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ABSTRACT

R ecent observations w ith the large air shower arrays of ultra high energy
cogan ic rays (UHECR ) and recent m easurem ents/estim ates of the redshifts of
gamm a ray bursts (GRBs) ssem to rule out extragalactic G RB s as the source of
the coam ic rays that are observed near E arth, including those w ith the highest
energies.
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1. NTRODUCTION

T he origin of high energy coan ic rays (CR), which were rst discovered by V . Hess In
1912, is stilla com pkte mystery (9. Berezinskii et al. 1990; G aiser 1990, and references
therein). Their alm ost single power-aw spectrum , dn=dkE E , that changes slightly at
the so0 called \ knee" around 10*°® eV and at the so0 called \ ankk" around 10'%° &V, seem
to suggest a singk origin of CR at all energies G nzburg 1957; Burbidge 1962; Longair
1981). However, i isgenerally believed (eg, M orrison 1957; G Inzburg and Syrovatskii 1964;
Berezingkiiet al. 1990; G aiser 1990, and references therein) that CR w ith energy below the
knee are accelerated in G alactic supemova rem nants (SNR), those w ith energy above the
knee m ay be either G alactic or extragalactic In origin, and those w ith energy above the
ankle, that are not con ned by G alactic m agnetic elds, are extragalactic because of their
nearly isotropic sky distrbution (eg. Takeda et al. 1998; Yoshida and D ail1997).

If the CR accelkerators are G alactic, they must replenish for the escape of CR from the
G alaxy In order to sustain the cbserved G alactic CR intensity. T heir total um nosity In
CR must therefore satisfy,

Lyw CRI= ! € dn=cE )dE dV; @)
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where () is the mean residence tine of CR wjthRenergy E in the Galaxy. It can

be estim ated from the mean column density, X = dx, of gas In the interstellar
mediim (ISM ) that Galactic CR wih energy E have traversed. From the secondary
to prin ary abundance ratios of G alactic CR it was inferred that (Swordy et al. 1990)

X = c 69E=20Z2GeV) °®* gan ?,where isthem ean densiy of interstellar gas
along their path. The m ean energy density of CR and the totalm ass of gas in the M iky
Way MW ), that }%{ave been inferred from the di use Ga]actﬁc —ray, X ray and radio

am issions are, = E (dn=dE )dE 1eV an ® and M 45 = dV \Y% 48 1M ,
resoectively. Henoe, sin ple Integration yields (e4g., D rury et al. 1989)

> E dn=dE )
Luw CR]  Mgas TdE 15 18 ergs *: @)

The only known G alactic sources which can supply the buk ofthe G alactic CR lum inosity
are supemova explosions (SNe) (eg. G Inzburg and Syrovatskii 1964; Volk 1997) and
perhaps G alactic gamm a ray bursts GGRBs) Qaret al. 1992; D aret al. 1998), but not
extragalactic GRBs. For com plteness and for later use, we shall rst rederive this result
and than proceed to show that recent data from the large air shower arrays (9., Hayashida
et al. 1996; Yoshida and D ail998, and references therein) on ulra high energy coam ic rays
(UHECR) and the recent redshift m easurem ents/estin ates of som e G RB s and host galaxies
0ofGRBs M etzger et al. 1997; Kukamiet al. 1998; Bloom et al. 1998; D prgovskiet al.
1998; Fruchter et al. 1998a, 1998b) seem to rule out extragalactic GRB s as the source of
the UHECR.

2. ARE SUPERNOVA REMNANTSTHEMAIN COSM IC RAY SOURCE ?

A pproxin ately, Eg 16! erg is released by SN e as nonrelativistic kinetic energy of
efcta at a rate W oosley and W eaver 1986), Ry y BNe] 25 10%y !'. Ifa fraction

20% ofthis energy is converted into CR energy by ocollisionless shocks in the supemova
rem nants (SNR), then the total SN e lum inosity In CR is,

Ryy BNel Ex BNel . .
L R 15 — 1d* erg s ; 3
mw ER] 02 0025y ° 105erg J G

as required by eg2. Supemova rem nants are also natural sites for Fem i acoeleration of

cogan ic rays by collisionless m agnetic shocks and the SNR environm ent seem s also to explain
the chem ical com position of CR at low energies (see, eg., Ram aty et al. 1998 and references
therein) where it iswellm easured. M oreover the non them alX —ray em ission from SNR 1006
cbserved by ASCA (Koyam a et al. 1995) and by ROSAT W illinhgale et al. 1996), the G&V
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—ray em ission from several nearby SNR s observed by EGRET (E sposito et al. 1996), and
the recent detection of SNR 1006 in TeV -—raysby the CANGAROO telkscope (Tanin ori
et al. 1998), were all interpreted as supportive evidence for the assum ption that SNR s are
the source of the buk of CR . However, the TeV  rays from SNR s can be explained by
Inverse C om pton scattering ofm icrow ave background photonsby m ultiTeV electronswhose
synchrotron em ission explains their hard lineless X ray radiation. Furthem ore, the m ean
lifetim e of strong shocks in SNR s Iim its the acceleration of CR nuclei In SNR s to energies
Jess than Z 01P &V (eg. Lagage and Cesarsky 1983) and cannot explain the origin of
CR with mudch higher energies. In fact, the m ost nearby SNR s in the northem hem isphere
have not been detected In TeV -rays Budklky et al. 1998). M oreover, the scale height
of the G alactic distrbbution of SNRs ( 4:8 kpc) di ers signi cantly from that required
(20 kpc) to explain the observed G alactic em ission ofhigh energy ¢ 100M €V ) -raysby
coan ic ray interactions in the G alactic ISM (Strong and M oskalenko 1998). Furthem ore,
the di usive propagation of CR from the observed/inferred distribbution of G alactic SNRs
yields anisotropies that at an energy of about 100 TeV are In excess of the cbserved value
by m ore than an order of m agniude Ptuskin et al. 1997). A 1l these suggest that, perhaps,
SNR s are not them ain source ofGalacicCR ?

3. COSMIC RAYSFROM GGRBs

Gamm a ray bursts (GRBs) have also been proposed as CR sources D aret al. 1992,
W axm an 1995, V ietrdi 1995, M ilgrom and U sov 1995; 1996; Daret al. 1998, Dar 1998, D ar
and P laga 1998). But, if GRBsean it sin flarenergies in CR and n -rays W axm an 1995,
V ietri 1995, M igrom and Usov 1996), ie., if E ¢ E , then G alactic GRB s cannot
produce the buk ofthe CR .This isbecause the totalCR lum inosity due to GalacticGRBs
isonly,
Rg E isot

— =3 10° s '; 4
4 10 8y ! 10°? erg &9 “@

4
Lyw CR] Ryy —E

Independent of the solid angle which the gamm a ray em ission is beam ed nto. The
\isotropic" energy em ission n eq4 isdened asEi: 4 (E = )andR .y isthe
rate of observable GGRBs (those GRBs in the M iky W ay galaxy that em it -rays in our
direction). W ifrset al. (1997) pointed out that ifthe origin of G RB s is related to the birth
of neutron stars and black holks, then the GRB rate is proportional to the star form ation
rate. In fact, the recent spectral observations of CG RB s afterglow s strongly suggest that
GRBs are produced In star burst regions. W igrset al. (1997) used the new distance scale
of CGRBs, which ollow s from the m easured/estin ated redshifts of CGRB afterglow s and
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their host galaxies, and the assum ption that the CGRB rate follow s the star form ation
rate, to show that the current GRB mate pergalaxy is< 2 108 y !. This value istwo
orders ofm agnitude an aller than that was thought before. W e have reestim ated the current
GGRB rate GRBsn aM iky W ay) from new measuram ents (Steidel et al. 1998 and
references therein) of the star form ation rate as function of redshift z, as shown in Figl,
ushgR CGRB ]’ 10°y ! Prthe rate of observable CGRBs (Fishm an and M eegan 1995).
The present (z = 0) rate of cbservabl G GRB s is given approxin ately by

13 CGRB Ly w Rsrr (z= 0)

R RB]’ : ; 5
ww GRB] L (+ z) 'Rgrg () @V c=dz)dz’ ©)
where Ly g 23 1L  is the stellar lum nosity of the M iky W ay and
. 7 18h 10L M pc ° is the lum inosity density in the local universe (Loveday
et al. 1992). For a cdtical universe, with y = 1 and = 0, one has

dv, = 16 (=H )31 + z pm)Z 1 + z) 7?dz, and the volum e average of the
observed star fomm ation rate Figd) yjeJ%s a mean rate which is about 15 tin e larger
than that In the bcalUniverse, Rgrr = Rgrr=01+ z) @V =dz)dz=V, 15RgrRr (z = 0)
(the factor 1/ (1+ z) Rjn the volum e Integral is the cosm ological tin e dilation factor).
Consequently, with (1 + z) '@V c=dz)dz = (16 =15)(=H )3 and h 05, eg5 yields
Ruw GGRB] 2 10%y !, which issin ilarto the value obtained by W ifrset al. (1997).
(The dependence on h, where H = 100h km s ! M pc ! is the Hubbl constant, cancels
out n eq. 5. Thevalueh = 05 was chosen for the consistency with Fig. 1). The resul is
not much di erent (out som ewhat an aller) for other standard cosm ologicalm odels, such
as u 03 and 07 or, 02 and 0. Thus, we conclude from egs. 4-5
that GGRBswih integrated CR lum inosities sim ilar to their ntegrated -ray lum hnosities,
cannot explain the G alactic CR lum inosity.

4. COSM IC RAYSFROM CGRBs

It was suggested Independently by W axm an (1995), by Vietrdi (1995) and by M ilgrom
and Usov (1995) that, perhaps, m ost of the CR lum inosity of GRBs isin UHECR, and
then, isotropically em itting extragalactic GRBs, with sin ilar Integrated CR and -ray
lum nosities, m ay be the source of the UHECR and, perhaps, the source of CR w ith
energy down to the knee (U sov and M ilgrom 1996). H owever, the m ean attenuation length
(lifstin ) of CR w ith energies above about 10?°eV , the so called \G ZK cuto " energy
In the intensity of UHECR that was predicted independently by G reisen (1996) and by
Zatsspin and Kuzm in (1996) for extragalactic cosn ic rays due to their Interaction w ith the
coam ic background photons, is €g. Lee1987)D < 15M pc ( < 5 10 y), as can be seen
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from Fig. 2. Cascade protons w ith an initial particle spectrum dn=dE E , ncrese their
m ean distance (life tin e) from where protons can reach near Earth wih nalenergy E , but
they do not change the cbserved spectral index above the (red shifted) threshold energy for
\Inverse" photoproduction because of Feynm an scaling. T he enhancem ent factor is given
approxinately by k= 1=(1 < x> 1)’ 2 04,where< x>! 035 isthemean fraction
of the Initialm om entum retained by protons in nverse photoproduction, which is energy
Independent because of Feynm an scaling, and ' 257 02 isthe cbserved particle spectral
Index ofthe UHECR above the CR ankle. A uniform distrioution of galaxies (CGRB sites)
around the M iky W ay, w ith a num ber density n per unit volum e, produces CR energy ux
(energy perunit area, per sr, per unit tim e),

1 % 4 r2pe =0 nRg E crkD

s Ecg—r ——dr=——° " CF 7, 6
R E cry . . 6)

C oamn ic expansion and evolution can be neglected for coan ological distances kD cH .
Ifthe UHECR are trapped locally by (unknown) strong extragalactic m agnetic elds that
surround our M iky W ay galaxy, then D In eg.6 must be replaced by ¢ & ), where E)
is the lifttine of UHECR with energy E In the trap due to attenuation by radiation
elds and/or escape by di usion In the m agnetic elds. The m easured lum inosity density
in the bcalUniverse is (Loveday 1992),  / 18h 16L M pc 3. IfRg < 10 8y !
per L 7 10'°L galaxy and if the kinetic energy release in UHECR per GRB is,
Ecg =5 16° erg, where isthemean energy of UHECR in 10?°eV units W axm an
1995,V ietri 1995, M igrom and U sov 1996), then eq. 6 yields an energy ux ofUHECR,

| | | |
n Rg E cr kD s 1

S’ 6 eV m “s “sr ":
18h 102M pc 3 10 8y ! 10%'erg  30M pc @)

The CR above the ankle have an approxin ate power-law spectrum (Takeda et al. 1998),
dn=dE E ,with ’ 27 0:.Even ifthebuk ofthe GRB energy is carried by CR
w ith energy above E, ’ 10%°eV , one obtains from eq.7, ©orE ’ E,, that

dn E

E°— "' ( 2)SE, — 4 1¥ev?m %s 'sr l: @)

dE Egq
This value is an aller by four orders of m agnitude than the cbserved value (eg. Takeda et
al. 1998),E°dn=dE ' 5 16*eV’m ?s 'sr 'aroundE  16° ev.

5. COSM IC RAYSFROM BEAMED CGRBs?

T he above lum inosity problem s can be solved by postulating that GRB s em it isotropically
m ore than 10° erg in UHECR, which is very unlkely for com pact stellar cb fcts, or by
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Btting the GRB efcta Daret al. 1998; Dar 1998; Dar and P laga 1998). Note that E,

the kinetic energy release In GRB s, if they are associated w ith the birth of com pact stellar

ob cts, is bounded by their gravitational binding, and probably it is one or two orders of

m agnitude sm aller, because of neutrino and gravitational wave em ission, as observed, for

nstance, in SNe. But, the \isotropic" energy em ission, which is inferred from the m easured
‘ray uenceF ofGRBstheirm easured redshift z and their lum nosity distance 4,

Egt 4 E = ' 4d 2F =1+ z); ©)

can exceed even M &’ 18  16* erg by a large factor. E g., if the GRB efcta is
narrow Iy collin ated into a £t (plagn oid) with a bulk m otion Lorentz factor 10°
eg. Dar and P laga 1998) then its radiation isbeam ed into a solid anglk = ?
andEir 4 (E= )= 4= )E 4 10 °©(=10°? E,ismuch largerthan E,
the true energy release n GRBs. Thus, whik the total um inosity of CGRBs in -rays
(eg4) is ndependent of the unknown beam Ing angle, E is.c CR ] can be mudh Jarger than
that assum ed by W axm an (1995), V ietrd (1995) and U sov and M igrom (1996). H ow ever,
extragalactic UHECR must show the GZK \cuto " unless there is a \coan ic conspiracy”.
N am ely, either the large scale localm agnetic elds conspire to trap the extragalactic
UHECR at the GZK \cuto " energy for a tin e which is exactly equal to their attenuation
tin e In the background radiation (Siglet al. 1998), or the GRB source spectrum below
the G ZK \cuto " energy is suppressed by exactly the attenuation factor above it or GRBs
produce new particlkeswih a ux that is ne tuned to produce a sn ooth CR spectrum at
the G ZK cuto . Such netuned \coan ic conspiracies" ssem very im probablk and unnatural:
O bservational lin its on extragalactic m agnetic elds, from lim is on Faraday rotation of
radio waves from distant powerful radio sources (eg., K ronberg 1994) and from I its on
intergalactic synchrotron em ission, inply Lam or radius or4  13°eV protons in typical
extragalactic m agnetic elds, B < nG), that ismuch larger than the typical coherence
length ( < 1M pc) ofthese elds. M oreover, m agnetic trapping is com plktely ruled out
if the arrival directions of UHECR ocoincide w ith the directions of coan ological GRBs

(U sov and M ilgrom 1995) or if the arrival directions of extragalactic UHECR are clustered
(H ayashida et al. 1996). Fem i or oollisionless shock acceleration nom ally produce sm ooth
power-law source spectra and not ad hoc In posad thresholds. Thus, gtting the eecta of
GRBsmay solve the energy problm but does not seam to explain the absence of the G ZK
cuto .

M oreover, UHECR have a Lam or radiis, Ry, 100 =16°eV ) ZB=nG) ' M pc, that
ismuch larger than the coherence length, 1M pc and 1 kpc, of, respectively,
the intergalactic and the halo turbulent m agnetic elds (K ronberg 1994). Therefore, they
su eronly an all random de ections along their arrival tra gctories from a typical distances
kD 30M pc. This i plies that the arrival directions of the UHECR point back in the
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directions of nearby (kD < 50 M pc) galaxies, ie. In the direction of the V irgo cluster and
the Super galactic plane, which is not cbserved (eg., Hayashida et al. 1996) . Furthem ore,
the soread in their arrival direction w ith respect to the source direction has rm s. angular

deviation, : :
, E ' xw 7 PR
— 7 (10)
1020 50M pc M pc nG
and arrival tin es that are soread w ith rm s. value
! !
E % kD B “
t 7 10 — — v 11)
1020 50M pc M pc nG

The number of GRBswithin distance ofd 50 M pc during this spread of arrival tin es is
Ngrs / (1=Lmw )@ =3)d°Ryy GGRB]t< 1. Consequently, allUHECR w ith energy
above 10%° &V should point back to one or two sources w ith an angular spread of 2,
which is Inconsistent w ith their observed w ide sky distrdbution (Takeda et al. 1998).

6. CONCLUSION

T he above argum ents can be repeated for UHECR nuclki that are photodissociated
by coam ic background photons, and for UHECR photons that are attenuated by pair
production. Both have attenuation lengths shorter than that of UHECR . Then, it lads
to the conclusion that if the CR that are cbserved near Earth are Iong lived nom alCR
particles, their source is not extragalactic GRB s. H owever, ifG RB s are narrow Iy collin ated,
then G alactic GRB s can produce the coan ic rays which are cbserved near E arth, lncluding
those w ith the highest observed energies O ar and P laga 1998).
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Fig. 1 | T he star fom ation rate per com oving volum e as a fiinction of redshift, assum Ing
Ho= 50kmsMpc ! and g = 0:5, uncorrected and corrected for extinction by Steidel et al.
1998. The di erent points are from Lilly et al. 1996 [circles], Connolly et al. 1997 [squares],
M adau et al. 1997 kriangles], and Steidelet al. 1998 [crosses].
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