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A bstract

W e propose a m odel for gamm a ray bursts in which a star sub fct to a high level
of ferm ion degeneracy undergoes a phase transition to a supersymm etric state. The
burst is initiated by the transition of ferm ion pairs to sfemm ion pairswhich, uninhibited
by the Pauli exclusion principle, can drop to the ground state of m Inimum m om en—
tum through photon em ission. T he ¥t structure is attributed to the B ose statistics of
sferm ions whereby subsequent sferm ion pairs are preferentially em ited into the sam e
state (sfermm ion am pli cation by stin ulated em ission). Brem sstrahling gamm a rays
tend to preserve the directional informm ation of the sferm ion m om enta and are them —
selves enhanced by stin ulated em ission.
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W ithin the past ve years well over a hundred articles have discussed the possbility of
transitionsbetw een various localm inin a ofthe e ective potential of string theory stim ulated
by work by Bousso and Polchinski ], Susskind ], and K achru et al. 3]. In particular the
phase transition between a vacuum sin ilar to ours w ith positive vacuum energy and the
vacuum of exact supersymm etry (SUSY ) wih vanishing vacuum energy has been treated
in string theory [B]. In this article, we discuss possible phenom enologicalm anifestations of
such a transition in a dense star.

W e take as a starting point the three experin entaltheoretical Indications:
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1. W e live n a world ofbroken supersym m etry (SUSY ) wherem ost ofthe supersym m etric
particle m asses are at the weak scale (ssveral hundred G €V) or above. Indications for
this com e from sucocessil SUSY grand uni cation predications for the b= m ass ratio
and the . sin?( ) relationship as well as the astrophysical indications for non—
baryonic dark m atter.

2. In our world there is a positive vacuum energy density (dark energy) and a nega—

tive vacuum pressure Pyac = vac rading to an accelkration in the expansion of the
universe @].
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3. The true ground state ofthe universe is a state ofexact SU SY w here particles and their
supersym m etric partners have the sam em ass. T his seem s to be a persistent prediction
of string theory. W e choose to consider a transition to a at space exact SUSY where
the vacuum energy vanishes as opposed to a possbl transition to an antideSitter
m Ininum which could also be explored and would probably be qualitatively sin ilar.

A strict consequence of acoepting these three indications and the string theory predic—
tion that all param eters of the theory are dynam ically determm Ined is that the universe will
ultin ately undergo a phase transition to the true ground state ofexact SUSY . In such a sit—
uation, only the probability perunit tin e for this transition to occur is, at present, unknow n
and sub ect to speculation. Such decays of the false vacuum were discussed In som e general-
ity by Colem an and collaborators several decades ago [H]. In a hom ogeneous m ediuim , once
a criticalbubbl of true vacuum is nuclkeated, it w illgrow w ithout Iim it. Thus, In particular,
if a bubble of critical size form s in dilute m atter it will rapidly take over the universe [{]
w ith the Inm ediate extermm nation of all life.

P lausible suggestions have been m ade that the phase transition to the true vacuum m ight
be catalyzed in densem atter B],[1] and we argue that a bubblk oftrue (SUSY ) vacuum , once
form ed, would be con ned to the the region of high m atter density. D etails are presented
in another article [_'8]; the argum ent is outlined below . Such a situation would be In lne
w ith string theory argum ents suggesting that the universe m ight have a dom ain structure
In which di erent regions In space-tim e m ight have di erent physical constants, di erent
particle m asses, and even di erent gauge groups.

W hile superstring theory is struggling to nd som e experin ental con m ation beyond
the (@lready Im pressive) autom atic ncorporation of gravicy and gauge forces, the eld of
gamm a ray bursts, on the other hand, is one in which rapidly expanding cbservational data
is, m ost astronom ers adm i, in need of additional theoretical insight. The sheer enom iy
of the energy relase In these bursts together w ith their short lifetin e and pronounced £t
structure m ake i possble that a full explanation w ill not be found w ithout som e type of
startling \new physics". One exam pl of such speculative \new physics" proposals is the
quark starm odel of O uyed and Sannino @].

A though the long duration gam m a ray bursts (lifetin es greater than about two seconds)
have been cbservationally associated w ith supemovae, the existence ofthe required explosion



hasnot asyet been successfiilly m odeled In standard astrophysicalm onte carlos of supemova
collepse fI0]. An additional energy release m echanisn such as that proposed here could,
therefore, be helpfiil. C oncsptualgaps in conventional approaches to the theory ofgamm a ray
bursts based on accretion disks and hydrodynam ic shock waves are, at present, tem porarly

Tled by the termm inology ofa \centralengine" and \ recone production”. It is not clear that
the standard m odel has w ithin it an adequate energy release m echanisn nor a m echanian
for the su cient collin ation of the burst. M odels for the narrow oollim ation of the bursts
typically involve the acceleration away from incipient black holes of large neutral bodies of
m atter to Lorentz param eters near 100. The physical basis for the requisite strong forces
is not m ly established although som e speculative ideas have been put forward. M ost
workers in the eld would adm it that the m echanian for launching such a ¥t is unclkar.
Another problem in the conventional approaches is the lJack of \baryon loading". Nam ely,
the accelerated body ofm atter m ust be largely kptonic In order for the energy deposition
to be prim arily In the gamm a ray range w ith relatively little converted to kinetic energy of
heavy particles or to low energy photons. f11,12].

In addition to not having a concsptually com plete energy relase m echanism or colli-
m ation m echanisn , the conventional astrophysical approaches do not predict the prim ary
quantitative characteristics of the bursts except as related to firee param eters in the theory.
T hese prin ary quantitative ocbservations are

1. burst energies in a narrow range near 10°° ergs. This assum es burst collin ation, oth—
erw ise the burst energies are m uch greater and w idely varying [12].

2. typical photon energies .n the 100 K&V to 1 M eV range [1].

3. Burst durations of from som e 20 m illissconds to 200 seconds w ith the duration distri-
bution having a pronounced dip at about 2 s fi3].

This, however, is not to say that no progress is being m ade in exploring conventional as-
trophysical possbilities. For instance, severalm odels have been proposed in [l4]. Tn one of
these it is suggested that about 10°° ergs (depending on accretion disk viscosities and an
assum ed e ciency of 1% ) could be converted from ~ intoan e’ e plasm a which could then
be m ade availablk for the production of a relativistic rball. Thism odel could be in line
w ith the \cannonball" m odel ofD ar and D eRujila 1] which involves the acoeleration ofa
relativistic rballaway from a progenitor star but the nature of the central engine and £t
launching m echanisn are still uncertain.

G Iwven the m agnitude of the long-standing challenge posed by gamm a ray bursts, we
would hope that, whilke the feasibility ofm echanisn s such as the above isbeing nvestigated,
broad Jatitude is also given to the discussion of ideas beyond the standard m odeleven ifthey
are necessarily less fully developed and seem ingly m ore speculative.

In the current paper we propose as a m odel for the \central engine" the lifting of Pauli
blodcking due to a SUSY phase transition. T he resulting energy release could be utilized in a
subsequently conventional astrophysicalm odel for the gamm a ray bursts. H owever, we note



that the transition to a lJargely bosonic nalstate also suggests a naturalm echanisn for the
burst collim ation.

O ur proposal isbased on the follow Ing socenario.

1. In a region of space w ith a high level of ferm ion degeneracy there is a phase transition
to a supersymm etric ground state. In the SUSY phase, electrons and their SUSY
partmers (selectrons) are degenerate in m ass as are the nuckons and snuclkons, photons
and photinos etc. A critical assum ption for the current work is that the comm on m ass
of electrons and selkctrons in the exact SUSY phase is no greater than the elctron
m ass in our broken SUSY universe. This assum ption is supported by string theory
which predictsm asslkess ground state supem uliplts in the truevacuum , exact SU SY
phase. In addiion, one can note that, in the popular m odel of radiative breaking of
the electroweak EW ) symm etry, SUSY breaking and EW breaking are linked so that
In the absence of susy breaking, the ground state supem ultiplets are m asskess. W e
know ofno calculation in the literature requiring a necessarily higher com m on ground
Statem ass. W e assum e orde niteness and sin plicity an equality ofthe comm on m ass
In the exact SUSY phase and the particle m ass in the broken phase.

2. In the SUSY phass, electron pairs undergo quasielastic scattering to selectron pairs
which, uninhibited by the Pauli principle, can fall into the lowest energy state via
photon em ission. These photons are radiated into the outside (on-SUSY ) world.
O ther photons are em ited at the boundary to conserve m om entum as the selectrons
are re ected by the dom ain wall not having su cient energy to cross into the non—
SUSY dom ain. A highly collin ated £t structure could be produced by the stin ulated
em ission of sferm ions and photons.

3. Simnulaneous w ith electron conversion into selectrons, nuckons w ithin heavy nucki
convert nto snuclkons. W ith no further support from the electron degeneracy, the star
collapses to nuclkar density under gravitational pressure.

4. Ream aining nuclkon pairs then undergo the analogous conversion to snuclkon pairsw ih
the cross section m ediated by the strong exchange of supersym m etric pions. This
process can be team porarily interrupted by brief periods of fusion energy release but
then continues until the star allsbelow the Schwarzschild radius and beocom es a black
hole, thus extinguishing the gamm a ray burst if it has not already ended. The exact
behavior of a SUSY bubbl in a dense star is, cbviously, a com plicated problm and
only the sin plest zeroth order calculations are w ithin the scope of this Initial paper.

In thism odelbursts could be due to the decay of isolated white dwarfs which are abso-
lutely stable In standard astrophysics. W e therefore predict the existence of low m ass black
holes below the Chandrasekhar 1 it. In the llow ng we show , In outline fom , that the
m echanism produced here can quantitatively, though roughly, acoount for the cbservations
of stellar explosion, total energy releass, m Ininum burst duration, average photon energy,
and £t collin ation. N o other com parably param eter-free m odel predicting these prin ary
quantitative features of the bursts exists at present. A m ore rigorous m odeling of the burst



in the SUSY phase transition fram ew ork, addressing som e of the secondary characteristics,
is deferred to a Jater paper and to future investigations.

T ransitions between vacua of di ering am ounts of supersym m etry have been considered
in string theory [16] and lie at the basis of string Jandscape m odels. In order for such phase
transitions to occur, the e ective potential m ust be dynam ically detem ined as in string
theory and som e other m odels of spontaneocus SUSY breaking. In a model such as the
M Inim al Supersym m etric Standard M odel (M SSM ) where the SUSY breaking is attributed
to xed param eters, one would not expect phase transitions between vacua w ith di ering
am ounts of supersym m etry. C atalysis of vacuum decay by m attere ectshasbeen rigorously
treated in two dim ensions [§]. This catalysis is m ore di cul to treat in four dim ensions
but we adopt the idea that the SUSY transition willbe mudch m ore lkely to nuckate in a
dense star than elsswhere In space. O ne lkely m anifestation of this catalysism ight be that
the critical radius above which a SUSY bubblk w ill expand and below which be quenched is
much greater in vacuum than in densem atter. From the expression of ref.[] for the vacuum
case, we would expect a critical radius of
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where + is the ground state energy density in the broken SU SY phasem inus the ground

state energy density in the exact SUSY phase and S is the surface tension of the bubble.

Here, isthe dbserved vacuum energy density and isthe ground statem atter density. The
di erence is the excitation energy density in the broken SUSY phase. For the nom inal

white dwarf ignoring density inhom ogeneity, the kinetic energy density of the degenerate

electron gas is about

6 10*°M evV=m ’: 3)

Inhom ogeneity e ects are the sub gct of an article currently In preparation. It has been
argued [17] that the current Iongevity of the universe requires that R In vacuum be greater
than the galactic radius. A though he did not consider supersymm etry speci cally, his
analysis suggests a lower Iim it on S.
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Extrapolting to a dense mediim from the vacuum calculation of ref.§], the transition
probability per unit tin e in a hom ogeneous body of volum e V is expected to be of the form

1 dN (—= )3
—— =AVe ©)
N dt

where, In the vacuum , = 0 BJ. In the sin plest cases, ~ is proportional to the 4=3 power

of the surface tension which isusually treated as a constant but could be density dependent
at high density. T he exponential factor grow s rapidly w ith up to ~ and then saturates.
Form ore dense system s the transition rate is proportional to the volum e. T he param eter
A is at present undeterm ined. If ~ is of order the nom lnal white dwarf electron kinetic



energy density ofeqi3, the other param eters can be reasonably chosen so that the transition
probability in vacuum and the transition probability in a heavy nuclkus are negligbl whik
the rate In a dense star is appreciable. In this case we would predict bursts from isolated
white dwarf stars and from m ore m assive collapsing ob Ects as they approach white dwarf
density. D epending on the value of ~, there could also be signi cant transitions in N eutron
stars. Clearly, at present the rate of SUSY transtions is som ewhat param eter dependent
but, aswe w ill show , the zeroth orderm anifestions of such a transition in a white dwarf star,
once it occurs, are relatively unique.

Ifa SUSY bubbl form s in an electron gas, electron pairs w ill convert to selectron pairs.
ee ! ee (6)
T he cross section for process§ is, apart from logarithm ic factors, R1]

Z(hC)Z.
4< E >2°

0=
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T hus, the half life ofa sam ple of electrons undergoing this process ollow ed by bram strahung
is

1 16 <E >3h
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where we have borrowed param eter values from considerations below . O nce the radiated
photons have left the bubbl, the broken-SUSY phase can no longer quench the SUSY
bubble since the sparticles are prohbiively m assive In the nom alword.

For the bram strahlung to occur before the bubbl collapses thus trapping the sslectrons,
them ninum size of the bubble m ust, therefore, be roughly of order

C
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T he resulting constraint on the surface tension iswellw ithin that suggested by eg. 4.

If we consider the transition as beginning w ith the strong transition from nuclkons to
snuclkons, thism ninum bubbl size m ight be a few orders of m agnitude an aller but still
much greater than nuclear size. The volum e factor in eq. & m akes it highly unlkely that
the SUSY transition w ill take place in a terrestrial heavy nucleus but we postiilate that the
process occurs In ferm idegenerate starsw ith a probability perunit tin e xed by the rate of
gamm a ray bursts divided by the num ber of such stars. In the current state of the art w ith
respect to vacuum decay we cannot calculate this probability nor do we need to know its
value for our present considerations. N evertheless, we can note that estin ates of the num ber
of white dwarfs in our (typical) galaxy are of order 10°. The number of gamm a ray bursts
per year per galaxy isabout 5 10 assum ing a 5 burst opening angle. T hus, ifthe SUSY
phase transition m odel for the bursts is correct, the probability fora given white dwarfstarto
explode :n a given year is Jless than 10 '° . Until the phase transition takes place, the white
dwarf w ill cool according to standard physics. Thus, even if the estin ate of white dwarf



num bers orburst rates are 0 by som e orders ofm agnitude, the present m odel is clearly not
In con ict with current cbservations ofwhite dwarf cooling. It is also possbl that m any, or
even m ost, of the SUSY phase transitions result only in a neutrino burst with the gamm a
rays being swallowed by the subsequent black hole. Even then, it is stillhighly in probable
that a particular white dwarf would be cbserved to suddenly disappear. In this connection
one could note that there is, in fact, a ong-standing shortage of coolwhite dwarfs {[§] and,
perhaps, a surplus of dark obcts of white dwarfm ass f[9]. The MACHO experim ent has
also detected a surprisingly large num ber ofdark ob fctsof low m ass RQ]which, in the SUSY
m odel, could be Interpreted as SUSY black hols ofm assbelow the Chandrasekhar lim it. A
repeat of these observations w ith increased sensitivity is highly desirable.

W e consider the case of a typicalwhite dwarfof solarmass M = 12 1M ev/?) and
earth radius R = 64 10m ) supported as in the standard astrophysicalm odelby electron
degeneracy. T hat is the num ber of electrons w ith m om entum between p and p+ dp is

8 p’dpv
aN = o PPV (10)
@ h)?
w ih
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Here, N is the totalnum ber of electrons in the white dwarf

N =6 12 12)

where we have assum ed equal num bers of electrons, protons and neutrons. The average
squared three-m om entum of the electrons is

2 3 2
<P >= CPoax 13)
and the average electron energy is
q
<E>=mdc I+ <pP>=mo)?)+ g : (14)
g is a an all correction tem given by
R « 3=2 3
g=  (Enaxyes o) (3=5)*?2 : 15)
mc +2)! (1= 1 7+21
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W hen the nalstate selectron com esto rest afferbrem strahling orre ection at theboundary
the energy release per ekctron is

E=<E> mc?= 1IM &V : (16)

T his photon energy is in the gamm a ray range as observed in the bursts. T he total energy
release from all electrons is

N E =12 10ergs: a7)



T he half life of a sam ple of electrons undergoing process§ is
1

o V

24 107 s: 18)

Since this is essentially Instantaneous, the tin e scale of the selectron burst is xed by the
tin e it takes for the SUSY phase to spread across the star and for the photons from the far
side of the star to traverse the star. The speed of light gives a lower lim it to the duration of
a burst from the nom inalwhite dwarf.

R
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This is roughly the cbserved m nimum duration of the gamm a ray bursts. However, this
prediction is com plicated by the fact that the bubbl expansion speed In densem atterm ight
be signi cantly slower than the soeed of light. Using the average density, the speed of
sound in the nom inal white dwarf would lead to a bubbl growth tine of 2 s. W e have,
however, not taken into acoount the varations n radii am ong whie dwarfs. In addition,
one needs to consider the varying free collapse tim e discussed below of a star relieved of
Pauli blocking. The investigation of these and m any other possble e ects relevant to the
duration distribution of the bursts in the phase transition m odel is at an early stage. In the
standard astrophysical approaches to gamm a ray bursts, the duration distrbution is also
n early stages of understanding. Sin ilarly, the rapid tin e variability or \gpikey" nature of
the bursts presents challenges to both the phase transition and conventional approaches. In
the phase transition m odel these spikes could be due to am ission from di erent m om entum
levels in the degenerate electron sea or to other quantum deooherence e ects. In the con—
ventional approach, the spoikes are often attrbuted to \sub—gts" w ithin the burst although
their physical origin cannot be determm ined w ithout a fiill theory of the central engine.

D uring the conversion of electrons, the lifting of electron degeneracy causes the star to
collapse rapidly under the gravitational forces until nuclear density is reached. Until then,
how ever, ssparated nuclki are outside the range of strong interactions so nuclkon conversion
proceads only within ndividual nucki. Initially SUSY conversion w ithin nuclei occurs via
the strong reactions

p+tp! pt+tp
n+n! n+n

ptn! pt+t n: (20)

These processes are m ediated by pioninos (the SUSY partmers of the pions). In a white
dw arf the dom inant nuclki are Carbon and O xygen. W e can estin ate the energy release in
the processes 2( using a sim ple three din ensional square wellm odel. A fter SUSY conversion
to bosonic particles, the shell m odel excitation energy will be released. Using a Carboon
radius of 233 fin P21, we estin ate that there willbe 3:0 M eV released per C artbon nuckus
fora totalenergy release in the nom nalwhite dwarfof4:9 18 ergs. T his is slightly greater
than that found from the electron sea.

If there are appreciable am ounts of odd isotopes, the SUSY transition w ill not go com —
plktely w ithin ssparated nuckiand, relieved of the electron degeneracy, the starw ill collapse



under gravitational pressure until the ram aining protons and neutrons achieve ferm ion de-
generacy at, we assum e, nuckar densities ()™ = 047 fn * P3]). At nuckar densities,
the ram aining nuckons w illundergo SU SY conversion to scalar particles w ith fiirther release
of energy after which tin e the star will collapse to a black hok. Thus the SUSY phase
transition m odel is a m ulticom ponent m odel. Because of the high m ass of nuclkons and
their non-relativistic velocities, the nuckar energy release m ay not contribute signi cantly

to the collim ated burst but m ay contrbute to the afferglow s.

C lassically, if a piece ofa starofmass m implodes from a radiis r to a radius r, its
nalkinetic energy w illbe
!
1 dr ° GM GM
2 dt r oy

A freely inploding star of nitial radiis ry at tine t= 0 willhave at tin e t a radius r given
by

S
sin@ ) 2GM
+ t

(22)
w here
—tan! & 1) ©3)

If, asw illalways be the cass, the nitial radius is far greater than the nalradius, the collapse
tin e, assum ing com plete lifting of the Pauliblocking, w illbe

g e 7
t= — ——— (24)
2 3
where isthe initialdensity. This can be w ritten
e
t= 1:53s @5)

W D
where y p isthe typicalwhite dwarfdensity (solarm ass, earth radius).

A Tthough further study is needed, it is tem pting to suspect that this tin e is related to
the observed dip at 2 s In the burst duration distribution. Obfcts wih a natural burst
duration near 2 sm ight have only a partial SUSY conversion before gravitational collapse
thus resulting in a build-up of events at lower burst tines. As can be seen from eqlj, a
transition In a star of lower density w illhave a Jonger collapse tin e. In addition, as the star
approaches the Schwarzschild radiis, general relativistic e ects are expected to stretch out
the collapse tim e and red-<hift the nal stages of afterglow . O ther sources of afterglow are
rradiated circum stellar m aterial.

In conventional astrophysical m odels for the bursts, the duration distribution is often
assum ed to com e from a view ing angle dependence although the existence and location of
the dip is not easily predicted {11, 241.



Next we explore the suggestion that the strongly collin ated gt structure is due to a
bose enhancam ent of the em itted selectrons, sorotons, and brem strahling photons, ie. a
stin ulated am ission. The m atrix elem ent for the em ission of a selectron pair w ith m om enta
ps; and p; in process'§ in the presence of a bath of previously em itted pairs is proportional
to

M <n@s)+ Linf)+ 1 jayq(p3)ay(p4) jnq(P3);n ©a) >
nEs)+1) Q)+ 1): (26)

T he cross section is, therefore, proportionalto (ées) + 1) M ¢s) + 1) . The fullm odeling
of this enhancem ent requires a m ulti- dim ensional m onte carlo (three integrations for each
Initial state electron plus two angular integrals for one of the nal state selectrons although
two of these Integrals can be done trivially). W e would also need the cross section for
process § w thout neglecting the electron m ass. T his com plte calculation hasbeen recently
published B]. Here we content ourselves with the llow ing statistical m odel which has
no dynam ical lnput but provides a sin pli ed dem onstration of the principle of stim ulated
em ission of Bosons.

W e generate events In the three din ensional space of one of the selectrons m om entum

m agnitude, p3, polarangle cosine, cos( 3), and azin uthalangl, 3, assum Ing that each event
takesplace n the CM system . Then o, = p; and n () = n (;). nitially allthe n% are
zero but once the rst transition hasbeen m ade populating a chosen ps, the next transition
is four tin es as lkely to be Into the sam e state as into any other state. Because of the huge
num ber of available states, the second transition is still not lkely to be into the sam e ps
state, but as soon as som e m oderate num ber of selectrons have been created w th a comm on
p3, the num ber in that state escalates rapidly, producing a narrow gt of selectrons. These
selectrons decay down to the ground state via brem strahling photons which are also Bose
enhanced lading to a narrow £t of photons which can penetrate the transparent dom ain
wall and proceed Into the non-SUSY phase.

W e m odel this sin pli ed process by standard m onte carlo techniques. To dealw ith the
three din ensional space we de ne a com posite integer variable, k, de ned as

k= nijnnl + NpipNy + ns 7)

where ny;, is the number ofbins in each of the three varables, ps;, cos( 3), and 3. The n;
are Integers running from 0 to ny,, 1 and are related to the three variables by

P3=P3max M1 + 1=2)=Np,
as(3)= @ny + 1)=ny;, 1

3= 3+ 1=2)=np: (28)

krnunsfrom 0tony = nfu.n 1 and each value ofk corresponds to a unique valie of the three
variables, p3, cos( 3), and . At each stage In which there are som e occupation num bers
n () we calculate the nom alized sum
P
Lo+ 1)
REk)=#» o - 5 ¢
=o@@+ 1)

29)



Pz Mev) N oos( 3) N 3 N
0.02 52 -0.900 50 0157 33
0.07 99608 | -0.700 60 0471 23
0.12 32 -0.500 34 0.785 49
0.7 35 -0.300 71 1100 49
022 58 -0.100 45 1414 44
027 52 0100 99598 1.728 48
032 31 0.300 22 2042 46
037 49 0.500 33 2356 99604
0.42 30 0.700 49 2670 65
0.47 54 0.900 39 2985 40

Tabl 1: D evelopm ent of gt structure in a sim pli ed statisticalm odel. The rst colum n gives
the photon energy, the third gives the polar anglk cosine, and the fth gives the azinuthal
angle. The sscond, fourth, and sixth colum ns give the num ber of photons in the st 100,000
w ith those values ofp, cos( ), and

R (k) isa m onotonically Increasing function ofbin num ber k, varying between 0 and 1.

Then choosing a random number r between 0 and 1, if r < R (0) we add an event to the

rst bin and repeat theprocess. Ifr> R k) andr R k+ 1) weaddaneventtobin k+ 1

and repeat the process. A fter 10° events (stilla tiy fraction ofthe available 10°°) we arrive
at the distrbution shown in table 1 with ngy, = 10 and py ax = 0498 M &V /c as 1n eqill.

This toy m odel gives, of course, no insight into the actual width of the Fts since no
dynam ics is incorporated. In addition, the photon energy is here taken to be the fullkinetic
energy of the produced sparticle neglecting muliple brem strahling e ects etc. A more
physical picture of the Ft distrbutions should com e out of the m ore com plete dynam ical
m onte carlb to be treated in the near future.

W e have presented a physicalpicture that, accepting itsprem ise, does lead to an explosion
Into a burst ofgamm a rays of near M €V energies, w ith a pulse duration ranging down to a
an all fraction ofa second, highly collim ated in angle, and containing a totalburst energy of
about 10°° ergs. The SUSY phase transition takes place preferentially at high density. It is
not clear w hether isolated stars have su ciently high density over su ciently large volum es
or whether accretion plays an in portant roke in providing these necessary conditions. In
the latter case the SUSY starm odel could be incorporated into the standard astrophysical
approaches as a m odel for the central engine.

A Though m any details of the SUSY phase transition m odel rem ain to be explored, the
gross features of the observed bursts are relatively easily understood w ith one radical, though
not unw arranted, assum ption but no free param eters. G iven the existing physical basis for
our assum ption we do not regard the present hypothesis as overly speculative. The m odel



Jeaves open the question w hetherevidence for sim ilar SU SY phase transitions can be cbserved
elsew here in astrophysics or in terrestrial experin ents such In heavy jon collisions.
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