arXiv:astro-ph/0403677v2 14 May 2004

D raft version M arch 20, 2024
P reprint typeset using RTgX style em ulateap jv.04/03/99

THE PEAK ENERGY DISTRIBUTION OF THE F SPECTRA AND THE MPLICATIONS FOR
THE JET STRUCTURE MODELSOF GAMMA-RAY BURSTS

E.W .Liang'?? and Zz.G .Daf

1D epartm ent of A stronom y, N an jing U niversity, N anjing 210093, C hina; ew liang@ nj1.edu.cn.
2D epartm ent of P hysics, G uangxi U niversity, N anning 530004, C hina.
3N ational A stronom ical O bservatories/Y unnan O bservatory, C hinese A cadem y of Sciences, K unm ing 650011,
China.
D raft version M arch 20, 2024

ABSTRACT

W e study the peak energy [E,) distrbution of the F spectra of gamm a—ray bursts (GRBs) and
X -ray ashes XRFs) wih a sam ple 0of57 bursts observed by H igh Energy Transient Explorer 2 HETE -
2) French Gamm a Telescope and discuss its im plications for the gt structure m odels. C om bining the
observed E ;, distrbution of HETE {2 GRBs/XRF swith that ofBATSE GRBs,we nd that the cbserved
E, distrbution ofGRB s/XRF sisabin odalone w ith peaksof< 30keV and 160 250 keV .A ccording
to the recently-discovered equivalent-isotropic energy-£ , relationship, such a bin odaldistrdbution im plies
a two-com ponent structure of GRB /XRF Jts. A sin pk sin ulation analysis show s that this structured
Bt m odel does roughly reproduce a bin odaldistrbbution w ith peaks of 15 and 200 ke&V .W e argue
that future observations of the peak of 15 keV in the E, distribbution would be evidence supporting
thism odel. Swift, which covers an energy band of02{150 keV, is expected to provide a key test for our
resuls.

Sub$ct headings: gamm a rays: bu]:st's| gamm a rays: observatjons| ISM : gts and out ow s| m ethods:

statistical

1. NTRODUCTION

X -ray ashes KRFs) have being gotten a lot of atten—
tion In the last 2 years Heise et al. 2001; K Ippen et al
2003). They are thought to be a low er energy extension of
the known gam m a-ray burst (GRB) population, based on
the fact that their spectralbehaviorsare sin ilarto those of
GRBs K pen et al. 2003; Barraud et al. 2003; Sakam oto
et al. 2004; Lamb et al. 2003a, b, 2004). T he nature ofa
narrow clister of the cbserved E, distrdoution of BAT SE
G RB s rem ains poorly understood, which m ight be related
to the Ft structure of GRBs. XRF s broaden the energy
coverage ofprom pt GRB am ission and m ay bringm ore sig—
natures of the gt structure of GRBs (Lamb et al. 2003a,
b, 2004).

T he gt structure m odels are currently under heavy de-
bate. Any m odel should present a uni ed description for
GRBs and XRFs. Two currently com peting m odels are
the structured gt m odel M eszaros, Rees & W iprs 1998;
Dai& Gou 2001; Rossi, Lazzati, & Rees 2002; Zhang &
M eszaros 2002; G ranot & Kum ar 2003; Kum ar and G ra—
not 2003;Panaiescu & Kum ar2003;W ei& Jin 2003) and
the uniform m odel (eg., Rhoads 1999; Frailet al. 2001).
Zhang et al. (2004) show that the current GRB/XRF
prom pt em ission/afterglow data can be describbed by a
quasi{G aussian-type (or sin ilar structure) structured gt
w ith a typicalopening angle of 6° and w ith a standard
$t energy of  10°! ergs. A ltematively, based on the
H igh Energy Transient Explrer 2 HETE 2) cbservations,
Lamb et al. (2003a, b, 2004) propose that the uniform
£t m odel can reasonably describe the uni ed schem e of
GRBs/XRFs. Very recently, the tw o-com ponent gtm odel
was advocated by Berger et al. (2003) based on observa—
tions of GRB 030329, which has two di erent #t breaks
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in an early optical afferglow light curve (0.55 days, P rice
et al. 2003) and in a late radio light curve (9.8 days).
M illin eter observations of this burst further support the
two{com ponent gt m odel (Sheth et al. 2003). Num eri-
calcalculations of such a m odelw ere perform ed by Huang
et al. (2004 ). This m odel suggests that a GRB /XRF
£t has two com ponents: a narrow , highly relativistic one,
and a wide, m ildly relativistic one. W hen the line of sight
of an observer is within the narrow com ponent, the ob—
served burst is a typical GRB, but when the line of sight
is pointing to the w ide{com ponent, i isan XRF.

A broad spectral energy distrbution could constrain
the gt structure models. A low peak energy of the F
sgoectrum E, < 50 keV) and weak gamma{ray uxes
F < 02 photonsan 2 s?!, 50{300 keV energy range)
distinguish XRF s from typicalGRBs (K ippen et al. 2003;
M ochkovitch et al. 2003). It is well known that the ob—
served E, distribution of BAT SE GRB s is narrow ly clus-
tered. D oes the observed E , distribution of XRF s exhiit
a sim flar feature? In this Letter, we focuson this question.
W e analyze the cbserved E , distribution w ith a sam ple of
57 bursts observed by HETE 2/ French G am m a Telescope
FREGATE).Combining the cbserved E , distrdbution of
HETE2 GRBs/XRFswih that ofBATSE GRBs,we nd
that the observed E, distrdoution of GRBs/XRF s isa bi-
m odalonepeakingat< 30keV and 160 250keV .W ih
respect to this result, we suggest that the two{com ponent
£t m odel is a reasonable candidate m odel for GRB /XRF
Bts. A simulation analysis con m s this suggestion.

2. DISTRIBUTION OF Ep

W em ake a search HrHETE-2 GRB s/XRF s reported in
literature and on the HETE-2 W b site! . A 11 the bursts
with E, or uences (S) in the available energy bands 7{
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30 keV and 30{400 keV are ncluded in our sampl. W e
obtain a sam ple that lncludes 57 bursts. Am ong them , 49
of the bursts are taken from Barraud et al. (2003), A tteia
(2003), Sakam oto et al. (2004), Lamb et al. (2003a, b,
2004),and the HETE {2 W €b site. TheirE , values are de-
rived from spectral ttings. P leasenote that theE , values
of GRB 010923, 011216, and 021004 presented in B arraud
et al. (2003) are Incorrect, and they are taken from Lamb
et al. (2003a, b, 2004). For the other eight bursts, GRB
030824, 030823, 030725, 030913, 030528, 030519, 030418,
and 030416, only uences in the energy bands of7{30 keVv
and 30{400 keV are available. For these bursts, we es—
tin ate their E, by their spectral hardness ratios, which
arede ned asR = S30 400 keV =57 30 kev - Since the spec—
tra ofGRBs/XRFscan bewell tted by the Band function
Band et al. 1993) w ith sim ilar spectral ndices K ppen et
al. 2003;Barraud et al. 2003), theirE, should be propor-
tionaltoR . A best tto the data presented In Barraud et
al. (2003) deriveslogEp = (1:52 005)+ (0:92 0:07) logR
w ith a linear coe cient of 0.93 and a chance probability
p < 00001 W = 32, wihout considering GRB 010923,
011216, 0r 021004) . W e thus estin ate the E, values ofthe
above eight bursts by using this relation.

W e show theE, distrdbbution in a range of logE ,=keV =
06 30 wih a step 0£023 for these bursts In Figure 1a.
Tt is found that the distrbution has three peaks at 30,
160, and 450 keV . W e note that the peaks 0of 160 and 450
keV seem to be embedded in one peak, and the gap at
E, = 275 keV is lkely to be fake. The spectral analysis
for a bright BATSE GRB sam pl by P reece et al. (2000)
has shown that the E, values are clustered at 100-1000
keV wih a peak of 250 keV (the dotted line in panel
(@) of Figure 1). W e thus suspect that the peaks of 160
keV and 450 keV are likely to be embedded in one peak
which is sim ilar to that of BATSE GRB sampl. If the
case really show s one peak, the E , distributions observed
by HETE {2 and by BATSE in the range of 100 1000
keV should be consistent. W e exam ine this hypothesis
by a Kom ogorov-Sm imo (K -S) test Presset al 1997,
p617). The result of the K S test is described by a statis-
tic of Px s : a anallvalie ofPx s indicates a signi cant
di erence between two distributions Px s = 1 indicates
that two distrbutions are identical, and Px g < 0:0001
suggests that the consistency of two distributions should
be refcted; eg., Bloom 2003). W e obtain Px 5 = 022,
indicating that the consistency of the tw o distributions is
acceptable. However, their di erence is still quite signif-
icant. This di erence m ight be due to a strong sam ple
selection e ect In the BATSE GRB sam pl presented by
Preeceetal. (2000),who considered only those burstsw ith
total uence 5 10 ° ergsan 2 orpeak uxeshigher
than 10 photons an 2 s! i a 1.024 s tinescale. To
avoid such a sam pl selection e ect, we further com pare
the distrbutions of the hardness ratios of HETE 2 bursts
and BAT SE bursts In Figure 1b. In F igure 1b, the BAT SE
GRB sam ple ncludes all of the long-duration bursts w ith-
out any sam ple selection e ect (1213 events, from BAT SE
Current Catalog). A K {S test to the two distrdbutions in
the rangeoflogR = 03 15 derivesPg g = 0:95, strongly
suggesting a consistency between the two distrbutions in
that range. Thus, we suggest that the E, distriution
in 100{1000 keV should form one sol peak, centering at

160 250 kev.

Thepeak ofE, 30keV orR 1 seem sto be a unigue
one. A sharp cuto occurson its keft side. Thism ight be
caused by the Iim it of HETE 2. H ence, w e suggest that the
E, distrdoution should exhibit another peak of an energy
< 30 kev .

Based on the above analysis, we propose that the E
distribution of GRBs/XRF s is a bim odal one, peaking at
an energy < 30 keéV and 160 250 keV.

3. MPLICATIONS FOR THE JET STRUCTURE AND
UNIFIED MODELSOF GRBS/XRFS

The observed bimodal distrbbution of E, for
GRBs/XRFs m ight strongly constrain the gt structure
m odels of GRBs/XRFs.

From E is;s2 Ep;Z T+ Z)]ZI w here Eiso;s20 =
E =102 ergs and E,, = E,=10° keVv @Amati et al
2002; Lloyd-Ronning & Ram irez-Ruiz 2002; Atteia 2003;
Sakam oto et al. 2004; Lamb et al. 2003a, b, 2004;
Liang, Dai & W u 2004; Yonetoku et al. 2004), and
Eisx;s2 1 cos 5) = 0133,where jisthe gtopeningangle
Frailet al. 2001; Panaitescu & Kum ar 2001; P iran et al.
2001;Bloom et al. 2003; Berger, Kukami, & Frail 2003),
we can derive

= arccos 1 & : @)
I Epo@+ 2)F

In the uniform gt m odel, one expects that both XRFs
and GRBs should cbey Eq. (1). However, this relation
cannot sin ply extend to any burstswih E, (1+ z) < 35
keV , because ofthe Iim it of ;< =2. The redshifts ofthe
two extrem ely soft XRFs, 020903 and 030723, are 0251
(Soderberg et al. 2003) and lss than 21 Fynbo et al
2004), respectively; but their E, values are less than 20
keV .The two XRF s violate this relationship . In addition,
the uniform £tm odelm ay not accom m odate the observed
bin odaldistribution ofE .

A quastuniversal G aussian-type £t model may also
presentauni ed picture orGRB s/XRF s. Lloyd-Ronning,
D ai, & Zhang (2003) found that thism odelcan reproduce
the relation ofthe equivalent{isotropic energy to the view —
ing angle, and Zhang et al. (2004a) further showed that
the current GRB/XRF prom pt em ission/afterglow data
can be described by this m odel (or sin ilarly structured
Bt) wih a typicalopening angke of 6 and wih a stan-
dard Bt energy of 10°! ergs. However, the observed
bin odal distribution of E, is di cul to be explained by
thism odel.

A ccording to the equivalent-isotropic energy{E, rela—
tionship discovered recently by Amatiet al. 002), the
bin odalE distribution seem s to in ply a tw o-com ponent
structure of GRB/XRF Fts. To investigate whether or
not thism odelcan reproduce the observed bin odaldistri-
bution of E,, we m ake a sin ple sin ulation analysis. W e
describe the energy per solid angle of the two{com ponent
m odelby two G aussian Fts,

L+ e v22); @)

where , isthe view ng angle m easured from the gt axis,

o Is the maxinum value of energy per solid angl, is
the ratio of E i3, In the wide com ponent to narrow com —
ponent, and ; and ; are characteristic angular w idthes



of the narrow and w ide com ponents, respectively. Since
E, / °®,the cbserved E, should be given by

Ep=Epol+z)le *2i+ e v25)12: (3

Sin ilar to LloydRonning, Dai, & Zhang (2003) and
Zhang et al. (2004), we assum e that the two com po—
nents are quasiuniversal, where \quasi" m eans that the
param eters of this m odel have a dispersion but are not
Invariable. W e perform a sinpl M onte Carlo sin ulation
analysis w ith the distrdbutions of these param eters. The
probability of cbserving a GRB/XRF with . is propor-
tional to sin . One can expect this probabiliy to be
random . Thus, we assum e that sin , is uniform Iy dis-
tribbuted in the range of0{1. TheE; ( distrdbbution should
bem ainly determ ined by a bright GRB sam ple. Since the
observed E, for bright BATSE GRBs are narrow ly clus-
tered at 200 400 keV and since them easured redshift dis—
tribution is around 1, we take the di erential distribution
ofEy; o as that of E, for the bright GRB s, but centered
at IogE;0 = 280 (ie., Ep;0 = 630 keV ), which is given
by w (logEp;) = 0018expf 2[(logEp; 2:80)?F045%g,
w here the coe cient 0.018 is a nom alized constant. W e
assum e that the redshift distrbbution is the sam e as the
one of Bloom (2003), who assum ed that the burst rate as
a function of redshift is proportionalto the star form ation
rate, and who presented the observed redshift distribution
Incorporating observationalbiases m odel SF1 from Por-
ciani& M adau 2001 isused in thiswork). W e also restrict
z 435 because the largest z is 4.5 In our present GRB
sam pl. For 1 and , we cannot reasonably m odel their
distrbutionsw ith the present data, and thuswe sin ply es—
tim ate their values as follow s. Since the m ean value ofthe
£t opening angles of 16 GRB s presented In Bloom et al.
(2003) is  0:15 rad (without considering the eight GRB s
whose Im its of £t opening angles are presented), we take

1 0:15 rad. Based on the results shown in Figure 1,
we have = EiSO;XRF:EjSO;GRB r 10 147 . The 2 is the
m ost poorly understood am ong these param eters. W e ket
it be an adjustable variablewih a Imitof , > ;. In our
sin ulation analysis, we take , = 0:32 rad (see below ).

W e sinulate a sam ple 0of10° GRBs/XRFs. O ur sin ula-
tion analysisprocedure is described as ollow s. To derive a
value of param eter x for a given burst (x isone ofEy;, z,
and ), we st derive the accum ulative probability dis—
tributions of these param etersP (x) (0 < P (x) 1), then
generate a random numberm (0 < m 1), and nally ob—
tain the value of x from the Inverse function ofP X) = m ;
ie, x =P ! ). The values of ; and are xed at
0.15 rad and 10 77, respectively. The valie of , is an
adjustable variablewih a limit of , > ;. We nd that

2 = 032 rad can roughly reproduce the E distribution
shown in Figure1. W e calculate the E , foreach sim ulated
GRB/XRF with the above param etersusing Eq. (3). The
E, distrdbution is shown in Figure 2. W e nd that the
distrbution isbin odalw ith peaksof 15and 200 kev
and wih a valley at 50 keV . These results show that
the tw oG aussian gt m odelcan roughly reproduce the bi-
m odal distribution ofthe cbserved E .

In our sinulation, we do not consider any instru-
m ent threshold setting. The energy bandpass of HETE {
2/FREGATE is7{400keV .From Figurel,we nd a sharp
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cuto at ogEp=keV = 13 (ie, Ep, = 20 keV), which
is close to the lowest end of the HETE {2 energy band-
pass. This E, value m ight re ect the e ective threshold
of HETE {2. W e roughly estim ate the ratio of cbservable
GRBs to XRFs for HETE {2 wih this threshold in our
sin ulation analysis, and nd that this ratio isabout22:1.
Thisisin a good agreementwith HETE {2/FREGATE ob-
servations GOHETE {2GRBsand 18 XRFsintheHETE {
2/FREGATE samplk).

4, CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSION

W e have studied the observed E, distrdbution of 57
HETE-2/FREGATE bursts, and discuss its in plications
for the Pt structure m odels. C om bining the cbserved E
distribbution of HETE2 GRBs/XRF sw ith that of BAT SE
GRBs, we suggest that the observed E, distribbution of
GRBs/XRFs is bin odal with peaks of < 30 keV and

160 250 keV . A coording to the recently{discovered
equivalent-isotropic energy{E, relationship, we nd that
the bin odal distrbution can be explained by the two{
com ponentm odelof GRB /XRF ®ts. A sin ple sin ulation
analysis show s that this structured £t m odeldoes roughly
reproduce the bin odal distrbution with peaks of 15
keVv and 200 kev.

The peak of 15 keV in the sinulated E[ distribu-
tion is key evidence for the two{ com ponent gt m odel. Tt
is near the lowest end of the energy bandpass of HETE —
2/FREGATE .Fortunately, HETE 2 provides a weak clue
to this peak. A m ore sensitive nstrum ent than HETE {2
w ith an energy bandpass1 50 keV is required to further
con m this peak. Swift, which covers an energy band of
02{150keV Wwem ark thisregion in F igure 2 w ith diagonal
lines)? is expected to provide a key test for it.

Sim ulations ofthe propagation and eruption of relativis—
tic $ts in m assive W olfR ayet stars by Zhang, W oosky,
& Heger (2004b) show that an erupting £t has a highly
relativistic, strongly collin ated core, and a m oderately
relativistic, less energetic cocoon. The cocoon expands
and becom es visble at larger angles. T he energy ratio of
the cocoon to the core In their sinulation is about one
order. From our simulation resuls, we nd that it is

Epers=Epxrr)? (1= 2)? 40, being roughly consis—
tent w ith their results. T heir sin ulations seem to support
the two-com ponent £t model. W e have noted that the
ability ofthe cocoon to cause an XRF depends sensitively
on its Lorentz factor, which is detem ined by the degree
ofm ixing between the £t and envelopem aterial. M atzner
(2003) argued that thism ixingm ight be di cult to resolve
In num erical sim ulations.

A two-com ponent £t was suggested to be universal for
GRB/XRF phenom ena In this Letter, based on them ulti-
wavelength observations of GRB 0303029 Berger et al
2003; Sheth et al. 2003) and the bimn odal distribution
of E,. Tt should be pointed out that other Ft models
such as uniform +ts and single-com ponent-universal gts
were proposed to explain num erous observations on the
afterglow s and som e correlations (e4g., Lamb et al. 2003b;
LloydRonningetal. 2004; Lloyd-Ronning & Zhang 2004).
T hus, one would expect strong evidence show ing which &t
m odel ism ore reasonable.
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Fig. 1. Observed Ep fpanel (@)] and hardness ratio fpanel (o) ] distrbutions ofem HETE-2/FREGATE GRBs/XRFs. In panel (@),
the dashed line is the observed E, distribution of a bright BAT SE GRB sam ple taken from P reece et al. (2000). In panel (b), the dashed
line is the observed hardness ratio distribution of all long-duration BAT SE G RB s w ithout any sam ple selection e ect (from BAT SE Current
C atalog) .
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Fig. 2 | Simulated E distribution of the tw o-quasi-universal G aussian kt m odel. T he diagonal line region is the energy band of Swift.



