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A bstract. W e reporton the X {ray observationsoftheX {
ray ash KRF) which occurred on 2002 April 27, three
daysbefreBeppoSA X wassw itched o .Theeventwasde—
tected with the BeppoSAX W ide Field Cam eras but not
wih the Gamma ray Burst M onitor. A follow-up cbser—
vation w ith the BeppoSAX Narrow Field Instrum entswas
soon perform ed and a candidate afterglow source was dis—
covered.W e present the resuls obtained.W e also include
the results obtained from the observationsoftheXRF eld
w ith the Chandra X {ray satellite. T he spectral analysis of
the prom pt am ission show s that the peak energy of the
EF ®) spectrum is lower than 5.5 keV, wih negligbl
spectral evolution. T he X {ray afterglow spectrum is con—
sistent w ith a power law m odelw ith photon index of 2,
while the 2{10 k&V ux fades as a power law w ih a de—
cay index 1:33.Both these Indices are typicalof GRBs.
A very margihalexcessat 4.5{5keV is found in the af-
terglow spectrum m easured by BeppoSAX .As form any
G RB s, the extrapolation ofthe 2{10 keV fading law back
to the tin e of the prom pt em ission is consistent w ith the
X {ray ux measured during the second part of the event.
W e estin ate a possble range of values of the redshift and
discussourresults in the light ofcurrentm odelsofX RF's.
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1. Introduction

Among the Fast X{ray Transients FXTs) detected
by the BeppoSAX W Jde Field Cameras W FC, 2{

tem poraland spectralproperties resem ble those ofthe X {
ray counterpartsofGamm a{Ray Bursts (GRBs),butwere
not detected by the Gamm a{Ray BurstM onior GRBM ,

F lJashes (XRFs T he classi catJon as XRF is comm only
extended to GRB {like events detected by HETE {2 show —
ing no signal above 30 keV J'n the FREGATE instru—

XRFs WJth respect to the other FXTs are their shorter
duration (from a few tens to a few hundreds of sec—
onds), their light curves, their non{them al and quickly
evolving spect:ta and thejr isotropic distrbution in the

is a m atter of debate: eJther they have a nature com -
pltely di erent from GRBs or they are very X {ray rich
GRBs, too soft to be detected by the utilized gamm a{
ray instrum ents. The second interpretation seem s to be
m ore consistent with the data. In fact, the extrapola-
tion to higher photon energies of the W FC spectra of
these events indicates that for allbut two XRF s the ex—
pected s:ignaljn the 40{700 keVv energy band isbelow the

ngpection of the CGRO /BATSE light curves in the 254

Send o print requests to:L.Am atiam ati@ bo dasf.enr.it

50 keV and 50{100 keV energy bands resulted in a pos—
J'rjye detection (>5 ) or 9 out of 10 XRF's observed

of XRFs as very soft GRBs, wih peak energies of the
EF (E) spectra which can be as Iow as a few keV, and
w ith peak uxes or uencesmuch higher in X {rays than
In gamm a{rays. Various explanations of the X {ray rich—
ness of these events have been proposed, orexam ple re—
ba]sz ith low Lorentz factorsduetoa hjgh baryon ]oadjng

The increasing number of XRF observations with
HETE-2 is providing in portant inform ation for the clar-
i cation of the phenom enon. The assum ption of high
redshift GRBs does not seem to be con mned by the
data. The detecljon of X {ray aﬂ:erg]ow anjssjon from

up observation of XRF 030723 CPngothn et al 2003)

[ N e

led to the discovery of opUcal €Fox et al. 2003) and

SN event at z = 025 is debated:based on inspections of
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the available optical and radio data ofthe eld, Gal{Yam
et al. (2002) suggest that the variable ob fct could be a
radio{loud AGN .

In this paper, we present and discuss the prom pt
and delayed em ission properties of XRF 020427 observed
w ith the BeppoSAX /W FC and GRBM instrum ents and
ollow ed-up w ith both BeppoSA X and Chandra satellites.

2.0 bservations

XRF 020427 was detected by BeppoSAX /W FC unit
2 on 2002 Aprl 27, at 034840 UT wih no signal
from the GRBM (Fig.d). Sin ultaneously, a sudden iono-
soheric disturbance lasting 60 sw ih an am plitude (@nd
therefore ionizing ux) com parable to that m easured on
1998 August 27 from the giant are from SGR1900+ 14

turbance on 2002 April 27 is associated w ith the XRF,
but if it is the XRF i should also have had a very in-
tense ux below 2 keV . Unfortunately, there are no soft
X {ray measuram ents available. XRF 020427 was local
Ized with an uncertainty of 3’ (@t 99% oon dence). &t
was classi ed as an X {ray Flash rather than a G alactic
X {ray burst because it failed to exhbit spectral soften—
ing during the decay, is relatively far from the Galac-
tic plane ( 442 ), and is not coincident with a known

get O fOpportuniy (TOO) observations ofthe W FC er—
ror circle were perform ed w ith the BeppoSAX / M edium
Energy Concentrator Spectrometer M ECS, 1.6{10 keV,

strum entswere sw tched on.TheTO O slasted from 112 to
153 hrs and from 54.9 to 60.7 hrs after the XRF .A pre—
viously unknown X {ray source was detected, designated
1SAX J22093{6519, at 20000 = 22809 23%; 50000 =
65°19°34%, 11" away from the centroid of the W FC er—

source decreased by a factorof 2 from the rstto the sec-
ond TOO, i was identi ed as the lkely X {ray afterglow
of XRF 020427.

Chandra observed XRF 020427 on 2002 M ay 6 and 14

calplane and w ith no grating. T hree previously unknow n
sources were detected within the M EC S{detem ned er-
ror circle of radius 1° of which one (CXO0U J220928 2{
651932) faded substantially from the rst to the second

source lying inside the M EC S error circle was detected
at 8.7 GHz wih the Australian radio telescope ATCA

@W_leringa et al._2002), but none of the three Chandra
sources had a position coincident w ith that of this radio
source. O ptical observations with HST on 2002 June 10
and w ith the VLT one day later show ed that the Chandra
source lies on the edge ofa 1.5% large galaxy w th V m ag—

niude 24:7 belonging to a group of three blue galaxies
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Fig.1l.Background subtracted light curve of XRF 020427
In the 2{28 ke&V (top) and 40{700 keV (oottom ) energy
bands. T he integration tim e ofeach bin is 1 s.

on a com bined analysis of the HST and Chandra im ages,
Bloom etal. (2003) infer an upper 1lim it for the redshift of
35.This IIm it was ne{tuned to 2.3 wih Gem ini South

of all X {ray observations of XRF 020427 is reported in
Tabkil.

W e performed the BeppoSAX data analysis by us—
ing standard reduction techniques and sofftware (see

______________ forthe M ECS). For
the spectral analysis of the MECS data we used an
in age extraction radiis of 3° and the standard back-
ground spectrum . T he public Chandra data were reduced
by usihg standard CIAO 22.1 procedures. The spectral
analysis was perform ed by using XSPEC version 112

at a 90% con dence kevel, except where otherw ise noted.

3.Results
3.1. P rom pt em ission

The light curve of XRF 020427 In the 2{28 k&V energy
band is shown in Fig. i together w ith the sin ultaneous
GRBM ratem eters in the 40{700 keV energy band. The
X {ray event exhbitstw o pulsesand a sn ooth decay w ith a
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Table 1. Log ofthe X {ray cbservations of XRF 020427

X {ray em ission from XRF 020427

Instrum ent Band Seconds from Exposure Source counts Average 2{10 keV ux
keVv ) XRF onset (s) (erg am 2gt )
BeppoSAX /W FC 2{28 0{60 60 4774 329 (97 07) 10 °
BeppoSAX /MECS 1.6{10 40320{55080 6834 41 9 @2 09) 10 *?
BeppoSAX /MECS 1.6{10 197640{218520 8044 <24® <21 10 V¥ ®
Chandma /ACIS{S® 03{7  770503{786408 13741 55 8 @1 o2) 10 *
Chandra /ACIS{S® 03{7 1453875{1470117 14568 23 6 @44 12) 10 *°

@) valies com puted by assum ing the best t spectralm odels (see Table 2_; and text)

® 3 upper lin is.

©) The values here reported refer to CXO U J220928 2{651932 and were derived from the Chandra public data archive (see

also Sect. 3).
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Fig.2.P rom pt em ission spectrum of XRF 020427 tted
w ith a power lJaw absorbed by the average G alactic colum n
density along the line of sight.

60 sduration, which istypicaloflong GRBs.N o signalis
detected In gam m a{rays.H owever an excess in the counts
ata ocon dence kevelof2:] appearswhen we com parethe
totald0{700 keV countsm easured during the X {ray event
w ith the background level.

The 2{28 keV average spectrum of XRF 020427 is
shown in Fi. :_2 Tt is well descrbed ( 2/dof= 9.6/26)
by a sinple power law absorbed by the average G alac—
tic hydrogen column density along the XRF direction
N 102° an ?), derived from radio maps

D ickey and Lockm an 1990), and with photon index
209" 2%, The extrapolation of this m odel to higher
energies is consistent w ith the 3 upper lim it to the 40{

700 keV event intensity for 2.05.By tting the W FC

frozen to 1 and the other spectral param eters E g,
and nom alization) free to vary, we get 240" 72

and Eo = 2:8"2), with an upper lin it of 5.5 keV to the

peak energy E, ofthe EF () spectrum . The sam e result
on E, isobtained by xing at lower values and requir-
Ingthe GRBM 3 upper lim it to be satis ed.No spectral
evolution during the event is seen in tim e resolved spectra.

From the spectral results, we derive 1 s peak uxes,

Fu 10 xev 19 03) 10% erg an 2 s! and
Fs osxev = B0 04) 10% egam ? s?,and u-
ences, Sy 10 kev @37 03) 107 erg am ? and
Sy 28 kev (58 04) 107 erg an ?, which lie n

the range found for GRB s detected wih the W FCs and

sum Ing the spectralm odelwhich best tstheW FC data,
wealso derive from the GRBM data 3 upper lim itsto the
1 speak uxesand uencesin gamm a{rays:F 40 700 xev <
6:6 108 ey an 2 s!, Fsgs00kev < 42

108 egan 2 s', 840 700kev < 48 107 egam 2,
Sso 300 kev < 31 107 erg an 2. From the X {ray
values and the GRBM upper lin its we derive the fol-

Iowing 3 lower Ilim is to the commonly used indica—

=F40 700 kev
=Fso

> 045,
045,
0:77,
120,
120.

F2 10 kev 300 kev

S2 10 kev =540 700 kev

S2 28 kev =540

>
>
700 kev >
>

S2 10 kev =550 300 kev

32. A flergow source detection

TheM ECS in ages accum ulated over the two BeppoSA X
TOOs in the 14{10 k&V energy range are shown in
Fjg.-'_ﬂ.TheX{ray afferglow source (I1SAX J2209.3{6519)
is clearly visble in the Image forthe rst TOO at an in—
tensity of 5.9 13) 10 ° cts/s (14{10 keV) whereas no
signi cant signal is detected in the second TOO above a
3 upper limi of 3.0 103 cts/s. This inplies a fading
by a factor > 2 from the epoch ofthe rst TOO to that
of the second one.

A's also reported by Fox (2002), the analysis of the
Chandra im ages reveals three sources Inside the MECS
error circle, the brightest of which, CX0OU J220928 2{
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Fig.3.BeppoSAX /MECS inages ofthe eld of XRF 020427 accum ulated during TOO 1 (kft panel) and TOO 2
(right panel) n the 1.4{10 keV energy band. T he error circle determ ined w ith the W FC is also shown in each im age.
T his contains a source fading by a factor > 2 from the 1st to the 2nd TOO ocbservation.
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Fig.4. Chandra /ACIS{S inage of the eld of

XRF 020427 in the 03{7 ke&V energy band accumu-
lated during TOO 1.The X {ray afterglow source, CXOU

J220928 2{651932, is that at the bottom {left side of the
In age.Thewhole shown region lies inside the X {ray after-
glow error circle determ ined w ith the BeppoSAX /M ECS.

651932, show sa decay by a factor 2.5 from the zsttothe
second C handra cbservation. In Fig.4 we show the AC IS{
S In age accum ulated over the rst Chandra TOO .From
the sum oftheir X {ray uxes <8 10 '* ergam 2 s?)
w e can state that the othertw o sourcesdo not signi cantly
contam Inate the X {ray ux m easurem entw ith theM ECS
of the afferglow source. T he totalphoton count and ux
m easured during each TO O are reported in Tab]e:_]: along
w ith those of the prom pt em ission.

3.3. A flfergow spectrum

TheMECS TOO 1and ACIS TOO 1 spectra are shown
n Fjgs.E and :_72, regpectively. A s can be seen from Fjg.g,
the Iow statistics do not allow m ore than 3 bins wih a
su cient number of counts/bin to allow the use of the

2 statistics. The t of this spectrum with an absorbed
N$ =29 10°°am ?) power law (see Tabk d) isonly
m arghally acceptable ( 2/dof = 5.1/1, null hypothesis
probability, NHP, = 0.02), which could be due to either
an excess count in the second energy bin (3.8{5 keV ) orto
a shortage count in the rstbin (1.6{3.8 keV).A ssum ing
the latter possibility, we perform ed a num ber of tsw ith
the colum n density xed at di erent values and the power
law param eters free to vary. T he result was that the best
description ofthe data ( 2/dof= 1.1/1) is obtained w ith
Ny = 28 10*®> an ? and photon index = 73%77.
W e note that such an high value of has never been

would bevery di cultto nd a physical interpretation for

it. M oreover, the high value of Ny , which could be due,
edg., to a very dense environm ent surrounding the source,
is largely inconsistent w ith that inferred from the W FC

spectralm easurem ents of the prom pt em ission (see Sect.
31).If, atematively, we try to tthe excess in the second
bin w ith a G aussian, the centroid ofthis isat 4:7° ) kev .
(H ow ever, this can be interpreted w ith extrem e caution).
W e evaluated the chance probability of this result by
m eans of num erical sim ulations. W e sim ulated 1000 spec—
tra by folding an absorbed power law photon spectrum

( = 20,Ny = NF) with the MECS response fiunc-
tion and adding P oisson noise.W e also took into account
the M EC S background.Each sin ulated spectrum was re—
binned exactly lke the m easured spectrum (3 bins).W e
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Table 2. Log of the spectral ts of the last pulse of the
prom pt em ission and of the X {ray afterglow w ih a pho-
toelectrically absorbed power law . T he energy band and
exposures are the sam e reported in Tab]e:_]:. T he quoted
uncertainties are at 90% con dence level

O bservation Ny
(1021 an 2)
P 0:31
prom pt em ission 029] 222735 14/8
(second pulse)
MECSTOO 1 0 29] 20775 51/1
ACIS{STOO 1 029] 15°02  47/2

found that in 11 cases out of 1000 the t wih an ab-
sorbed power law gave a “=dof 5:1=1, corresponding
to a chance probability of 0011 that the observed excess
in the second bin is due to chance.

By increasing the number of spectral bins the MECS
TOO 1 spectrum has the shape shown In Fjg.:_é, w hich
actually show sthat the excess is concentrated around 4 5{
5 keV . By subdividing the M ECS TOO 1 observation in
two parts, i tums out that the feature is observed only
in the st part.Also, it is ound in both spectra of the
M EC S telescope units, thus excluding that it is due to the
Instability of one of the detectors.

Fig.il shows the ACIS TOO 1 spectrum . No special
feature is apparent, even if the t wih a power law ab-—
sorbed by the average G alactic coimn density N ¢ (see
Tabk d) is not com pktely satisfactory ( 2=dof= 4:7=2,
NHP=0.09). Leaving Ny free, we obtaln a better t
( ?’=dof = 0:6=2), with a best t value of Ny higher
than N If but poorly constrained. T he photon index value
is consistent w ith that derived from the spectral analy—
sis of the rst BeppoSAX / M ECS observation. A Iso, the
best tparam etersofthe power law m odel for the prom pt
an ission spectrum (Sect. 3.1 and Tabl 2) are consistent,
w ithin statistical uncertainties, w ith those derived for the
afterglow em ission.

34. A ffergow tim e behavior

The 2{10 keV Iight curve ofthe X {ray afterglow is shown
in Fig. §. The gure also shows the tine pro ke of the
prom pt em ission in three tine bins and the W FC ux
upper lim is to the XRF am ission from 100 to 1000 s af-
ter the event onset, derived assum ing the spectralm odel
which best ts the average spectrum of the prom pt em is-
sion.

T he three points correspondingtoM ECS TOO 1 and
ACIS{Sdataarewell tbyapowerlaw F )/ t )with
adecay index =13005Y. In addition, the back extrapo—
lation ofthe afterglow decay law to the tin e ofthe prom pt
em ission is consistent w ith the last two W FC points, cor—
responding to the second pulse of the prom pt em ission,

—1
1073
T

counts s~ keV

data/model

Energy (keV)

Fig.5.MECS TOO 1 spectrum w ith only three spectral
bins In order to have a su cient num ber of counts/bin

to use the 2 m inim ization criterion. The best t curve
w ith a power law m odel absorbed by the average G alactic
hydrogen colum n density along the line of sight is shown.
An excess count above the power law m odel is apparent

in the second bin.
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Fig.6 . MECSTOO 1 spectrum w ih 6 bins. T he shape of
the excess n the 2nd bin ofFjg.E is shown. A Iso shown
is the t of the spectrum wih power law m odel plus a
G aussian.

and w ith the W FC upper lin its. Even though we cannot
exclude other possibilities, this extrapolation is consistent
w ith the indication, found for severalGRB s (eg.Frontera
et al. 2000b), that the afterglow em ission startsduring the
late part of the prom pt am ission. By including in the t
the two W FC points, we obtain =133 27,
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Fig.7.Analysisofthe ACIS{S TOO 1 spectrum : twih
a power law absorbed by the average G alactic hydrogen
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4 .D iscussion

The nature ofXRF s is still an open issue. A s discussed in
Sect. 1, even if the evidence ism ounting that XRF s are a
sub-classofG R B s, it is stilldebated w hether observational
properties m ainly X {ray richnessand peak energiesofthe
orderofa few keV or less) are due to intrinsic properties of
the rball eg.very Iow rballbulk Lorentz factorsdue
to high baryon loading), to a very large distance (z> 5), or
to collim ated GRB s seen at Jarge 0o  axis angles.

XRF 020427 o ers us the opportunity to 1lin some
detailsabout the XRF classproperties and constrain m od—
elsofX {ray ashes.Indeed, thisisthe rstXRF forwhich
a pint study of the prom pt and X {ray afterglow em is—
sion, up to about 17 days after the m ain event, is pre-
sented.W e discussbelow them ain distinguishing features
ofXRF 020427 and their theoretical im plications.

4.1.Common and distinguishing features of XREF 020427
with regpect to GRBs

The lower limit (12) to the ratio between the 2{
28 kev and 40{700 kev uences is signi cantly
higher tha“ the average Y?Jue _Pund for_ _n_OPB al
GRBs

for the
nam ely

softer prompt em ission sgpectrum than these events,
with Ep, < 55 keV (see Sect. 3.1). Also an association
wih the simultaneous Ionospheric disturbance (see
Sect. ;_2:) favors a very low E,. The E, upper lin it is
consistent w ith the low {energy tailofthe E distribution

f)und for a sample incliding both GRBs and XRFs

E, distribution ofGRB s as a function of their duration.
XRF 020427 show sX {ray afterglow em ission, likem ost
( 90% ) ofthe accurately ]oca]jzed and ollowed{up GRB S

_____________ Rem arkably,
the spectral and tem poral properties of the XRF after-
glow are sim ilar to those cf GRBs. The power law pho—
ton index, even though poorly determ ined ( = 2:0%727),
is not In contradiction with the mean valie found for

and the back extrapolation of the decay law to the tJm e

of the prim ary event is consistent with the late part
of the prom pt em Jss:Lon, as found for many GRBs (4g.

Both the (ext.tapo]ated) 2{10 keV uence of the af-
terglow in the tim e interval from 60 s to 10°s (5:4%'7
107 ergan ?) and ks matio (146 0:32) to that of the
prom pt em Jss:lonmthesameenergyband aremt'herange

theless, the lower Iim it to the ratio (1.13) be’cﬂeen the
2{10 keV afterglow uence and the gamm a{ray (40{700
keV) uence ofthe prom pt em ission ism uch greater than

the values typically bund forGRBs,which range ﬂom few

percent to  30% (eg.Erontera et al. 2000b

Indicate that XRF s are events In which reba]l Intemal
shocks, thought to be responsble for m ost of the GRB

prom pt em ission, are poorly e clent, whereas the exter-

nal shock (s) generating the afferglow em ission work w ith
the sam e e ciency as ornom alGRBs.

4 2.Redshift and energetics of XRFE 020427

As discussed In Sect. 2, a redshift upper lim it of 2.3
has been estin ated for the candidate host galaxy of

ray data we derive fiirther redshift constraints for this
XRF event.

A possble estin ate derives from the relationship for
GRB s between the intrinsic peak energy of the EF E)
spectrum , E'l (ot to be confiised with the observed
peak en_er_g_y_]:: ),_and the isotropically radiated energy,

_____________ . This relationship may very
well apply to XREFE's, as exem pli ed by XRF 020903 and
XRF 030723, thhe estin ates of theJr redshlﬂ: are true

observed peak energy, E, < 535 keV (see Sect. ._3;], ’
the E} vs. E aq relation is satis ed for z<01{02, w ith
Erpg < 05 15) 10°° erg.

A lso from the peak lum inosity versus variability cor-
relation found by Vetere et al. (2003) we can derive a red—
shift estim ate. Using a sam ple of GRBs sin ultaneously
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points (asterisks) correspond to the average ux m easured during the prom pt em ission, the third point (diam ond) to
the average ux measured by the M ECS during the rst BeppoSAX TOO, and the last two data points (trianglks)
to the average uxesm easured by AC IS{S during the two Chandra TO O s. T he two upper lm its around 500 s were
obtained with the BeppoSAX W FC, while the other with M ECS. The upper lim its are at 3 ocon dence lkvel. The
continuous line is the best tpower law to the MECS + ACIS{S data (see text), the dashed line is is extrapolation

back to the tim e of the prom pt em ission.

detected by the BeppoSAX W FC and GRBM w ith known
redshifts, Vetere et al. (2003) found that the gamm a{ray
(40{700 keV) peak lum inosity, L , is related to the X {
ray (2{28 keV) light curve varabiliy, Vg , according to
L / V2 48 054 o flar to the correlation fund by Re—
ichart et al. (2001) for the peak um nosity { gamm a{ray
variabilty V. @ / V3B ¥ ) ForXRF 020427,weevalu-
ated Vy Pollow ing Vetere et al. (2003), and we derived the
gamm a{ray (40{700keV ) peak ux from them easured 2{
28 kev peak ux assum ing the average spectrum derived
in Sect. § ], The redshift values which satisfy the L.  vs.
Vy relation are in the range 0.3{0.9.

A ssum ing the highest redshift upper Im it (z = 2:3),
we get the ©lowing upper linis to E! and E .q:
Ef < 165 keV and Erog < 577  10°% erg, where E;aq
was evaluated follow ing the m ethod described by Am —
atiet al. (2002), assum Jng as spectral shape a Band law
Band et al. 1993 1, Ep = 55 keV and
210 (see Sect. :_3:1) and a at Friedm an—Robertson{
W alker cosn o]ogjcalm ode_ly_ji':h_I:I_o_—_ _6_5_k:m s! Mpc!?
n = 03,

4 3. Testing the 0o axis gt scenario

From the redshift upper lim its derived above it follow s
that the extrem e sofiness of XRF 020427 is not a red—
shift e ect. A possble explanation is that XRF 020427
nvolves a collin ated Bt seen at large o axis angle,

A ssum Ing a umﬁ)ﬂn £t wih half openjng anglke
and Lorentz factor , it can be shown that the value
of E, measured at a viewing angke , with respect to
the Bt axis is constant if , < but decreases by
2 (s )21 r > eg.
. In structured Bt soenarjos eg.

In a way that depends on the beam pro le assum ed As
sum ng a uniform gt em ission, from the derived upper
Iim it of the cbserved peak energy E [, and the above for-
mula we get > 30 , if XRF 020427 is a nor-
malGRB wih an on ax:sE value of 200 keV a typical

shift z < 0:9 inferred above.

However the o axis gt m odels foresee that, or large
O axis observers (ie. for > ) the afterglow light
curve should be characterized by a sharp (case ofa uniform
£t) or am ooth (case of a structured gt) rise, a peak and
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the afferglow ux m onotonically decays as a power law

from the second half of the prom pt em ission, 25 s from

the event onset, up to the end of the second Chandra
TOO, 17 days after the event onset. The only possibil-
ity to meet the expectations of these m odels is that the
afterglow peak is achieved during the second pulse of the
prom ptem ission.H ow ever, forview ing angles greater than
the lower lin it estin ated above, th'e peak is expected

tation ofthe X {ray data In temtm sofan o axisobservation
of XRF 020427 isdi cul.

If we abandon the o axis hypothesis, we can set
a lower lm it to the afferglow light curve break tine
t, > 17 days by assum ing that the decay is indeed
m onotonic from the prom pt em ission up to the end of
the second Chandra TOO . By usihg the relation t, =

assumign = 1 an 3 and z< 0.9 (as discussed above),
which mplies E5;< 0.5, we derive a Iower 1m it to the
£t opening angle of > 235 .W e note that higher
valies of n would increase the lower Im it to

The value of n is expected to be about 1{10 am 3 fr
events occurring within a galaxy outside star fomm ing
regions and, I principle, could be as high as 10°{10°
an ® Pr events occurring in dense star m ing regions

ever, the estin ated values of n for several GRB s never
exceed 50 an * (eg. Panattescu & Kumar 2001). In
addition, the lack of evidence of a Ny higher than the
average galactic one along the line of sight, the absence
of a break In the afterglow light curve, which is ex—
pected In case of an early transition from relativistic to
sub { relativistic expansion due to a very dense circum {

n 't Zand gt_g]___Z_O_O_]:), and the blie color of the host
galaxy favor the hypothesis of a low orm oderate density
of the m ediim surrounding XRF 020427.Thus,n = 1 is

a reasonable assum ption.

4 4. Testing the r=alllbaryon lading

G iven that there isno evidence supporting the ocbservation
of a narrow relativistic gt seen from large view Ing angles
w ith respect to the gt axis, other scenarios need to be
Investigated.

In Intemal shock models, i is found

eg.

that a low value of E, is the consequence of a clean

reballw ith a high , because in this case the shocks are
expected to be less e cient due to the lower contrast of
the Lorentz factor between two colliding shells and to the
greater distances from the centralengine, and thus lower
m agnetic eld, at which the shocks occur.

In the externalshock scenario, a naturalway to obtain
a ow value of E, isa dirty reball, ie.a reballwih a
higher baryon loading and thus a lower Lorentz factor

scenario E, is positively correlated w ith

A ssum ing that the second pulse of the XRF is the
peak of the afterglow ux, one can derive the Lorentz
factor from the afferglow rise tine W ith respect to the
GRB onset), ty, the number density, n, of the ambi-
ent medium and the affterglow energy, E fe, released
In the shock, according to Sari & Piran (1999), =
240 € 1£.=10%%erg)?=®n =% (,=10s) 3% . Taking nto ac—
count that E ,¢¢ ranges from 12 10°° to 1:1  10%2 e,
depending on z in the range from 0.1 to 0.9 (see Sect.42)
and ty = 25 s (corresoonding to the second pulse), we get

> 195. This value is of the sam e order of m agniude
asnom alGRBs (eg. Frontera et al. 2000b) and favors
the hypothesis that the prom pt em ission is generated by
Intemalshocks In a clean reball. In this com putation we
assum ed n = 1,which isa reasonable value for this source
as discussed in Sect. 4.3 .W e note that assum ing a value
ofn ashigh as 100 am > would reduce by a factor of 2
the estin ated lower lim it to

5.Conclusions

Up to very recently, the study of XRF s and their com par-
ison wih GRBs was based on the prom pt em ission only
(eg.Heise et al. 2003, K ppen et al. 2003). In this paper
we presented for the rst tin e a detailed and pint anal-
ysis of the prom pt and afterglow X {ray em ission of an
X {Ray Flash XRF 020427).The prom pt event em ission
wasobserved w ith the BeppoSAX W FC and GRBM ,whike
the afferglow em ission wasm easured w ith the B eppoSA X
M ECS and Chandra AC IS Instrum ents.

The prom pt em ission spectral analysis shows that
XRF 020427 belongs to the class of very soft events
Ep < 55 keV). The spectral hardness and the duration
of the event are inconsistent w ith the correlation found
between these two quantities for nom al and X {ray rich
GRBs.

The X {ray afterglow intensity, spectrum and tem po—
raldecay are sin ilar to those of nom alGRBs. A Iso, the
extrapolation ofthe afferglow decay law back to the tine
ofthe prim ary event is consistent w ith the ux ofthe late
prom pt amn ission, as comm only found for nom al GRBs
Frontera et al. 2000).A m argihally signi cant excess on
the continuum was found at 4:5 5kev in theMECS
soectrum  of the afferglow source during the rst Bep—
POSA X observation.

The XRF properties do not seem a consequence of a
high GRB redshift. By assum ing that the relationships
between iIntrinsic peak energy and total radiated energy

GRBshold also orXRFs,we nd z < 0.9.T heseestin ates
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further constrain the upper lin it of z < 23 inferred for
the host galaxy redshift.

W e have nvestigated possble scenarios to interpret
the derived XRF eam ission properties. A ssum ing a ho—

prom pt em ission could be interpreted as due to a large o

axis view Ing angle of the £t (@t least 23 Ilarger than
the gt opening angl ). H owever the afterglow light curve
show s a m onotonic decay from the prom pt em ission up to
17 daysafterthe event onset, In contrast to the predictions

A lso a highly baryon loaded reball scenario appears
problem atic given the high lower 1im it for the Lorentz fac-
tor, in contrast to the predictionsofthism odel ( << 100,

amediim density substantially higher than typically ob—
served for GRB s. Instead, the very low value of the peak
energy and the high lower lim it for pointtoaclan re—
ball with high Lorentz factor, in which the XRF is pro—
duced by intemal shocks wih a very low e ciency due

to the am all contrast of between colliding shells (eg.
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