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A bstract. Using the BATSE peak ux distrdbution we
rederive the short GRB s lum inosity function and com pare

it w ith the observed redshift distrbution of long bursts.

W e show that both distributions are com patdble w ith the

assum ption that short as well as long bursts ollow the

star form ation rate. In this case the di erence between
the two cbserved distribbutions can be interpreted as aris—
Ingmostly from di erences in the detector’s sensitivity to
long and short bursts, w hile the local rate of short bursts

is0:dh3,Gpc ®yr! .W ealso consider the possbility that

short GRBsm ay be associated w ith binary neutron star

m ergers and estin ate the e ect of the m erging tim e de—
lay on the lum inosity function and redshift distrdboution.

W e nd that in this case the local rate of short GRBs
is  08h3,Gpc®yr' .Assum ing that allbinary m erging

system s lead to short GRBs, we nd a typical Ft opening
angk ofl:®6 .
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1. Introduction

Our know ledge of gamm aray bursts (GRBs) has in-—
proved enom ously with the detection of optical after—
glow s that allowed determ ination of GRB s redshifts. W e
know now that G RB sare coan ological, that theirem ission
is beam ed In narrow =ts, and that the isotropic equiv—
alent energy em itted by gamm a—rays ranges from 10°!
to 10%%ergs while the actual em itted energy is around
10°%ergs. M oreover, afterglow studies suggest that GRBs
are associated w ith the collapse ofm assive stars and that
the burst rate m ay be linked to the rate of star form ation
in galaxies.

Our know ledge is lim ited, however, to long-duration
GRBswih Tgy > 2sec, sinhce no afterglow s have been ob—
served so far for short bursts (Gandol et al. 2000) with
Tgg < 2sec (see Kouveliotou et al. (1993) for the classi —
cation of long and short GRBs). W hile current detectors
are less sensitive to short bursts, it is not clear whether
this is an observational artifact or a real feature (see eg.
Panaiescu, Kum ar & Narayan 2001). Hopefully the up—
com ing detector Sw ift w ill answ er this question.A sa con-—
sequence there is no direct know ledge of the redshifts, u-
m inosities, and space densities of short bursts.

In this paper we describe an attem pt to determ ine
the lum inosity function and form ation rate ofshort GRBs
from theBAT SE peak ux distrdbution.These two quanti-
ties are fundam ental to understanding the nature of these
ob fcts. UnbPrtunately the observed ux distrbution is a
convolution of these two unknown functions, so it is in —
possble to determ ine both fiinctions w thout additional
inform ation. W e must, therefore, assum e the form ation
rate of short bursts and determ ine the lum inosity fiinc—
tion, or vice versa. Cohen and P iran (1995) have shown
that the observed BATSE  ux distrdoution can be tted
w ith very di erent lum inosiy finctions depending on the
choice of the GRB rate. A s it is easler to m ake physical
assum ptions about the rate of short GRB s, we derive the
Jum inosity function for tw o physicalassum ptions concem—
ing the rate of short GRBs.W e, rst, assum e that short
GRBsevolve in redshift like long ones and ollow the star
form ation rate (SFR). Then we exam ine the possibility

that short GRB s arise from neutron starm ergers that lag
behind the SFR by a soeci c distrbution of tim e lags.

W e param eterize our lum inosity fiunction follow ing
Schm idt (2001) and deterin ne is param eters by obtain—
Ing the best t to the di erentialpeak ux distrbution.
O ur analysis is slightly m ore elaborated than the one used
by Schm idt (2001),whoonly tted the rstm om entofthe
peak ux distrdbution W=V, 5x 1. G Iven, the uncertainties
and the assum ptions conceming the shape of the um i
nosity function his m ethod is, however, su cient enough
to give an idea of the relevant param eters.W e nd that
under the assum ption that both the long and short bursts
follow the SFR, the local rate of the short bursts ism ore
than 1/2 the value of the long ones, w hile the num ber of
short GRBsdetected by BATSE is  1=3 ofthe long ones.

From com parison ofthe value W=V, ,xi= 029 001
ofthe long bursts (Guetta,P iran & W axm an 2004,GPW )
wih the one found in this paper for the short bursts
W=V, axi= 039 002, i is clear that the distribution of
observed short bursts isdi erent than the distrbution of
observed long ones M ao, Narayan & P iran 1994,K atz &
Canel 1996, Tavani1l998). In particular this in plies that
the population ofobserved short bursts is closer on average
than the population of observed long ones. T his does not
In ply, how ever, that the realdistribution of short GRB s is
necessarily di erent from the real long ones and it is pos—
sble that both intrinsic distrdbutions are the sam e and
both follow the SFR.In fact we nd that we can explain
m ost of the di erence n W=, 541 values and in the ob—
served redshift distribbutions by the di erent thresholds of
BATSE for detecting long and short bursts. For a short
burst one has to s a shorter (and hence noisier) tem —
poralwindow (M ao, Narayan & Piran 1994). Speci cally
BATSE isusually triggered on a 64m sec w indow for short
bursts and on lsec for long ones is less sensitive to short
burstsby a factorof4. (this ratio is intended for the peak

ux averaged over the trigger tin e scale) . T he slightly dif-
ferent typicalpeak um inosities and spectra between long
and short bursts have a sn alladditionale ect on the ob—
served redshift distrbutions.

An interesting question is whether short bursts could
arise from single peaks of long bursts in which the rest of
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the burst is hidden by noise. In this case the assum ption

that short GRB s follow the SFR -like long ones is correct:

Nakar and Piran (2002) have shown that in m ost long

bursts the second highest peak is com parable In height to

the rst one, thus, In plying that the second peak should
be above the noise lke the rst one. Short bursts seem

to be a di erent entity. T his duration-hardness distribu-—
tion O ezalay et al. 1996, K ouveliotou et al. 1996, Q in

et al. 2000) that clearly shows that there are no soft

short bursts, further support this hypothesis. It isnatural,

therefore, to consider the possibility that short GRB shave

di erent progenitors than long ones. In particular is has
been suggested that short bursts originate from neutron

starneutron star WS-NS) mergers E ichler et al. 1989).

In this case we can expect a delay due to m erging tin e be—
tween the SFR and the NSNS m erger rate @ iran 1992,

Ando 2004).W e repeat, therefore, our previous analysis

under this assum ption.W e consider here them erging tin e

distrbution im plied the current data for binary neutron

stars (Cham pion et al.2004) .W hen thisdelay istaken into

acoount, the real redshift distribution of the short bursts

constitutes a closer population than the long population

and the di erence In the observed distrbutions of short
and long bursts is not sinply the e ect of the BATSE

threshold.

T hispaper is structured In twom ain parts. In the st
part we derive the short GRB lum inosity function (LF')
and the observed redshift distribution w hil assum ing that
short bursts ollow the star fom ation rate. In the second
part we consider the possbility that binary neutron star
m ergers are the progenitors of short bursts and analyze
the e ect of the m erging tin e delay both on the LF and
on the observed redshift distrdbution.

2.D erivation of the lum inosity function from the
BATSE sam ple

W e considerallthe short GRBs (T9g < 2sec) K ouveliotou
et al, 1993) detected while the BAT SE onboard trigger
Paciesas et al. 1999) was set for 55 over background
in at least two detectors in the energy range 50-300keV .
Among them we took bursts forwhich C, ;x=Cn 1 1 at
the 64 m s tin escale, where C, ¢ is the count rate in the
second brightest ilum inated detector and Cp, 1, the m ni-
mum detectable rate. T hese selection criteria for the short
GRBssam ple used by Schm idt (2001) and are com patible
w ith thoseused by GPW forthe longbursts. T hese are the
m Inin al conditions for a uniform sam ple w ith clear selec—
tion criteria.N ote that BAT SE hasused severaltriggering
m odes, and using bursts triggered di erently would result
in anonuniform sample.W ith thissamplkeof194 GRBswe
nd W= oxi= 039 002, which is signi cantly di er-

ent than the value W=V, oxi= 029 0:01 found n GPW
for long GRBs.

Like GPW and Schm idt (2001), we consider a broken

power law LF with lower and upper 1lm is, 1= ; and »,

respectively. The local um inosity function of GRB peak
lum inosities L, de ned as the co-m oving space density of
GRBs in the interval logL to logL + dlogL is
@=L ) L= 3,<L<L Q)
=L ) L <L< 5L !
w here ¢, is a nom alization constant so that the integral
over the lum inosity function equals unity. W e stress that
this lum inosity function isthe \isotropicequivalent” um i-
nosiy fiinction, ie. it does not inclide a correction factor
due to the fact that GRB s are beam ed.
For given values of the param eters

o) =

17 2 We de—

term Ine the best t values of the parameters ; , and

L , aswell as their allowed region at 1  lvel, by nd-

ing the least 2. W e use the cosm ological param eters

Hog= 70 km /sec/M pc, u = 03, and = 0.
Thepeak uxP (L;z) ofa GRB ofpeak lum inosity L

observed at redshift z is

P (L;z)= L2 CEL(0+ z);E, 0+ 2)) 2)

4 Df () C E1;E2)

where D 1 (z) is the bolom etric um inosity distance and
C E1;E,) is the integral of the spectral energy distri-
bution within the observed window E; 50keV and
E, = 300keV .Schm idt (2001) ndsthatthem edian value
of 1.1 for the spectral photon index in this 50-300keV
band for the short bursts sam ple.W e use this value fora
sin pli ed k-correction.

Ob gcts with lum inosity L observed by BAT SE w ith
a ux lmit Py, are detectable to a m axinum redshift
Zm ax (L ;P 1w ) that can be derived from Eq.:g.W e consider
the average lin ting ux Py, 1 ph an 2 sec! taken
from the BATSE sampl. The number of bursts wih a
peak ux > P isgiven by

o @L)dlogL

N ¢ P)=

7 .
meax EF)Rorg (2) AV (2)

3)
0 1+ z dz
where Rgrp (z) is the local rate of GRB s at redshift z,
the factor (1 + z) ' accounts fr the cosm ological tin e
dilation, and dV (z)=dz is the com oving volum e elem ent.

dz

3.Short G RB s that follow the SFR

W e consider, rst, the possibility that the short GRB s ol
low the SFR asdo long ones.Follow ing Schm idt (2001) we
em ploy the param eterization ofPorciani& M adau (2001),
In particular, their SFR m odel SF'2

23 exp (34z)

R = —  F (z; 7 l; 4
cra (2) Oexp(3:4z)+ > (z; ) 4)
where ( is the present GRB rmateand F (z; w; ) =
[n @+ 2+ @+ 22+  I72=0+2)%%,wih u,; «

Interpreted as the present day coan ological param eters.
Since random errors in a cum ulative distribution, N ¢
P ), are correlated, we use the di erential distributions,
nE) dN =dP , for the best t analysis. W e perfom
a maxinum lkelhood analysis to obtain the lum nosity
function param etersand theirl errors, kesping 1 = 30
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and , = 10.In the follow ing, we show, that the resuls
do not change signi cantly when we increase the values of

1;2 .- Ifwe Increase 1 we add weak bursts that are prac—
tically undetectable.O n the other hand, ifwe Increase
we add a an all num ber of detectable bursts that are not
num erous enough to in uence the analysis.

We nd: = 05 0#; = 137 and L
(461 2:17) 10°lerg/sec.W ealso ndthat andL are
positively correlated, while and are negatively corre—
lated:ie. ifwe increase the absolute value of from 1.5 to
2, we should decrease from 0.5 to 03. The param eters
found by Schm idt (2001) are w ithin our 1- range.

T he corresponding nom alization yields a local rate of
short GRBs per unit volume, o= 011" 2% Gpc3yr?,
where we estim ated the e ective fulksky coverage of our
GRB samplk to be 18yr. The results obtained for
the long bursts (GPW ) — 0:1; =2;L =63
10%%erg/sec,and = 0:18Gpc yr! —arew ithin the the
range of 1 of the best t values found for the short
bursts. However we should rem em ber that k-correction
In these two cases is slightly di erent, as typically short
bursts have harder spectra.

T he total isotropic equivalent energy em itted during
the burst can be estinated as E igo;sn = L Te ;en, Where
Te ;on Isan \e ective" duration of the short burst, which
is given by the ratio of the wuence and the peak ux
Pema, Sari& Frail2003,N akar, G ranot & G uetta 2004).
In practice, Te ;n Vardes from one burst to another. W e
estin ated T. ;s by considering both the peak uxes (in
photons/an 2 /sec), averaged over the 64m s BAT SE trig—
ger, and the uences in the 50-300keV energy band.W e
chose this energy band because the peak ux energy range
is 50300 keV, coinciding w ith the energy range of the
nom nalBAT SE on-board burst trigger. In order to con—
vert the peak uxes to erg/an®/sec we used the spectral
photon index -1.1.M eanwhilke T. 4, is approxin ated by
the ratio of the wuence and peak ux. To estim ate the
typical energy em itted in the 50300 keV energy band we
consider the average value of Te ;4 over all short bursts
of the catalog and nd HE ;g1 = 0:32sec, which im plies
Eic;en L He ;i= 15 10%terg.

T he totalbolom etric energy em itted during the burst
can be estin ated by muliplying E iso;sn by the average
value ofthe ratio ofthe uencesin the 202000 keV and 50—
300 kev energy bands, hfzo 2000 =f50 300 i 68.We nd
E iso;hjpol = 10°%erg, which isa factor 20 sm aller than
the corresponding value for the long bursts, E ;1001 =
2:1 10%3ery, estin ated 1 the same way (out averaging
thepeak uxesoverthe 1024m sBAT SE trigger, using the
spect:cal phOtOl'l index of -1.6 and hfy0 2000 =£50 300 i
2:). For the sampl of long bursts we nd HE i =
122sec. Panaiescu, Kumar & Narayan (2001) suggest
that the lower total isotropic energy of short GRB is the
crucial reason their afterglow hasnot been detected so far
(note that the early afterglow depends on the isotropic
equivalent energy and not on the total energy). Their

assum ption (llow ng M ukherge et al, 1998) that the
isotropic equivalent energy of short GRB s is sm allerby a
factor 20 than the energy of long G RB s is consistent w ith
our resuls.

Thebest tvaliesoftheparameters ; ,and L are
Insensitive to the choice of 1 above a value 30mainly
because GRBswith very low lum inosiy appear above the
sensitivity lim it of 1ph/am?/sec only n a very small
volum e around the ocbserver. The only param eter that
changesw ith ; is the localrate, which clearly increases
w ith increasing ;.However, this increase ism eaningless
as there is no evidence in the data that such weak bursts
exist. Increasing , also doesn’t a ect our results since
the LF decreases rapidly with lum inosity and there are
only a few bursts w ith very high lum inosity, regardless of
the exact value of ,.Fig.1 and 2 com pare the observed
Integrated and di erentialdistributionsw ith the predicted
onesusing thebest t param eters for the um nosity finc—
tion.

W e can now use the lum inosity function to derive the
expected redshift distrdbution ofthe observed bursts’ pop—
ulation in ourm odel N ote that the observed bursts’ pop—
ulation depends on properties of the detector and is dif-
ferent from the intrinsic fecgshzﬂ: distribution.

Rgre (2)dV (2) L @L)dbgl ;

1+ z dz Lo @ i2)

where L, i @i, ) is the um inosity corresponding to m in—
Imum peak ux Py, for a burst at redshift z and

Lpax = L 2 = 10L .Thisminimalpeak ux cor-
regoonds to the gam m a-ray burst detector’s. In the case

Oof BATSE Pim 1 ph/an ?/sec fr short bursts, and

025ph/an 2/sec for long ones.
F ig. 3 show s the redshift distribution of long and short
bursts under di erent assum ptions. T he dot-dashed line

N (z) = ©)

P 1

25

—— observed
— SF2:0=0.5B=1.5
— — SF2+delay: a=0.6 =2

log(N)

0.5F

0.8 1
Iog(CM/Cm)

0.4 016
Fig.l. The predicted logN -log ® /P 11, ) distribution for
the best tvaluesof , and L given In the textwih a
SF 2-sfr and the rate obtained when the m erging tin e is
taken into account vs. the observed IogN 109 (C ax/Crm in)
taken from the BAT SE catalog.
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represents the long GRBs redshift distrdbution, assum —
ing a SF2-SFR and considering the BAT SE threshold for
long bursts, Pin = 025ph/ an?/sec. T he solid line then
depicts the short GRB s redshift distrdbution assum ing a
SF2 SFR and considering the BAT SE threshold for short
bursts Py, = 1ph/ an?/sec whilke the dashed line rep-
resents the long GRB s redshift distrbution assum Ing a
SF2-SFR and considering the sam e BAT SE threshold of
the short bursts, Pyn = 025ph/ an ?/sec.

From this gure it is clear that di erences between
long and short bursts n both the W=V, 4z 1 value and In
the expected observed redshift distributions arise m ostly
from the di erences in the threshold uxes that trigger
the BAT SE detector. In fact if we consider the triggering
of long GRB s on the 64 m s channel, thus reducing the ef-
fective sensitivity, we nd W= 51 037 0:02,which
is close to the short bursts’ valie. W hen the di erence In
threshold is taken into account we nd that long bursts
are detected up to higher redshifts as is evident from F ig.
3.Thee ect ofthe di erent thresholds ismuch stronger
than the di erences in the typical peak lum inosities and
Soectra between short and long bursts, which also con-
tribute, albeit at a sn aller am ount, to the di erence.

4.N S-N S m ergers as short G RB s progenitors

T here are several reasons to think that short GRBsm ay
be linked to binary neutron starm ergers (seeeg.N arayan,
Piran & Kumar 2001).In such a case the short GRB rate
is given by the convolution ofthe star form ation rate w ith
the distrbbution P, ( ) ofthemergihgtine ofthebinary
system @ 1?'13992, A ndo 2004):

Rors ( )/  d RgpaPp ( 9: ®)

~ observed
—— SF2:a=05p=15
_ SF2+delay:a=0.6 p=2

>
=
<)
0.5F 4
o ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 8 1 1.2 1.4
Iog(CM/C )
Fig.2. The predicted di erential distrbution,

n @ =P lin ), for the best values of , and L given
In the text with a SF2-sfr and the rate obtained when
the m erging tin e is taken Into account vs. the cbserved
NCnax/Cnm) taken from the BAT SE catalog.

0.9 ; ; ; ;
— — long SF2 P‘=1 ph cm2s7!
— - long SF2 P,=0.25 ph cm ™ 5™ |
— short SF2 P=1 phcm™? 5™
short SF2+delay P=1 ph cm ™ s~

0.8

0.7

0.5r /o

n(z)

04t Iy NN 4

0.2 / > B

01t S i

Fig.3. Predictions for the observed di erential redshift
distrbbutions of long bursts GPW ) wih SF2-sfr for dif-
ferent threshold ux values, B, short bursts w ith SF 2-sfr
and short bursts when the delay due to them erging tim e
of the binary system is taken into account.

T hem erging tim e distribution strongly dependson the
distrbbution ofthe initial orbital separation a between the
two stars / & and the distribution of initial eccentrici-
ties. B oth are unknown.Cham pion et al. (2004) provide a
list of known relativistic binary pulsar system s and their
orbial param eters. Six of these ob fcts are classi ed as
double neutron starbinaries, w hile the nature ofa seventh
pulsarsystem ,P SR J1829+ 2456, stillneedstobeclari ed.
T hey also list coalescence tin esdue to gravitationalradia—
tion em ission foreach system (seeFigd4).From the coales—
cence tim e distribbution it seem sthat P (log( ))dlog( )
const, mplying P, ( )/ 1= , In agreem ent w ith the sug-
gestion by P iran (1992).N ote, how ever, that selection ef-
fects that have to do w ith thedi culty ofdetecting binary
pulsars in close orbit, due to the large and rapid varying
D oppler shift, m ay signi cantly a ect the short tin e dis—
tribbution below a fw hundred m illion years.

T he binaries listed In Cham pion et al. 2004) span a
w ide range of orbital param eters but can be broadly split
Into two groups that will or will not coalesce within a
Hubbl tine, wih PSR J1829+ 2456 ( 60 Gyr) Iying
at the borderbetw een these tw o groups. It is clearthat the
binaries not m erging w thin a Hubbl tinewillnota ect
neither the double neutron star m erger rate calculations
K alogera et al. 2004) nor our analysis of the lum inosiy
function and redshift distridoution. W e are aw are that the
sam ple is too an all to m ake predictive conclisions about
P. ( ); on the other hand, it is the best one can do at
present.

In Fig. 5 we show the short GRB rate density as a
function of redshift due to binary neutron starm ergers es—
tin ated using Eq. (r_é) . The m erging tin e delay increases
the num ber of both m ergers and of short bursts at low
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n(log(1))

0.6 q

0.4r 9

0.2 4

0 I I
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log(1) (Gyr)

Fig.4. Them erging tin e distrdbution in plied by the data
given in Cham pion et al. (2004).

0.35

SF2+delay
— SF2-sfr

0.3F ]

o
o N
) o
T
.

GRB Rate [yr™' Gpc™|
°
o

0.1

0.05

Fig.5. Com parison ofthe form ation rate history of short
G RB s assum ing that they ollow the SF2 star fom ation
rate likke the long ones vs. the one obtained considering
their association to binary neutron star m ergers

redshifts. This is also evident from the di erential red-
shift distrdbbution depicted in Fig. 3, which show s that the
observed redshift distribution of short G RB s is closer than
the long one when the delay is taken into account.

W e repeated our analysis on the best t param eters
of the lum inosity function usihg the corrected rate and
und = 0%; = 2,andL = 22 10°lerg/sec, which
is slightly lower than the typical Ium inosity found for the
long bursts and lIower than the typical valuie found in the
case where short bursts follow the SF2-SFR . This is ex—
pected In case where the intrinsic distrbution is nearer,
and hence w eakerpulses are needed . In such casesthe typ—
ical isotropic-equivalent energy E . 50 = 457 10°! erg
isa factor 44 an aller than the energy in the long bursts.
The results ofthis tare shown in Figs.1l and 2.A ssum —

ing that short GRBs are related to neutron star m ergers
and that in tum the rate ofm ergers follow s the SFR w ith
a delay probability / 1= , the Jocalrate of short GRBs is

o = 080/Gpc’/yr. This rate is a factor fur larger than
the local rate of ong GRB s as inferred from the analysis
ofGPW , and a factor of eight Jarger than the valie found
In the case that short bursts follow the SF2-SFR.

Tt is interesting to com pare this rate with the ob-
servationally inferred rate of NSNS mergers in our
galaxy (Phinney, 1992, Narayan, Piran & Shem i 1992).
T his rate was recently reevaluated after the discovery of
PSR J1829+ 2456 to be rather large as 80" 2"’ /M yr, al-
though the estin ate containsa fair am ount of uncertainty
K alogeraet al.2004) .Ifweassum ethat this rate istypical
and that the num ber density ofgalaxies is 10 2 /M pc’,

we nd am emger rate of 800 2%°°/G pc? /yr. This value is

660
signi cantly larger, by a factor of 11069207075, than our es—

tin ate ofthe Iocalrate of short GRB, o = 0:80/Gpc’/yr.

If this factor arises due to beam ing, i inplies that
short GRB s are beam ed Into very narrow ¥ts. A ssum ing
that all the neutron star binary m ergers produce a short
G RB,we can estin ate the average opening angl ofthe £t
using thisratiotobel1l2 4 .The typicalbeam ing factor
we nd here is a factor 20 larger (narrower beam s) than
the one found for Iong GRBs (GPW ). The corresponding
typicaltotalenergy (corrected forbeam ing) ofshort GRB s
is 24 20 10%*erg, which is smaller by 2 orders of
m agnitude than the total energy of long GRBs.

T hese estin atesarebased on ourestin ate thatP ( ) /
1= ; however, those selection e ects that may a ect the
tin e distrlbbution P ( ) are in portant for am all (at 100
M yr and lower). For this reason we also consider the ex—
trem e case In which m ost binary m erger on a shortertim e
scale and there is no delay between form ation and m erg-
Ing of the binary system . In this case if we com pare the
short GRB rate ¢ = 0:1Gpc 3 yr?! wih the localm erger
rate (even higher under this assum ption), we nd a very
narrow £t opening angles 0:5 15 .These beam ing an—
gles I ply that the typical total energy of short GRBs is

13 8 10%erg, more than three orders ofm agnitude
an aller than the typicalenergy of long GRBs.

Tt ispossble, of course, that every neutron starm erger
does not necessarily produce a GRB orthatm ost m ergers
produce weak GRBs that are below the BATSE thresh-
old, In which case the typical £t opening angl and the
total energy will be larger. It is also possble that short
GRBs are produced by black hole neutron star m ergers
whose rate m ight be Iower than the rate of neutron star
m ergers, again leading to larger gt opening anglks. It is
even possbl that we currently overestin ate the rate of
neutron starm ergers. A fter all, this rate is dom inated by
a single obct PSR J1829+ 2456. P rior to its discovery
the estin ates of the m erger rate were lower by one order
ofm agnitude K alogera 2004).

Still, i is worthwhile considering the in plications of
this result, if indeed it is correct. F irst, we note that the
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narrow beam ing angles that we nd, are aln ost them in—
In alallowed, as they are com parable to the inverse of a
typicalLorentz factor ! ofa few hundreds.T his in plies,

rst ofall, that we should see a signi cant num berofshort
burst "sidew ays". Such bursts w ill be weaker and have a
softer spectrum , but their duration w ill rem ain the sam e.
A more detailed study is required to detem ine if these
are consistent or not with the current hard short GRB
population. Second, this In plies that the energy budget
of short GRBs ismuch amn aller than that of Iong GRBs.
One ocould easily in agihe several m echanism s n which
neutron star m ergers would release 107 10%%ergs ;n
gamm a-rays (see Rosswog & Ram irez-Ruiz, 2002).Third,
these narrow gt opening angles would lead both to Ft
breakstaking place a few m Inutes after the burst and to a
rapid subsequent t 2 decrease in the afterglow light curve.
T hism ight be yet another reason, com bined w ith the low
isotropic equivalent energy, or short GRB afterglow s be-
ing not detected so far.

5.Conclusions

T his work presents the results of our derivation of the lu—
m nosity function and the observed redshift distribution
ofshort GRBsby tting the peak ux distrdbution taken
from BATSE, and shows that when the sam e Intrinsic
redshift distrdboution is assum ed for long and short bursts
(SFR), the lum inosiy function of short G RB s is com para—
bleto that oflong G RB s. T heir isotropic equivalent energy
is owerby a factorof20 (SFR) or40 (SFR+ delay) due to
their shorter duration.D i erence in the W=V, o1 values
and the corresponding di erence in observed redshift dis—
trbutions sin ply re ect the di erent BATSE thresholds
in the 1024m sec and 64m sec channels on which long and
short bursts are triggered respectively. Even if the long
and the short GRB s have slightly di erent typical lum i
nosities and spectra, them ain e ect on the observed red—
shift distrbbution arises from the di erent threshold uxes
at which the two populations are detected.

W e repeated our analysis assum ing that short GRBs
are associated w ith binary neutron star m ergers. In this
case a delay is expected between the star fom ation rate
and the m erger rate.W e estin ated the m erging tim e dis—
tribution from the data ofCham pion etal. (2004) (in spite
of the an all num ber of ob fcts that are availabl in this
data). Naturally, the e ect of the delay on the observed
redshift distrbution is to increase the number of short
bursts at low redshift and to decreases their typical u-
m nosity. O nce we com pare the local rate of short GRBs
obtained from our analysisw ith the local coalescence rate
of the binary neutron star system s in the galaxy we nd,
assum Ing that all neutron star binary m ergers produce a
short GRB, a typical gt opening anglk that ranges be—
tween 12 and 26 . This corresponds to gts that are
narrow er, on averageby a factorof 6 (in ) than typical
Etsoflong GRB s.T he corresponding totalenergy em itted

inthisburstsis 44 10*® ergy SFR)or 24 10Yery
(SFR+ delay), tw o or three orders ofm agnitude below the
typicalenergy em itted In long GRB s. In the extrem e case
of no delay between the binary star form ation and the
m erger w e obtain even narrow er £ts and an aller energies.

The ressarch was supported by the RTN \GRBs -
Enigm a and a Tool" a grant from the Israeli Space A gency
—SELA.
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