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The XMM-Newton observation of GRB 040106 : evidence for an
afterglow in a wind environment.
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Abstract. We present the XMM-Newton observation of GRB 040106. FromXhray spectral index and temporal decay,
we argue that the afterglow is consistent with a fireball exiyag in a wind environment. A constant density environnient
excluded by the data. This is one of the very few cases in wthisiconclusion can be drawn.
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1. Introduction burst indicate a fireball interacting in a wind. We will dissu

) ) this fact and the implications.
Since the BeppoSAX revolution on the Gamma-Ray Burst

(GRB) studies and the discovery of the GRB afterglows
(Costa et all 1997), a canonical model has emerged to expRinGRB040106
the afterglow properties : the fireball model (Rees & Mesgaro
1992;|Meszaros & Reés 1997; Panaitescu et al. 11998). TGRB040106 was detected with the INTEGRAL Burst Alert
model is based on a blast wave which propagates into a sBystem on 2004 January 6 at 17:55:12 UTC (Mereghetti et al.
rounding medium, first considered to be uniform (a revie004). It was detected in the IBISGRI data as a 60 sec-
of this case is done byl__Pirah_1999). But this model (rends event. The peak flux wass6< 108 erg cnt? s in the
ferred as the InterStellar Medium [ISM] model) was not abl20-200 keV band (Gotz et &l. 2004). A 45 kiloseconds long ob-
to explain all the features in the afterglow spectra andtlighervation with XMM-Newton began at 23:11:23 UTC on 2004
curves. First, some afterglow light curves displayed arr@ach January 6. The EPIC instruments were operating in full frame
matic break (e.g._Pianethal. 2001). This was interpreted yode, with THIN filters (PN and MOS2) or MEDIUM filter
the non isotropy of the blast wave , and this refined mod@lOS1). One fading source was detected within the error box
was called the Jet model_(Rhoads 1907; Sari el al. 11998)the INTEGRAL detection (Ehle et al. 2004), and was asso-
Second, the optical afterglow light curves showed in sonse caiated with the X-ray afterglow of GRB040106. Using a cross-
a bump, associated with type Ic supernova (Reichart |1998rrelation with USNO-A2.0 stars, the refined position déth
These and X-ray features (e.g._Reeves et al. 12002; Piro etsburce is RA: 1152 12.43, Dee46 47 15.9 (J2000.0,4 total
1999) show that long GRBs may be linked with hypernovamsitional error 0.7"_Tedds & Watson 2004).
and star forming regiori_ (Meszaras 2D01). The density of the The galactic position of this source is< 292.5 and b
surrounding medium then decreases with the square of the dis14.88. In that direction, the column of density is; N=
tance to the central engine, due to the wind arising from tges x 10?° cm2 (Dickey & L.ockman | 1990). The galactic op-
GRB progenitori(Chevalier & L'l 2000). This model is referredical extinction is E(B-V)= 0.1 (Schlegel et al._1988). Optical
as the Wind modell (Dai & Lul 1998; Meszaros ef al. _1998bservations detected an afterglow to this GRB, with an R-mag
Panaitescu et al. 1998; Chevalier & Li 1999). nitude of 22.4+ 0.1 on 2004 January 7 at 08:33 and 28.0.3
The use of the multi-wavelength observations of a GRB afn 2004 January 8 at 08:25 (Masetti etlal. 2004). This imply a
terglow allows one to determine the model parameters andRanagnitude corrected for the absorption of our galaxy of 22.
indicate the best model for each burst (and possibly to atdic + 0.2 and 23.4: 0.4 (we assume a conservative 0.1 mag error
why some bursts are best fitted with an ISM model while otin the reddening value).
ers are favoring a wind model). In this Letter, we willdoso fo A radio observation detected a source not consistent with
GRB 040106, and we will show that the afterglow data of thitie position of the X-ray afterglow (Wieringa & Frail_2004;
Tedds & Watsonl 2004). A later radio observation (on 2004
Send offprint requests to: B. Gendre January 21.48 UT) with the VLA gave two upper limits of 100
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Fig. 1. PN light curve of GRB040106 in the 0.2-12.0 keV band~ig. 2. EPIC spectrum of GRB040106. The spectrum is shown
The light curve is shown with the best fit power-law model. Theith the best fit power law model.

flux indicated at the right of this figure is given in the 2.000

keV band.

As one can see, the spectral parameter errors at the 90 %
pJy and 17Quy at 8.46 and 4.86 GHz respectivelydipper confidence level are compatible with no spectral variation.
limits, [Frail et all| 2004). In this paper, we are primarily interested in the properties
of the continuum. We thus carried out a simple analysis for
line detection. We added to the power law model an individual
gaussian line with a narrow width and free energy. We sedrche

We retrieved the Observation Data Files on the web pageidfthe summed and the three slices of pn spectra. We did not
the XMM-SOC, and processed them with the SAS 6.0 and tfigd strong statistical evidence of line features. The migst s
latest calibration files available. We have reduced the data Nificant features are found at 0.64 keN< (10+ 3) x 10°° ph

ing the epchain and emchain task of the SAS. Due to highcm s ™), 0.86 keV ( = (5+15)x 10° phcnt? s™) and 3.6
background activity, we discarded 8 kiloseconds of obsenkeV (I = (3.8 + 1.3) x 10°° ph cn? 1) with an confidence
tion, and kept only 37 kiloseconds of data. We have finally filevel of 99.6%, 99.2% and 98.7% respectively, as deriveahfro
tered the event files for good events (FLAG: 0 in the PN the F-test?

files, #XMMEA_EM for the MOS ones) and single or double

patterns. We have extracted light curves and spectra usisgt ] ]

filtered files, with a circular extraction region, with radiof 4- Constraints on the fireball model parameters

45 arcseconds (MOS) or 25 arcsecond (PN, avoiding thus 3y poth the spectral and temporal properties of this af-
CCD gap). Background light curves and spectra were extiacig,qio, we can investigate the parameters of the fireball
using a larger (4 times the surface of the source extractien g, qe|. \We first tried to discriminate the type of fireball mbde

gion) circular rggion on the.sam_e CCD. (Wind, ISM or Jet models), using the closure relationships o
Because this afterglow is bright (more than 10 000 photigk i ot 4] [(1998) and Chevalier & L[ (1899). We derived val-
detected), we decided to use the chi square statistic ané®in oq ofs — 154 = 0.64+ 0.13 ands — 2.0 = 0.42 + 0.14 (90

the spectrain order to obtain at least 20 photons from th&eoly, onfidence level). The value 6f- 1.5¢ should be used for

(net photons) in each bin. We present the light curve in[Big. the 1SM and Wind models, while the value &t 2.0« applies

Fitting the light curves with a canonical power law, we oby the Jet case. We should expect values @5 or 0 for the

tain a_de_%ay index of = 1.4 + 0.1 (we assume the notatione S\ model and-0.5 or 0.5 for the wind model, depending
F, oyt all errors are quoted at the 90 % confidence leve}, yhe |ocation of the cooling frequenay, We thus conclude

Such a decay is very common for a GRB afterglow. _that our values are compatible only with a wind model. In the
We then made a spectral study of this afterglow. We fII’J%t model, we should expect values of 0 or 1, which are not
used an absorbed power law model on the whole exposure (Qr(?r'npatible with our values.

sented in FigilR2), fitting both EPIC-MOS and EPIC-PN spectra
cach instument to take i account cross-calbratoregne 0.3 I e < vxaNdd — 152 = 05 if v > . Thus, we gota

- ) S d compatibility only if the cooling frequency is above the Xyr
tainties. The best fit values are indicated in TdBle 1. We aIB D e gireq 4 4
looked for spectral variations. We divided the exposure in
segments with dierent durations (6, 12 and 19 kiloseconds oft 4 more precise assessment of the statistical significanieiias
live time respectively), and repeated the spectral stulth& cated by Protassov et al. (2002) would go beyond the scopkif t
results are displayed in Talilk 1. paper

3. Data analysis

The closure relationship for the wind model are 1.5a =
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Table 1. Spectral parameters of GRB040106. Each segment is indieate the corresponding time range (in second) from the
burst in the observer frame

Spectrum N (10?°cm2)  Energy spectral index  Flux (18 ergstcm?) y? d.of
Complete 8+08 0.49+ 0.04 101+ 0.02 1.07 515
1% segment (21185-27178) 303 0.5+0.1 1701 1.06 64
2 segment (27178-41512) 82 0.43=+ 0.05 125+ 0.02 116 271
34 segment (41512-63019) 82 0.5+ 0.05 Q064 + 0.02 0.99 227

May the cooling frequency pass through the X-ray band
during the observation ? The light curve should show a steep-
ening at that moment, with a decay variation of 0.25. There is ~
a deviation in the light curve at about 12 kiloseconds (in the
XMM-Newton observation time), which degrades the fi &
2.37). We have tried to fit a broken power law to this light @urv
The fit is not improved, indicating that the deviations akelly

due to shot-time scale variations rather than to an oveesd|s 1072 7
ening in the power law decay index. Moreover, the spectral in L 1
dex should indicate a flattening with a variation of 0.5 when 5~ | |

?peo\‘rql density (microJansky

the cooling frequency passes through the X-ray band. We ca
rule out such a large variation of the spectral index. Fnallir
spectral index and temporal decay values are compatible wit ~ 10-° i
a cooling frequency above the X-ray band in all the three seg- ~ '®" 107 10% 108 o nem o 1o®
ments. We thus conclude that we indeed observe an afterglow

in the wind model with the cooling frequency above the X-ragig. 3. Spectrum of GRB040106. The spectrum is shown at

band. . . ; 14.12 days after the burst. The power law indicated is the bes
Using the theoretical model, we can now constrain some
itted power law model from the X-ray data.

model parameters. The theoretical temporal and speabzes!
ares = (3p - 1)/4 anda = (p — 1)/2 respectively. We obtain

p=22+0.2andp = 2.0+ 0.1 respectively. Imposingvm, < 4.28 x 10 Hz, we obtain :
We can also use the time at which the cooling fre- va
quency passes through the X-ray band (using an upper Iinyet)< 0.7(3)— / E;21/4 4)
.1

to constrain the surrounding density medium. According to
Chevalier & Lil {2000), the cooling time observed inthe X-ray s condition does not give a very strong constraint on the
band s : value ofe : if €g is equal to one, theg is less than- 0.4.

1+2\} e\ _ 14 Another constraint can be set by the flux density value in
e~ 115x 109(7) (ﬁ) EspA. Days @ the X-ray. Using the equations givenlin Panaitescu & Kumar

2000), t at 3 keV (wh b tion i ligible) and
The redshift of this burst is unknown, we thus assumed t ) we got a eV (where absorption is negligible) a

X . time of the XMM-Newton observation :
common median value of 1. Using the data from the prompt
emission, we obtailt, 5, ~ 1. Because the cooling frequenC)i: _9 OA*(
is above the X-ray even in the first part of the observatior, 7 ™
0.23 days. We thus obtain :

€ )1.1 ( €s )0.775

o1) \og) Es2 o mdy )

The flux density measured by XMM-Newton is56 x

_3/4 ) e
A <20x107 (%) Eég“ @) 10-“uJy. We thus obtain :
' -11 -0.775
We now use the broadband spectrum between the radio #gd= 3.3 x 1072 (06_91) (5_51) E0775 (6)

the X-ray band. The optical decay is k2.4, fully consistent
with the X-ray decay. Also, the unabsorbed optical-to-X-ra \We have also verified if the position of, can be con-
spectrum is compatible with a single power law, indepeniglenttrained by using radio data. We have extrapolated the X-ray
supporting the conclusion tha¢ is above the X-ray band. In and optical fluxes at the date of the radio observation, assum
addition, this indicates that,, is below the optical band at theing that there is no jet, and thus no achromatic break in the
date of the first optical observation (0.61 days). We use xhe @ight curves. As one can see in [Ely 3, the radio upper limis ar
pression of/m given by.Chevalier & Li (2000) : compatible with the opticaX-ray spectrum. The presence of a

of € \2( € \V2 1 jet would produce a steepening in the light curves (Rhbads
vm ~ 1.0x 10" (ﬁ) (ﬁ) Esy Hz (3) 11997), and thus lower optig-ray fluxes. This would also
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give a compatibility between the optigdtray fluxes and ra- Frail, D.A., Kulkarni, S.R, Sari, R., etal., 2001, ApJ, 5685
dio upper limits, preventing us to derive other constraors Frail, D.A., Wieringa, M., & Soderberg, A.M., 2004, GCN no-
V- tice #2521

Gotz, D., Mereghetti, S., et al., 2004, GCN notice #2506
Kumar, P., & Panaitescu, A., 2003, MNRAS, 346, 905
Masetti, N., Palazzi, E., Rol, E., Pian, E., & Pompei, E.,£200
From the X-ray observations of the afterglow of GRB 040106, GCN notice #2515

we have constrained the surrounding medium of the firgtereghetti, S., Gotz, D., Beck, M., Borkowski, J., et al.020
ball to be a wind environment. We have derived a constraintGCN notice #2505

on the density of the medium, which should Be < 2 x Meszaros, P., & Rees, M.J., 1997, ApJ, 476, 232
10-%(es/0.1)07°EL". By definition, if there is no radiative Meszaros, P., Rees, M.J., & Wijers, R.A.M.J., 1998, ApJ, 499

5. discussion and conclusion

losses, therEs, = E,s/€,, Wheree, is the conversion fé- 301
ciency factor of the energy of the fireball into gamma rays. Weeszaros, P., 2001, Science, 291, 79
adopt here the value ef ~ 0.2 as in_Erail et al. [(2001). Panaitescu, A., Meszaros, P., & Rees, M.J., 1998, ApJ, 503,

Several GRB afterglows have been observed to be possi314
bly in the wind modell(Chevalier et al. 2004), although onlpanaitescu, A., & Kumar, P., 2000, ApJ, 543, 66
in a very few cases the wind profile is the only acceptabianaitescu, A., & Kumar, P., 2002, ApJ, 571, 779
model (e.g. GRB011121). In most of the cases Ahealue de- Pian, E., Séita, P., Alessi, A., Amati, L., Costa, E., et al. 2001,
rived from the observations is 0.3 — 0.7, compatible with the  A&A, 372, 456
Wolf Rayet star wind observed in the Galaxy (Chevalier & LiPiran, T., 1999, Physics Reports, 314, 575
1999;|Chevalier et gll_2004). But the cases of GRB 0204@%ro, L., Costa, E., Feroci, M., Stratta, G., Frontera, Fale
(A. < 0.07/Chevalier et all_2004), GRB 02121A.(= 0.0005 1999, A&AS, 138, 431
Kumar & Panaitescu_2003; Chevalier etial. _2004) and GR#ro, L., et al., 2004, in preparation
011121 A. = 0.003|Price et all 2002; Piro et Al. 2004) inPrice, P.A., Berger, E., Reichart, D.E., Kulkarni, S.R.slo
dicate a value oA, significantly lower than one. From present S.A_, etal., 2002, ApJ, 572, L51
data, and using spectral modeling, we can not significaotly ¢ Protassov, R., van Dick, D. A., Connors, A., Kashyap, V. L. &
strain A.. If we seteg = 0.1, e = 0.3, thenA. = 2.8 x Siemiginowska, A., 2002,ApJ, 571, 545
10°3. On the other hand, values ef = 10™* (observed by Rees, M.J., & Meszaros, P., 1992, MNRAS, 258, 41
Panaitescu & Kumar 2002, in some afterglows) anet 0.3 Reeves, J.N., Watson, D., Osborne, J.P., Pounds, K.A.,
imply thatA, = 0.53. O’Brien, P.T., et al., 2002, Nature, 416, 512

Chevalier et al. [(2004) propose several interpretation fReichart, D.E., 1999, ApJ, 521, L111
the low density sometime observed : a lower metalicity orRhoads, J.E., 1997, ApJ, 487, L1
lower mass of the Wolf Rayet progenitors of GRBs, a GRB o&ari, R., Piran, T., & Narayan, R., 1998, ApJ, 497, L17
curring along the progenitor rotation axis, and an unusapt p Sari, R., Piran, T., & Halpern, J.P., 1999, ApJ, 519, L17
ulation of Wolf Rayet stars responsible for some GRBs. Th&thlegel, D.J., Finkbeiner, D.P., & Davis, M., 1998, ApJ)50
could be tested by observations of a large set of Wolf Rayet525
stars and the host galaxies of GRB afterglows surrounded byealds, J.A., & Watson, D., 2004, GCN notice #2520
wind. Other XMM-Newton afterglow observations could growvieringa, M., & Frail, D.A., 2004, GCN notice #2516
the sample of GRBs surrounded by a wind with a good known
location, and thus allow one to test these hypothesis.
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