic 1994I was 15M � (again assum ing a single-star
m apping oftheinitialto the�nalm ass).SNeIcm ay com efrom progenitorsaslow in m ass
as� 8M � ifthey arein a binary (Podsiadlowskietal.1992;Nom oto etal.1994).

Theestim ated rateofallcore-collapsesupernovaeis7� 10�3 yr�1 foran averagegalaxy
and 1:2� 10�2 yr�1 in ourGalaxy (Cappellaro etal.1999).Thelatterestim ateissom ewhat
lowerthan recentestim atesfortheGalacticpulsarbirth rateof4� 10�2 yr�1 based on the
Parkesm ulti-beam survey (Vranesevic etal.2003). In contrast,the observed rate ofType
Ib and Icsupernovaein an averagegalaxy in thelocalUniverse isonly � 10�3 yr�1 .

M ostIb/csupernovaeactually appeartobelongtotheIcsub-typeand only afraction of
about5% ofobservedSNeIcarehypernovae.Thebrightnessofhypernovaeishighly diverse,
ranging from norm alto about10 tim esnorm al.However,theaverageoftheknown casesis
a factorof� 3{5 brighterthan a typicalSN Ic.Therefore,we expectthathypernovae are
easiertodetectand henceintrinsically lesscom m on relativetonorm alSNeIcthan thedirect
observationalestim ate. Being on average a factor4 brighterim pliesthatin a m agnitude-
lim ited search they would bedetectablein a volum elargerby a factorof43=2 = 8.However,
becausem any ofthecurrentSN searchesonly targetselected galaxies,they arealso volum e
lim ited.Thus,in atypicalSN search theexpected num berofSNegrowsm oreorlesslinearly
with SN m agnitude(Cappellaroetal.1993).Reducingtheobserved ratebytheproperfactor
givesusan estim ateofthetruehypernova rateof� 10�5 yr�1 .

3. T he Progenitor C onnection

Theestim atesoftheratesofGRBsand hypernovaein theprevioussection arethesam e
towithin theuncertainties(seeTable1),although thehypernovaratem aybeslightlyhigher.
Thissuggeststhatm osthypernovaealso appearasGRBsatleastfrom som eviewing angle.

Thisisconsistentwith thefactthathypernovaeareassociated with atleasttwo outof
threenearby GRBs,oneofwhich wastypicalwhiletheotherwasweak.Itisalso consistent
with the factthatonly the m ostpowerfulhypernovae are seen in association with GRBs.
Events that appear less powerfulm ay sim ply be viewed o�-axis,leading to an underesti-
m ation ofthe kinetic energy and to the non-detection ofthe GRB.SN 2002ap could be
such a case,sincethereisam pleevidencethattheexplosion wasaspherical,likeSN 1998bw
(M azzalietal.2002,M aeda etal.2003).Thism ay also im ply thatthe beam ing correction
cannotbetoo large.
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Theestim atesallow forthepossibility thatsom ehypernovaedo notproduceGRBs,as
in som e popularm odels (M acFadyen & W oosley 1999)the relativistic jetm ay notalways
break through theenvelopeoftheprogenitorstar.Thism ay giveriseto a ‘failed GRB’with
an orphan afterglow,ashasbeen suggested forSN 2002ap(Totani2003),ortoshort-duration
X-ray ashes(XRFs;Heise etal.2001).Possible evidence forthiscom esfrom thereported
detection ofa SN-like \bum p" in the lightcurve ofan X-ray ash (XRF030723,Fynbo et
al.2004).

SN-like bum ps have been detected in the lightcurves ofGRB opticalafterglows,but
only foronesuch case(GRB021211/SN2002lt,z� 1)isa spectrum available:Della Valleet
al.(2003)arguethatitissim ilartothatofthestandard SN Ic1994I.However,theextracted
SN U-band lightcurve(otherbandsnotbeing available)appearssigni�cantly brighterthan
theU-band lightcurveofSN 1994I,so a hypernova solution forSN 2002ltcannotbe�rm ly
ruled out. Ifa clearcase ofassociation ofa norm alSN Ic and a GRB should be revealed,
wem ay haveto lowerthem asslim itofstellarcollapsesthattriggera GRB.

These estim ates are also in broad agreem ent with those ofBerger et al.(2003) and
Soderberg,Frail,& W ieringa et al.(2003). Based on a com parison ofthe radio em ission
from hypernovae and SNe Ib/c,these studiesconclude that. 3% and . 6% ,respectively,
ofSNe Ib/c can be associated with GRBs.In contrast,Lam b etal.(2003)recently argued
that,based on a universaljetm odelforXRFsand GRBs,thejetopening angleisassm all
as0.5�.Thiswould im ply an XRF/GRB ratecom parableto theSN Ib/crate.

Ourrateestim atessuggestthatGRBsand hypernovaeconstituteasm allsubsetofcore-
collapsesupernovae(also see,Paczy�nski2001).Doesthisim ply thatonly very m assivestars
becom eHNe/GRBs? In Table1 welisttheestim ated ratesforstarsabovevariousdi�erent
m asses,using a sim ple Salpeter-like m assfunction (f(M )dM / M �2:5 dM )and assum ing
forsim plicity thatallstarsabove 8M � produce a core-collapse supernova. Clearly,even if
them inim um initialm assforaHN/GRB waslargerthan 80M � ,they would besigni�cantly
overproduced. On the otherhand,the initialprogenitorm assin som e hypernovae appears
to beaslow as20M � (M azzalietal.2002;butseefootnote9).

In conclusion,it is extrem ely unlikely that the progenitors ofhypernovae and GRBs
are justvery m assive stars. Specialcircum stances are alm ostcertainly needed. The m ost
prom ising ofthese is rotation: a rapidly rotating core is the essentialingredient in the
‘collapsar’m odelforGRBs(W oosley 1993;Paczy�nski1998;M acFadyen & W oosley 1999).
The prototype hypernova,SN 1998bw,showsclearevidence from the line pro�lesthatthe
explosion washighly asym m etric(M aeda etal.2002).

The role ofrotation
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M assive starsare generally rapid rotatorson the m ain sequence. However,there are m any
well-established m echanism s by which they can lose theirangularm om entum during their
evolutionbybothhydrodynam ical(e.g.winds)andm agnetohydrodynam icalprocesses(Spruit
& Phinney 1998;Spruit2002).Therefore,itisnotatallclearwhetherthecoresofm assive
single stars willever be rotating rapidly at the tim e ofexplosion. 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 m om entum . A sim ple criterion is that the speci�c
angular m om entum , j, near the edge of the iron core (enclosing a m ass M c � 2M � )
is larger than the value at the last stable orbit around a black hole of that m ass, i.e.
j&

p
6GM c=c’ 2� 1016ergss(M c=2M � ).Recentcalculationstakingintoaccountm agnetic

torques(Hegeretal.2003)suggestthatsinglem assivestarsfallshortofthisrequirem entby
aboutoneorderofm agnitude.

To have a su�ciently rapidly rotating core atthe tim e ofexplosion m ay require inter-
actionswith a binary com panion thatcan spin up theprogenitororpreventitsspin-down.

The role ofbinarity

Binary interactionscan spin up astarby avariety ofprocesses.Tidalinteractionscan cause
eithercom ponentofa binary to rotate with the sam e frequency asthe binary,spinning it
up ordown depending on the relative frequencies. Fora starspinning synchronously with
thebinary orbitand �lling a fraction r ofitsRochelobe,theratio ofitsrotation frequency,
!,to its(Keplerian)breakup frequency,!crit,justdependson the m assratio according to
!=!crit = (1+ q)1=2h(q)3=2r�3=2 ;where q= M 1=M 2 isthem assratio (M 2 istheRoche-lobe
�lling objectand M 1 the accreting star)and h(q)isthe ratio ofthe Roche-lobe radiusto
theorbitalseparation (as,e.g.,given by Eggleton 1983).

Ifwerequirethatin a collapsarm odelonly theinner-m ostcoreof� 2M � can collapse
directly whiletherestform sadisk,wecan obtain arough estim ateforthem axim um orbital
period wheretidalspin-up can provideenough angularm om entum to thecoreby assum ing
thatthewholestarrem ainsin solid body rotation untiltheend ofhelium burning.Atthis
stagethecoreislikely to decouple and willprobably retain m ostofitsangularm om entum
in the �nalrapid evolutionary phases. Taking the radiusofthe 2M � core as� 8� 109cm
(typicalforthe core ofa 30M � staratthe end ofhelium burning),one then im m ediately
obtainsa criticalorbitalperiod Pcrit � 5:6hr(R=8� 109cm )2(j=2� 1016ergss)�1 .Izzard et
al.(2003),using detailed binary population calculations,concluded thatthere are enough
binarieswheretidallocking could accountfortheobserved rates10.

10Note,however,thatthey assum ed thatitwassu�cientto preventthe whole star(ratherthan justthe
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The black-hole binary Nova Sco m ay provide indirect observationalsupport for this
channel. The com panion in Nova Sco is polluted with heavy elem ents from the SN that
form ed the black hole (Israelian et al.1999). Podsiadlowskiet al.(2002) concluded that
the observed abundances are m ore consistent with a hypernova than with a norm alSN.
Thebirthrateofsuch black-holebinariesiscom parableto theHN/GRB rate(see,e.g.,Lee,
Brown,& W ijers2002;Podsiadlowski,Rappaport,& Han 2003).

Tidallocking is also likely to have spun up the W R com panion (van Kerkwijk et al.
1992)in thecloseX-raybinary CygX-3,which hasan orbitalperiod of4.8hr.ThusCygX-3
isa potentialHN/GRB progenitor,although them assoftheW R m ay betoo sm allto lead
to theform ation ofa black hole.Nevertheless,thebirthrateofsystem slikeCyg X-3,oneof
them ain channelsto producedouble-neutron-starbinaries,iscom parableto ourestim ateof
theHN/GRB rate(Dewi& Pols2003;Ivanova etal.2003;Kalogera etal.2003)

Them ostdram atictypeofbinaryinteraction involvesthecom pletem ergingoftwostars
oratleastoftheircores(Fryer& W oosley 1998;Zhang & Fryer1999;Ivanova & Podsiad-
lowski2003;Joss& Becker2003;Nom otoetal.2003).Forexam ple,Ivanova& Podsiadlowski
(2003)found thatthe core ofthe progenitorofSN 1987A wasspun up dram atically in the
m erger,im plying a rapidly rotating core atthe tim e ofthe explosion. SN 1987A was not
a hypernova,butthere is som e evidence thatthe explosion was jet-like (e.g.,W ang et al.
2002;also seeJoss& Becker2003).Fryer& W oosley (1998)suggested thatthem ergerrate
ofblack holesand helium coresinsidea com m on envelopeiscom patiblewith theGRB rate.
None ofthese m erger suggestions for HNe/GRBs have yet been worked out in detail. If
the m ergeriscaused by the spiral-in inside a hydrogen-rich com m on envelope,one hasto
understand how them ergercan proceed and stilllead to theejection oftheenvelope(which
isrequired to provide the friction forthe spiralin). M oreover,allhypernovae are SNe Ic,
and thustheprogenitorsm usthavelostboth theirhydrogen and helium envelopes.

4. D iscussion

Theratesofhypernovaeand GRB arequitecom parable,suggestingthatalargefraction
(m ost?) ofhypernovae also produce GRBs,atleastin som e direction. M oreover,the rates
aresigni�cantly sm allerthan theratesofcore-collapseSNe(oreven thefraction ofSNethat
produce black holes). Furtherm ore,atleastatthe presentcosm ologicalepoch,specialcir-
cum stancesarerequired toproduceHNe/GRBs.However,num erousfundam entalquestions

core)from collapsing directly into a black hole,which signi�cantly increasesthe criticalorbitalperiod and

hence the estim ated rateforthischannel.
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rem ain unanswered,and nofully self-consistentevolutionary m odelfortheprogenitorsexists
atthistim e.Aslongasthisisthecase,itisnoteven clearwhetherornotthehypernovaand
the GRB occurconcurrently. Doesthe hypernova occur�rstand triggerthe GRB through
the fallback ofhypernova ejecta,asm ay be required in som e m odels(Vietri& Stella 1998;
Podsiadlowskietal.2002),ordoestheGRB occurand then triggera SN-likeeventthrough
theinteraction oftherelativisticjetwith theenvelope asin thecollapsarm odel(Khokhlov
etal.1999;M acFadyen & W oosley 1999;Jason,W oosley,& Ho�m an 2003)?

Although HNe/GRBs appear to be relatively rare events at the present epoch,this
need notbe the case forthe �rstgeneration ofstars. Lowerm etallicity m ay lead to lower
angular-m om entum loss from m assive stars,and the star-form ation environm ent m ay be
very di�erent.Itiseven conceivablethat,atan early epoch ofgalaxy form ation,hypernovae
could providethem issing energy to ejecthalfthebaryonsfrom galaxies(Silk 2003).

Finally,anotherim portantquestion concernstherelationship between hypernovae and
the classofSNe Ib/c,ofwhich they are a subgroup. Presum ably,m any norm alSNe Ib/c
arecaused by thecollapseofthecoreofa m assivestarthatlostitsH-rich envelopethrough
binaryinteraction (W heeler& Levreault1985;Podsiadlowskietal.1992;Nom otoetal.1994)
form ing a neutron star.So perhapsoneim portantdistinction between a hypernova and an
ordinary supernova is whether a black hole or a neutron star is form ed in the afterm ath.
However,notallblack holeform ation eventscan lead to a hypernova:ifthem inim um m ass
ofa single starthatleadsto the form ation ofa black hole isaslow as20{25M � (M aeder
1992;Fryer & Kalogera 2001),this would overproduce hypernovae by a large factor (see
Table1).

A naturalexplanation forthisdichotom y m ay liein thefactthatblack holescan either
form prom ptlyonadynam icaltim escaleoronam uch longertim escalebycontinued accretion
throughadiskphaseorfallback.Inparticular,thediskaccretion phase,which istheessential
ingredient in collapsar m odels, requires a rapidly rotating core. In the case of prom pt
collapse,one would notnecessarily expecta brightSN.This would im ply the existence of
a class of(very?) dim SNe Ib/c forwhich there is,however,no observationalevidence at
present.

Thiswork wasin partsupported by a European Research & Training Network (HPRN-
CT-20002-00303)and a RoyalSociety visitor’sgrantto K.N.The work ofP.P.,P.M .,and
K.N.(the"Tokyo Think Tank")attheUniversity ofTokyo hasbeen supported by the21st
Century COE Program ofM EXT,Japan.
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Table1. Ratesin an averagegalaxy

Rate(yr�1 )

Core-collapsesupernovae 7� 10�3

Radio pulsars(Galactic) 4� 10�2

SNeIb/c 1� 10�3

Hypernovae � 10�5

GRBs(fordi�erente�ective beam ing angles�)

�= 1� 6� 10�4

�= 5� 3� 10�5

�= 15� 3� 10�6

M assive stars
> 20M � 2� 10�3

> 40M � 6� 10�4

> 80M � 2� 10�4


