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ABSTRACT

We study the distribution of the durations of gamma-ray tsu(6RBSs) in the unified model of short and
long GRBs recently proposed by Yamazaki, loka, and NakanMoate Carlo simulations show clear bimodal
distributions, with lognormal-like shapes for both shartldong GRBs, in a power-law as well as a Gaussian
angular distribution of the subjets. We find that the bimagabmes from the existence of the discrete emission
regions (subjets or patchy shells) in the GRB jet. To expigliver temporal properties of short and long GRBs,
the subjet parameters should depend on the angle in the yatole

Subject headings: gamma rays: bursts — gamma rays: theory

1. INTRODUCTION observed light curve. This is an extreme case of an inhomo-

The durations of gamma-ray bursts (GRBs) observed bydeneous jet model (Nakamiira 2000; Kumar & Hiran_2000).
BATSE show a bimodal distribution, which has led to a classi- L€t uS consider a subjet with the opening half-angleswp
fication of GRBs into two groups: bursts witly durations< moving with Lorentz factor , observed from the viewing
2's are called short GRBs, and those with duratierss are ~ an9le . Because of relativistic effects, the subjet emission
called long GRBs [(Kouveliotou et’dl._1993. McBreen et al. PeCOmes dim and soft when is larger than — sup+ =
1994). If Tyo directly reflects the active time of the progen- (Iolfa& Naka.mur.c 2001). Tf‘legfec“".e a'f‘gu'af size of its
itor of the GRB, different origins of short and long burste ar €Mission region is ( suo* ), which is larger than the
implied, such that the former arise from the binary neutron geometrical size of  su". For the multiple subjet case,
star mergers while the latter arise from the collapse of mas-the crucial parameter is the multiplicityi) of the effective
sive stars (e.d. Mészarbs 2DD2; Zhang & Més¥aros|2004). emission regions along a line of sight . If many subjets point

The short and long bursts roughly consist of 25% and towardus (i.e.ns 1) the eventlooks like along GRB, while
75%, respectively, of the total BATSE GRB popula- if asingle subjet points toward us (i.es= 1) the event looks
tion. We should regard these fractions as comparable,like a short GRB. _
considering possible instrumental effects on the statis- Below we give a typical set of parameters for the tempo-
tics. If these two phenomena arise from essentially ral and spatial configurations of the GRB jet to demonstrate
different origins, the similar number of events is just Whichtype of eventis observed dependingenWe suppose

by chance. However, some observations have suggesteéhatNot subjets are launched from the central engine of the
that the short GRBs are similar to the long GRBs (e.g., GRB randomly in time and directions and that the whole jet

Germany et al. [ 2000;[ T azzati, Ramirez-Ruiz, & Ghisellini consists of these subjets. We introduce a spherical caatelin
2001; [Nakar&Pirdn [2002; [ Lambetal. [_2003; system(#;") in the central engine frame, where the origin
Ghirlanda, Ghisellini, & Celoiti [ 2004). Motivated by is the location of the central engine, afd- 0 is the axis of
these facts,_Yamazaki, Ioka, & Nakanlura (2004b) proposedthe whole jet. The axis of thgth subjet § = 1; wot); N
a unified model of short and long GRBs, even including denoted by£®;” @), while the direction of the observer is de-
X-ray flashes (XRFs) and X-ray—rich GRBs, and showed r_loted()by {obsi” obs)- We suppose that thigh subjet departs at
that it is possible to attribute the apparent differences of timetge,from the central engine and emits at radissr” and
the light curves and spectra of these four kinds of events totimet = tggp+r“>= Oc¢. The departure time of each subjggp
the different viewing angles of the same GRB jet. This is a is assumed to be homogeneously random betweed and
counter-argument against the current standard scenatfi@of  t =tg,,, wherety,, is the active time of the central engine mea-
origins of short and long GRBs. _ _ sured in its own frame and is settig, = 20 s. The emission

In this paper, we perform Monte Carlo simulations to show model for each subjet is the same as the uniform jet model
that our unified quel naturally leads the b|m0dal d.IStI’Ibu- in Yamazaki, loka, & Nakamura (2003a). For simplicity, all
tion of theTgo durations of GRBs. The paper is organized as the subjets are assumed to have the same intrinsic lumjnosit
follows. In §[2 we begin with a brief review of our unified and opening half-angle ® =002 rad, and the other prop-
model of short and long GRBs. THgo duration distribution  grties are ® =100.r9 =3 183cm. 9=-1. 9 =-25

is calculated in §13. Sectid 4 is devoted to discussions. and h % =500 keV for allj. The opening half-angle of

the whole jet is set to =03 rad. We randomly spread
2. UNIFIED MODEL OF SHORT AND LONG GRBS Niot = 350 subjets following the angular distribution function
We briefly describe our unified model of short and long of the subjets as
GRBs (for details, see Yamazaki, loka, & Nakanmura 2004b).
We assume that the GRB jet is not uniform but made up of dN n(#;") = Nei 0< # < dcj (1)

multiple subjets, and that each subjet causes a spike in the d No(#=#c)2; #c< #< #p;

Electronic addres$: toma@tap.scphys.kyoto-uJac.jp where #, = ot~ s and #; = 002 rad (see also
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FIG. 1.— Angular distribution of\tot = 350 subjets confined in the whole
GRB jet in our simulation. Each subjet is located accordmthe power-law
distribution function of ed[{1). The whole jet has an opgnialf-angle of
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FIG. 2.— Observed light curves in the 50-300 keV band for theslioke
sight shown in FiglIL: A wittns = 1 (upper left), B with ns = 2 (upper right),
C with ns = 15 (ower left), and D withns = 97 (ower right). The sources are

located az= 1. TheTyg durations are 5 s for A, 141 s for B, 254 s for C,
and 378 s for D.

tot = 03 rad. The subjets have the same intrinsic luminosity andioge
half-angles  gyp= 0902 rad, and the other properties are 100,r =3
108%cm, g=-1, g=-25 and h % =500keV. The effective angular
size of the subjets are represented by the solid circledewte whole jet is
represented by the dashed circles. The examples of lineégtafsand B are
shown in the figure, while C is located ai)(04 rad,0904 rad) and D is close
to the center of the whole jet.
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Rossi, Lazzati & Re€s 2002; Zhang & Meszaros 2002). Fig-

ure[d shows an example of the angular distribution of the

effective emission regions of the subjets in our calcufatio 10 +

Most of the subjets are concentrated near#he0 axis (i.e.,

the multiplicity in the centens  100). For our adopted pa-

rameters, isolated subjets exist near the edge of the wéiple j

and there are some directions in which no subijet is launched.
Figurel2 shows examples of the observed light curves in the

50-300 keV band, each of which corresponds to the lines of

sight A, B, C, and D in FigurEl1l. The coordinatgs;’ obs)

of Cis (-004 rad004 rad), and D is close to the center of

the whole jet. If many subjets point in the direction of threeli

of sight, such as in the cases of & € 15) and D s = 97),

we see a spiky temporal structure. In the case ofB=(2),

the event consists of the distinct emission episodes. Thessified as XRFs or X-ray—rich GRBs, which are observed when

are identified as long GRBs. If only one subjet points to- all subjets are viewed off-axis.

ward us, like in the case of An{ = 1), the contributions to Figure [ shows the distribution ohs in our simu-

the observed light curve from the other subjets are neddigib |ation. The multiplicity ns is roughly proportional to

because of relativistic beaming effect, so that the observe n(#,ps;’ on). Then the distribution ofis is given byP(ns) /

gamma-ray fluence and duration are both about a hundredtiin(#,p)(d#opse=dns) 112 (Fig.[3, dashed line). We first con-

of the typical values of long GRBs. These are quite similar to sider theTg, distribution in the case in which the redshifts of

the characteristics of short GRBs. In addition, when the lin all the sources are fixed at= 1 for simplicity. The result

of sight is away from any effective subjet regions (irg 5 0), is shown in Figur€l4. One can see a bimodal distribution of

the soft and dim prompt emission is observed because of rel-Ty, clearly. Which type of burst is observed, long or short,

ativistic Doppler effect and beaming effect, which is iden- depends oms, and the distribution ohs is unimodal. Then

tified as an XRF or an X-ray—rich GRB _(loka & Nakamura why does the distribution of the duration become bimodal?

2001;| Yamazaki, loka, & Nakamuiia 2002, 2003a, 2004a,b; The reason for the scarcity of the events for TTgo< 10 s

Yamazaki, Yonetoku, & Nakamura 2003b). is as follows. Let us first consider the event with= 1. In

this case thdlgg duration does not vary significantly around
025swheny< g, Which is determined by the angular
We perform Monte Carlo simulations to show that our uni- spreading time of a subjet. As the viewing angle increakgs,

fied model can explain the observed bimodal distribution of increases (loka & Nakamiika 2001). Whens ~ supt+ 3,

Too durations of GRBs. We fix the subjets’ configuration however, the emission becomes soft and dim, so that the event

as in Figurelll. We vary only the line of sight of the ob- will not be detected as a GRB (Yamazaki, loka, & Nakarnura

server and calculate th&o duration for each observer in  [2002]/20034; Yamazaki, Yonetoku, & Nakamiura 2003b). The

the 50-300 keV band. We generate 2000 lines of sight with Ty, takes a maximum value of 0:75 s when, st L

0 < #ops < 035 rad according to the probability distribution \We confirm thahs = 1 for aimost allTeg < 1 s events. Next let

of sin#obsd#onsd’ obs: We then select only hard events, whose us consider thes = 2 case. The example of the light curve for

observed hardness ratio %2 - 30 keV)=§30-400 keV)< this case is FigulEl® and theTgg is 14.1 s. Thelgg duration

10795 (Sakamoto et al. 20D4). The other soft events are clas-is roughly given by the interval between the arrival times of

Number

FiG. 3.— Distribution of multiplicity ns for the angular distribution of the
subjets of Fig[L. The dashed line represents the analyitahate of the
ns? line (see text).

3. DISTRIBUTION OF Tgp DURATION
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FIG. 4.— Typ duration distribution in the 50-300 keV band of hard events
with observed fluence rati§(2-30 keV)=30-400 keV)< 10°5. The jet
model is the power-law. All sources are locatedzat1l. The dashed line
represents the analytical formula for the long GRBs, giveedp [A3).
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FiG. 5.— Same as Fig 4 but the source redshifts are varied dogaithe
cosmic star formation rate(see text for details). Both shod long GRBs
look like lognormal distributions.
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FIG. 6.— ON time duration distribution in the 50-300 keV band of hard
events with observed fluence ra2 - 30 keV)=S(30-400 keV)< 10705,
We calculate thedN time duration as the time during which the emission
is larger than 10% of the peak flux. The subjet distributiogii&en by the
power-law form. The source redshifts are varied accordirthe cosmic star
formation rate.
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In reality, we should take into account the source redshift
distribution. We assume that the rate of GRBs is in proportio
to the cosmic star formation rate. We adopt the model SF2 in
Porciani & Madaul(2001), in which we take the standard cos-
mological parameters of y =03 and = 0%7. Figurelb
shows the result. The distribution is again clearly bimodal
and the shapes of the short and long GRBs look like lognor-
mal distributions. The ratio of the number of short and long
GRBs is about 2 : 5 in this case as well. The dispersion of the
lognormal-like distribution seems relatively small cormgza
to the observations. This is ascribed to simple modeling in
this paper. We fix the jet configuration and use the same in-
trinsic properties of the subjets. If we vagy, for each source
and @ for each subjet randomly, for example, the dispersion
of lognormal-likeTgo duration distribution will increase from
the general argument that the dispersion of the lognormsal di

two pulses. Since the two pulses arrive sometime in the rangeribution increases with the increase of the number of the as

0 < Tobs< Taur, WhereTg,, is the active time of the central en-
gine measured in the observer’s framgy = (1+2)tq,r =40 s,

the mean interval is 40/3=13.3 s. This means that the duratio

of the ng = 2 event is much longer than that fog = 1. For
Ns
example is FigurEl2for ng= 15, withTgg = 254 s. This is the
reason we have few events fok1Tgg < 10 s. The maximum
value of Tgg is  Tur. For the long bursts, the distribution

3, the mean duration is longer than 13.3 s. The typical

sociated random variables (loka & Nakamura 2002). In more
realistic modeling the observed dispersion will be reprzil

4. DISCUSSION

We have investigated thi, duration distribution of GRBs
under the unified model of short and long GRBs proposed
bylYamazaki, loka, & Nakamura (2004b), and found that the
model can reproduce the bimodal distribution observed by

function of Tgg durations can be derived from a simple proba- BATSE. In our model, the crucial parameter is the multipjici
bility argument (see the AppendiX A for details). The dashed (n) of the subjets in the direction of the observer. The dura-

line in Figurel? represents the analytical formula of ecprati
(&2). On the other hand, the distribution function of thesho
bursts seems to be too complicated to calculate analyticall
since it sensitively depends on the jet configurations, susch
the angular distribution and the intrinsic properties @f $ib-
jets.

tion of anns = 1 burst is determined by the angular spreading
time of one subjet emission, while that ofan 2 burstis de-
termined by the time interval between the observed firstgpuls
and the last one. These two different time scales natuesdly |

a division of the bursflgy durations into the short and long
ones. We also performed a similar calculation for a Gaussian

The ratio of events of the short GRBs and the long distribution,n(#;’ ) =n.exp —(#=#.)?=2 , and found that the

GRBs is about 2 : 5, which can be explained as follows Ty, duration distribution is bimodal in the same way as for the
(Yamazaki, loka, & Nakamura 2004b). The event rate of the power-law subjet model.

long GRBs is in proportion to the effective angular size & th
central corefeert®  (0d5rad), wherens 2. The eventrate

of the short GRBs is in proportion dd( s+ ~1)?, where

Let us make another comparison of our model with BATSE
data. | Mitrofanov et al.| (1998) have computed the distribu-
tion of the observed pulse number (denotedrigyin their

M is the number of isolated subjets in the envelope of the paper) and found that it is unimodal. If thrg distribution

core andvi
rates of the short and long GRBs becorMfs s+ 1)?:

10 in our present case. Then the ratio of eventwere compared with theg distribution, our model might be

compatible with the observations, although some long GRBs
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events with peak flux larger than 3 10% of the maximum

80 | peak flux in our simulation. The result is shown in Figlte 7,
in which we find that the effect of the peak flux cut off con-
tributes to the bimodality of then time duration distribution.

5 60 At present, the observationally inferred bimodality @f
= time duration is not explained in our current model, in which
3 40¢ all the subjets have the same intrinsic luminosity, the same
opening half-angle, the same gamma factor, the same emis-
20| sion radius, and so on. This is an extreme modeling for sim-
ple calculation. In reality, they may depend on the off-axis
0 angle in the whole jet; so may the pulse widths. Furthermore,

0.01 0.1 1 10 100 Nakar & Piran (2002) investigated the pulse widths of GRBs
using 2 ms time resolution and report that short GRBs also
_ S 7 _ consist of several pulses. This can be incorporated into our
a:sll?rhgd; bzfi’)m_e Ai?_'i'g;éﬁ:‘)tfgh; l”g!‘;'fag’?rzr&gﬁ)'t}’z(zigzg‘){*? model by assuming that a subjet radiates successive emsssio
for 045 rad< # < #p, whereAg is in arbitrary unit. Then we only take the ra.ther than one InStantaneo.us e_m|55|on. The.n the pUISB widt
events with peak flux larger than 3107* of the maximum peak flux that has with 64 .ms reSOIUUO,n (Wh|Ch IS USFT'd n Mitrofanov et ‘T"l'
appeared in the calculation. The dashed line represents2 events. 1998) will be determined by the active time of the subijet.
If the pulse widths from the subjets in the central part are

larger than those in the periphery, the bimodalityoeftime

On-time duration (sec)

80 ‘ ‘ ‘ duration distribution can be explained. For example, we as-
sume that the emission radit8 is larger for the core region
60 | than for the periphery. Figuilld 8 is the result, which shows
. the bimodal-like distribution. Therefore, as we show in two
3 examples (Figdl7 ard 8), some modifications of our model
E 407 contribute to the bimodality of then time duration, so that
z the current observedn time duration distribution is not in-
20t consistent with our model. We hope that in the future more
sophisticated modeling will reproduce the obsereedime
duration distribution.
0 ‘ ‘ ) It has commonly been said that the observed bimodal dis-
0.01 0.1 1 10 100 tribution of theTgg durations of BATSE bursts shows the dif-
On-time duration (sec) ferent origins of short and long GRBs. However, the bimodall
Fic. 8.— Same as Fidd6, but the emission raditis of each sub- distribution is also available as a natural consequenceiof o
jet is assumed to be® =3 10 cm for # < 045 rad andr® = 3 unified model of short and long GRBs. The clear prediction
10*(#=045)® cm for 045 rad< # < #p. The source redshifts are fixed of our unified model is that short GRBs are associated with
asz=1. The solid line represents all the events, while the dhéhe repre- energetic supernovae (SNe), since the association of |Dﬂg d

sentsn, 2 events. ration GRBs with SNe is strongly suggestéd (Galamalet al.

1998; Stanek et dl. 2003; Hiorth eflal. 2003; Della Valle &t al
_ _ . _ . 12003). Indeed, one of the short GRBs shows possible associ-
are identified as, = 1 events. They also derive the distri- ation with a SN [(Germany etldl. 2000). Even if the SNe are
bution of theon time duration—defined as the time during not identified with short GRBs because of some observational
which the emission is larger than 40% of the peak flux— reasons, we predict that the spatial distribution of shétB&
and found it bimodal. Furthermore, they argue that the meanin host galaxies should be similar to that of the long GRBs.
pulse widths of short and long GRBs are different. On the Another prediction is that short GRBs have the same total ki-

other hand, we computes tb@ time duration distri_butio_n in netic energies as |Ong GRBs, which m|ght be confirmed by
the context of our theoretical model and found it unimodal radio calorimetryl(Berger et Al. 2003).

(see FigI[b), which is expected since the pulse widths are

almost the same. However, there are several observational

implications that the distances to short GRBs detected with We are grateful to the referee D. Lazzati for instructive
BATSE are smaller than those of long GRBs (e.g., Tavani comments. We would like to thank T. Piran for useful discus-
1998 Ghirlanda, Ghisellini, & Celatti 20D4), althoughstis sions. This work was supported in part by a Grant-in-Aid for
controversial. Then the observed pulse widths for short andthe 21st Century COE “Center for Diversity and Universality
long GRBs might be different because of the redshift factor. in Physics” and also by Grants-in-Aid for Scientific Reséarc
To give an example, let us assume that the intrinsic lumiposi of the Japanese Ministry of Education, Culture, Sports; Sci
of each subijet in the core region of the whole jetis largentha ence, and Technology 05008 (R. VY.), 14047212 (T. N.), and
that in the periphery of the whole jet and count only the GRB 14204024 (T. N.).

APPENDIX

ANALYTICAL ESTIMATE OF THE INTRINSIC Tgo DISTRIBUTION OF THE LONG BURSTS

In this Appendix we derive the analytical distribution faion of the Tgg durations of the long GRBs when all sources are
assumed to be &= 1. At first we consider for a givens( 2). Each subjet causes one pulse, whose shape-fiaction for
simplicity. In the present case the arrival time of the piditeen each subjet is random in the range Uops < Tqur. FOr a given
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Too, the first pulse is required to arrive withi,,—Tgo. The arrival time of the last pulse is determined as the flggafter the
first pulse. The rest of the pulses are required to arriveimttie range offlgg. Thus, the probability function dlfgg for a fixedng

is approximately given by

Prs(To0)dTeo = Ns(Ns—1)

For the power-law angular distribution of the subjets thatribution function o is proportional tans 2, so that we get

®
P(To0)dTeo /

ns=2

Ns 2P, (Too)dToo =

_ ng—2
Taur=Too  Teo dTeo (A1)
Taur Taur Taur
_ (Too=Taur) +[1 ~ (Too=Tau)] 10g[1 ~ (Too=Tqur)] dTeo (A2)

Too=Taur Tao

The distribution function of for the Gaussian angular distribution of the subjets candtaioed in a similar way.
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