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A B ST R A C T

Recentobservationswith the large airshowerarraysofultra high energy
cosm ic rays(UHECR)and recentm easurem ents/estim ates ofthe redshiftsof
gam m a ray bursts(GRBs)seem to ruleoutextragalacticGRBsasthesourceof
thecosm ic raysthatare observed nearEarth,including thosewith the highest
energies.
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1. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The origin ofhigh energy cosm icrays(CR),which were �rstdiscovered by V.Hessin
1912,isstilla com plete m ystery (e.g.,Berezinskiietal.1990;Gaiser1990,and references
therein).Theiralm ostsingle power-law spectrum ,dn=dE � E� �,thatchangesslightly at
theso called \ knee" around 1015:5 eV and attheso called \ ankle" around 1018:5 eV ,seem
to suggesta single origin ofCR atallenergies(Ginzburg 1957;Burbidge 1962;Longair
1981).However,itisgenerally believed (e.g,M orrison 1957;Ginzburg and Syrovatskii1964;
Berezinskiietal.1990;Gaiser1990,and referencestherein)thatCR with energy below the
knee are accelerated in Galactic supernova rem nants(SNR),those with energy above the
knee m ay be eitherGalactic orextragalactic in origin,and those with energy above the
ankle,thatarenotcon�ned by Galacticm agnetic �elds,areextragalactic because oftheir
nearly isotropicsky distribution (e.g.,Takeda etal.1998;Yoshida and Dai1997).

Ifthe CR acceleratorsare Galactic,they m ustreplenish forthe escape ofCR from the
Galaxy in orderto sustain the observed Galactic CR intensity. Theirtotallum inosity in
CR m ustthereforesatisfy,

LM W [CR]=
Z

�
� 1(E dn=dE )dE dV; (1)
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where �(E ) is the m ean residence tim e ofCR with energy E in the Galaxy. It can
be estim ated from the m ean colum n density,X =

R

�dx,ofgas in the interstellar
m edium (ISM ) that Galactic CR with energy E have traversed. From the secondary
to prim ary abundance ratiosofGalactic CR itwas inferred that(Swordy etal. 1990)
X = ��c� � 6:9(E =20ZGeV)� 0:6 g cm � 2,where �� isthe m ean density ofinterstellargas
along theirpath. The m ean energy density ofCR and the totalm assofgasin the M ilky
W ay (M W ),that have been inferred from the di�use Galactic -ray,X-ray and radio
em issionsare,�=

R

E (dn=dE )dE � 1 eV cm� 3 and M gas =
R

�dV � ��V � 4:8� 109M � ,
respectively.Hence,sim pleintegration yields(e.g.,Drury etal.1989)

LM W [CR]� cMgas

Z
E dn=dE

X
dE � 1:5� 1041 erg s� 1: (2)

Theonly known Galacticsourceswhich can supply thebulk oftheGalacticCR lum inosity
are supernova explosions (SNe) (e.g.,Ginzburg and Syrovatskii1964;V�olk 1997)and
perhapsGalactic gam m a ray bursts(GGRBs)(Daretal.1992;Daretal.1998),butnot
extragalactic GRBs. Forcom pletenessand forlateruse,we shall�rstrederive thisresult
and than proceed to show thatrecentdata from thelargeairshowerarrays(e.g.,Hayashida
etal.1996;Yoshida and Dai1998,and referencestherein)on ultra high energy cosm icrays
(UHECR)and therecentredshiftm easurem ents/estim atesofsom eGRBsand hostgalaxies
ofGRBs(M etzgeretal. 1997;Kulkarnietal. 1998;Bloom etal. 1998;Djorgovskietal.
1998;Fruchteretal. 1998a,1998b)seem to rule outextragalactic GRBsasthe source of
theUHECR.

2. A R E SU PER N O VA R EM N A N T S T H E M A IN C O SM IC R AY SO U R C E ?

Approxim ately,E K � 1051 erg isreleased by SNe asnonrelativistic kinetic energy of
ejecta ata rate (W oosley and W eaver1986),R M W [SN e]� 2:5� 10� 2y� 1. Ifa fraction
�� 20% ofthisenergy isconverted into CR energy by collisionlessshocksin thesupernova
rem nants(SNR),then thetotalSNelum inosity in CR is,

LM W [CR]� 1:5
�
�

0:2

�  

R M W [SN e]

0:025y� 1

!  

E K [SN e]

1051erg

!

� 1041 erg s� 1; (3)

asrequired by eq.2. Supernova rem nantsare also naturalsitesforFerm iacceleration of
cosm icraysby collisionlessm agneticshocksand theSNR environm entseem salso toexplain
thechem icalcom position ofCR atlow energies(see,e.g.,Ram aty etal.1998and references
therein)whereitiswellm easured.M oreoverthenon therm alX-rayem ission from SNR 1006
observed by ASCA (Koyam a etal.1995)and by ROSAT (W illingaleetal.1996),theGeV
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-ray em ission from severalnearby SNRsobserved by EGRET (Esposito etal.1996),and
the recentdetection ofSNR 1006 in TeV -raysby the CANGAROO telescope (Tanim ori
etal.1998),were allinterpreted assupportive evidence fortheassum ption thatSNRsare
the source ofthe bulk ofCR.However,the TeV  raysfrom SNRscan be explained by
inverseCom pton scatteringofm icrowavebackground photonsby m ulti-TeV electronswhose
synchrotron em ission explainstheirhard linelessX-ray radiation.Furtherm ore,the m ean
lifetim e ofstrong shocksin SNRslim itsthe acceleration ofCR nucleiin SNRsto energies
lessthan � Z � 0:1PeV (e.g.,Lagageand Cesarsky 1983)and cannotexplain theorigin of
CR with m uch higherenergies.In fact,them ostnearby SNRsin thenorthern hem isphere
have notbeen detected in TeV -rays(Buckley etal. 1998). M oreover,the scale height
ofthe Galactic distribution ofSNRs(� 4:8 kpc)di�erssigni�cantly from thatrequired
(� 20 kpc)to explain theobserved Galacticem ission ofhigh energy (> 100M eV )-raysby
cosm ic ray interactionsin the Galactic ISM (Strong and M oskalenko 1998).Furtherm ore,
the di�usive propagation ofCR from the observed/inferred distribution ofGalactic SNRs
yieldsanisotropiesthatatan energy ofabout100 TeV arein excessofthe observed value
by m orethan an orderofm agnitude(Ptuskin etal.1997).Allthesesuggestthat,perhaps,
SNRsarenotthem ain sourceofGalacicCR ?

3. C O SM IC R AY S FR O M G G R B s

Gam m a ray bursts(GRBs)have also been proposed asCR sources(Daretal. 1992,
W axm an 1995,Vietri1995,M ilgrom and Usov 1995;1996;Daretal.1998,Dar1998,Dar
and Plaga 1998).But,ifGRBsem itsim ilarenergiesin CR and in -rays(W axm an 1995,
Vietri1995,M ilgrom and Usov 1996),i.e.,if�E C R � �E ,then Galactic GRBscannot
producethebulk oftheCR .ThisisbecausethetotalCR lum inosity dueto GalacticGRBs
isonly,

LM W [CR]� RM W

4�

�

E 

�


4�
= 3

 

R G

10� 8 y� 1

!  

E isot

1052 erg

!

� 1036 erg s� 1; (4)

independent ofthe solid angle �
 which the gam m a ray em ission isbeam ed into. The
\isotropic" energy em ission in eq.4 isde�ned asE isot � 4�(�E =�
)and R M W isthe
rate ofobservable GGRBs(those GRBsin the M ilky W ay galaxy thatem it-raysin our
direction).W ijersetal.(1997)pointed outthatiftheorigin ofGRBsisrelated to thebirth
ofneutron starsand black holes,then the GRB rateisproportionalto the starform ation
rate. In fact,the recentspectralobservationsofCGRBsafterglowsstrongly suggestthat
GRBsareproduced in starburstregions.W ijersetal.(1997)used thenew distance scale
ofCGRBs,which followsfrom them easured/estim ated redshiftsofCGRB afterglowsand
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theirhostgalaxies,and the assum ption thatthe CGRB rate followsthe starform ation
rate,to show thatthe currentGRB rate pergalaxy is< 2� 10� 8 y� 1. Thisvalue istwo
ordersofm agnitudesm allerthan thatwasthoughtbefore.W ehavereestim ated thecurrent
GGRB rate (GRBsin a M ilky W ay) from new m easurem ents (Steideletal. 1998 and
referencestherein)ofthe starform ation rate asfunction ofredshiftz,asshown in Fig.1,
using R[CGRB ]’ 103 y� 1 fortherateofobservableCGRBs(Fishm an and M eegan 1995).
Thepresent(z= 0)rateofobservableGGRBsisgiven approxim ately by

R M W [GRB ]’
R[CGRB ]LM W R SF R(z= 0)

�L
R

(1+ z)� 1R SF R(z)(dV c=dz)dz
; (5)

where LM W � 2:3 � 1010L� is the stellar lum inosity of the M ilky W ay and
�L ’ 1:8h � 108L� M pc� 3 is the lum inosity density in the localuniverse (Loveday
et al. 1992). For a critical universe, with 
M = 1 and � = 0, one has
dVc = 16�(c=H )3(1 + z �

p
1+ z)2(1 + z)� 7=2dz,and the volum e average ofthe

observed star form ation rate (Fig.1)yields a m ean rate which is about15 tim e larger
than thatin the localUniverse, �R SF R =

R

(R SF R=(1+ z)(dVc=dz)dz=Vc � 15RSF R(z = 0)
(the factor 1/(1+z) in the volum e integralis the cosm ologicaltim e dilation factor).
Consequently,with

R

(1+ z)� 1(dV c=dz)dz = (16�=15)(c=H )3 and h � 0:5,eq.5 yields
R M W [GGRB ]� 2� 10� 8 y� 1,which issim ilartothevalueobtained by W ijersetal.(1997).
(The dependence on h,where H = 100h km s� 1 M pc� 1 isthe Hubble constant,cancels
outin eq.5.The valueh = 0:5 waschosen forthe consistency with Fig.1).Theresultis
notm uch di�erent(butsom ewhatsm aller)forotherstandard cosm ologicalm odels,such
as
M � 0:3 and 
� � 0:7 or,
M � 0:2 and 
� � 0. Thus,we conclude from eqs. 4-5
thatGGRBswith integrated CR lum inositiessim ilarto theirintegrated -ray lum inosities,
cannotexplain theGalacticCR lum inosity.

4. C O SM IC R AY S FR O M C G R B s

Itwassuggested independently by W axm an (1995),by Vietri(1995)and by M ilgrom
and Usov (1995)that,perhaps,m ostofthe CR lum inosity ofGRBsisin UHECR,and
then,isotropically em itting extragalactic GRBs,with sim ilar integrated CR and -ray
lum inosities,m ay be the source ofthe UHECR and,perhaps,the source ofCR with
energy down to theknee(Usov and M ilgrom 1996).However,them ean attenuation length
(lifetim e)ofCR with energies above about1020eV ,the so called \GZK cuto�" energy
in the intensity ofUHECR thatwaspredicted independently by Greisen (1996)and by
Zatsepin and Kuz’m in (1996)forextragalacticcosm icraysdueto theirinteraction with the
cosm icbackground photons,is(e.g.,Lee1987)D < 15 M pc(� < 5� 107 y),ascan beseen
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from Fig.2.Cascadeprotonswith an initialparticlespectrum dn=dE � E� �,increse their
m ean distance(lifetim e)from whereprotonscan reach nearEarth with �nalenergy E ,but
they do notchangetheobserved spectralindex abovethe(red shifted)threshold energy for
\inverse" photoproduction because ofFeynm an scaling. The enhancem entfactorisgiven
approxim ately by k = 1=(1� < x >�� 1)2 ’ 2� 0:4,where< x >! 0:5 isthem ean fraction
ofthe initialm om entum retained by protonsin inverse photoproduction,which isenergy
independentbecauseofFeynm an scaling,and �’ 2:7� 0:2 istheobserved particlespectral
index oftheUHECR abovetheCR ankle.A uniform distribution ofgalaxies(CGRB sites)
around theM ilky W ay,with a num berdensity n perunitvolum e,producesCR energy ux
(energy perunitarea,persr,perunittim e),

S � RG �E C R

1

4�

Z 4�r2ne� r=kD

4�r2
dr=

nR G �E C R kD

4�
: (6)

Cosm ic expansion and evolution can be neglected forcosm ologicaldistanceskD � c=H .
Ifthe UHECR aretrapped locally by (unknown)strong extragalactic m agnetic �eldsthat
surround ourM ilky W ay galaxy,then D in eq.6 m ustbe replaced by c�(E ),where �(E )
is the lifetim e ofUHECR with energy E in the trap due to attenuation by radiation
�eldsand/orescape by di�usion in the m agnetic �elds. The m easured lum inosity density
in the localUniverse is(Loveday 1992),�L ’ 1:8h � 108L� M pc� 3. IfR G < 10� 8 y� 1

per L� ’ 1010L� galaxy and ifthe kinetic energy release in UHECR per GRB is,
�E C R = 5�� 1050 erg,where �isthe m ean energy ofUHECR in 1020eV units(W axm an
1995,Vietri1995,M ilgrom and Usov 1996),then eq.6 yieldsan energy ux ofUHECR,

S ’ 6

 

n

1:8h � 10� 2M pc� 3

!  

R G

10� 8y� 1

!  

�E C R

1051erg

!  

kD

30M pc

!

eV m
� 2
s
� 1
sr

� 1
: (7)

The CR above the ankle have an approxim ate power-law spectrum (Takeda etal. 1998),
dn=dE � E� �,with � ’ 2:7� 0:. Even ifthe bulk ofthe GRB energy iscarried by CR
with energy aboveE 0 ’ 1020eV ,oneobtainsfrom eq.7,forE ’ E 0,that

E
3
dn

dE
’ (�� 2)SE0

�
E

E 0

�1� �

� 4� 1020eV 2
m

� 2
s
� 1
sr

� 1
: (8)

Thisvalueissm allerby fourordersofm agnitude than theobserved value(e.g.,Takeda et
al.1998),E 3dn=dE ’ 5� 1024eV 2m � 2s� 1sr� 1 around E � 1020 eV .

5. C O SM IC R AY S FR O M B EA M ED C G R B s ?

Theabove lum inosity problem scan besolved by postulating thatGRBsem itisotropically
m ore than 1055 erg in UHECR,which isvery unlikely forcom pactstellarobjects,orby
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jetting the GRB ejecta (Daretal.1998;Dar1998;Darand Plaga 1998).Note that�E ,
thekineticenergy releasein GRBs,ifthey areassociated with thebirth ofcom pactstellar
objects,isbounded by theirgravitationalbinding,and probably itisone ortwo ordersof
m agnitude sm aller,because ofneutrino and gravitationalwave em ission,asobserved,for
instance,in SNe.But,the\isotropic" energy em ission,which isinferred from them easured
-ray uenceF  ofGRBstheirm easured redshiftz and theirlum inosity distancedL,

E isot� 4��E =�
’ 4�d 2

LF=(1+ z); (9)

can exceed even M � c
2 ’ 1:8� 1054 erg by a large factor. E.g.,ifthe GRB ejecta is

narrowly collim ated into a jet (plasm oid) with a bulk m otion Lorentz factor � � 103

(e.g.,Darand Plaga 1998)then itsradiation isbeam ed into a solid angle �
 � �=� 2

and E isot � 4�(�E =�
)= (4�=�
)�E � 4� 10 6(�=103)2�E ,ism uch largerthan �E ,
the true energy release in GRBs. Thus,while the totallum inosity ofCGRBsin -rays
(eq.4)isindependentofthe unknown beam ing angle,E isot[CR]can be m uch largerthan
thatassum ed by W axm an (1995),Vietri(1995)and Usov and M ilgrom (1996).However,
extragalactic UHECR m ustshow the GZK \cuto�" unlessthere isa \cosm ic conspiracy".
Nam ely,either the large scale localm agnetic �elds conspire to trap the extragalactic
UHECR attheGZK \cuto�" energy fora tim ewhich isexactly equalto theirattenuation
tim e in the background radiation (Sigletal. 1998),orthe GRB source spectrum below
theGZK \cuto�" energy issuppressed by exactly theattenuation factoraboveitorGRBs
produce new particleswith a ux thatis�ne tuned to produce a sm ooth CR spectrum at
theGZK cuto�.Such �netuned \cosm icconspiracies"seem very im probableand unnatural:
Observationallim itson extragalactic m agnetic �elds,from lim itson Faraday rotation of
radio wavesfrom distantpowerfulradio sources(e.g.,Kronberg 1994)and from lim itson
intergalactic synchrotron em ission,im ply Larm orradiusfor4� 1019eV protonsin typical
extragalactic m agnetic �elds,(B < nG),thatism uch largerthan the typicalcoherence
length (�< 1 M pc)ofthese �elds. M oreover,m agnetic trapping iscom pletely ruled out
ifthe arrivaldirections ofUHECR coincide with the directions ofcosm ologicalGRBs
(Usov and M ilgrom 1995)orifthearrivaldirectionsofextragalacticUHECR areclustered
(Hayashida etal.1996).Ferm iorcollisionlessshock acceleration norm ally producesm ooth
power-law source spectra and notad hoc im posed thresholds. Thus,jetting the ejecta of
GRBsm ay solvetheenergy problem butdoesnotseem to explain theabsence oftheGZK
cuto�.

M oreover,UHECR have a Larm orradius,R L � 100(E =1020eV )(ZB =nG)� 1 M pc,that
ism uch largerthan the coherence length,� � 1 M pc and � � 1 kpc,of,respectively,
the intergalactic and the halo turbulentm agnetic �elds(Kronberg 1994).Therefore,they
su�eronly sm allrandom deectionsalong theirarrivaltrajectoriesfrom a typicaldistances
kD � 30M pc. Thisim pliesthatthe arrivaldirectionsofthe UHECR pointback in the
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directionsofnearby (kD < 50 M pc)galaxies,i.e.in the direction oftheVirgo clusterand
theSupergalacticplane,which isnotobserved (e.g.,Hayashida etal.1996).Furtherm ore,
thespread in theirarrivaldirection with respectto thesourcedirection hasr.m .s.angular
deviation,

��� 20
�
E

1020

�� 1
 

kD

50M pc

!
1=2  

�

M pc

!
1=2 �

B

nG

�

; (10)

and arrivaltim esthatarespread with r.m .s.value

�t� 7� 104
�
E

1020

�� 2
 

kD

50M pc

!  

�

M pc

! �
B

nG

�2

y: (11)

The num berofGRBswithin distance ofd � 50 M pcduring thisspread ofarrivaltim esis
N G R B ’ (�L=LM W )(4�=3)d3R M W [GGRB ]�t< 1.Consequently,allUHECR with energy
above 1020 eV should pointback to one ortwo sourceswith an angularspread of� 20,
which isinconsistentwith theirobserved widesky distribution (Takeda etal.1998).

6. C O N C LU SIO N

The above argum entscan be repeated forUHECR nucleithatare photodissociated
by cosm ic background photons,and for UHECR photons thatare attenuated by pair
production. Both have attenuation lengthsshorterthan thatofUHECR.Then,itleads
to the conclusion thatifthe CR thatare observed nearEarth are long lived norm alCR
particles,theirsourceisnotextragalacticGRBs.However,ifGRBsarenarrowly collim ated,
then GalacticGRBscan producethecosm icrayswhich areobserved nearEarth,including
thosewith thehighestobserved energies(Darand Plaga 1998).
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Fig.1.| The starform ation ratepercom oving volum e asa function ofredshift,assum ing
H 0 = 50 km sM pc� 1 and q0 = 0:5,uncorrected and corrected forextinction by Steideletal.
1998.Thedi�erentpointsarefrom Lilly etal.1996 [circles],Connolly etal.1997 [squares],
M adau etal.1997 [triangles],and Steideletal.1998 [crosses].
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Fig. 2.| The proton interaction length (dashed line)and attenuation length (heavy line)
forinversephotoproduction on thecosm icbackground radiation,and theproton attenuation
length dueto pairproduction (thin line),ascalculated by Lee1998.
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