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ANALYSIS OF TEMPORAL FEATURES OF GAMMA-RAY BURSTS IN THE INERNAL SHOCK MODEL
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ABSTRACT

In a recent paper we have calculated the power density spectf Gamma-Ray Bursts arising from multiple
shocks in a relativistic wind. The wind optical thicknessi® of the factors to which the power spectrum is most
sensitive, therefore we have further developed our modehking into account the photon down-scattering on
the cold electrons in the wind. For an almost optically thidkd we identify a combination of ejection features
and wind parameters that yield bursts with an average popestsim in agreement with the observations, and
with an efficiency of converting the wind kinetic energy in-800 keV emission of order 1%. For the same
set of model features the interval time between peaks argkpluences have distributions consistent with the
log-normal distribution observed in real bursts.

Subject headingggamma-rays: bursts - methods: numerical - radiation mestres non-thermal

1. INTRODUCTION physical properties of the ejecta.

The Gamma-Ray Burst (GRB) light-curves are complex and
irregular, without any systematic temporal features (fish & 2. OUTLINE OF THE MODEL
Meegan 1995) and an understanding of the origin of the tempo- ) ) ) _ )
ral behavior of GRBs remains an open issue. Statisticalegud V€ Simulate GRB light-curves by adding pulses radiated in
are necessary in order to identify the physical properti¢se a se_rles_of |_nternal shocks that occur in a transient, ulestab
emission mechanism existent in all or a group of GRBs. Re- 'elativistic wind. As we showed in PSM99 the observed burst
cently Beloborodov et al. 1998, hereafter BSS98, have used’ariability time-scale depends mostly on the wind dynagmics
the Fourier analysis of a sample of long GRB light-curves to It optical thickness and its radiative efficiency in the B
study the statistical properties of their power densityctpe window. Here we model the Wlnq dynamics and the emission
(PDS). The PDS features together with other temporal proper Processes as in PSM99, but We_|nclude a more accurate treat-
ties of the observed GRBs, such as the distributions of the ti ~ Ment of the photon down-scattering on the cold electronisan t

interval between peaks and of the pulse fluence (McBreen etVind. We calculate the effect of the photon diffusion throug
al. 1994, Li & Fenimore 1996), can be used to constrain the the colliding shells and the wind on the pulse duration and on

physical characteristics of the GRB source. the energy of the emergent photon, rather than just atterguat
in the framework of the internal shock model, the rapid vari- the pulse fluence according to the optical thickness of tmelwi
ability and complexity of the GRB light-curves is due to the throughwhich it propagates. However the contribution efth
emission from multiple shocks in a relativistic wind (Rees & Photons to the duration of the received pulses may be impor-
Mészaros 1994, Kobayashi et al. 1997, Daigne & Mochkavitc t@nt for bursts that are not very optically thin, and the phot
1998). The ejecta are released by the source during a time comdown-scattering should be taken into account for morebigia
parable to the observed burst duration. The instabilityhef t ~ c@lculations of GRB light-curves. ,
wind leads to shocks which converta fraction of the bulk kime As described in PSM99, the wind is discretized as a sequence
energy in internal energy at a distarige- 10'2—10'* cm from o_f N = tw /t, shells, where,, is the duratlor_l time of the Wl_nd
the central engine. A turbulent magnetic field is generareti a  €i€ction from the central source ahd<< t,, is the average in-
electrons are shock-accelerated, leading to synchrotros-e terval between consecutive ejections. The shell Loremtofa
sion and inverse Compton scatterings. Within the framework L's aré random betweeh,,, andI'y;, wherel'y; can be con-
of the internal shock model an alternative hypothesis atrut ~ Stant during,, ("uniform wind”) or modulated on time scale

particle acceleration and radiation emission is the qtieimal -~ tw (‘'modulated wind”). The shell masi/; is drawn from
Comptonization proposed by Ghisellini & Celotti (1999), in @ log-normal distribution with an average valie = M., /N
which particles are re-accelerated for all the duratiomefdol- and a dispersiow,; = M, whereM,, is the total mass in
lision. the wind, allowing thus the occasional ejection of very mas-

In this paper we analyze the features of the GRB light-curves sive shells. The total mass is determined by requiring that
arising from internal shock model, in order to identify the p Zf\;l M;T;c®> = Lt whereL,, is the wind luminosity. The
rameters that affect most strongly the GRB emissk2).(By time intervalAt; between two consecutive ejecticnasndi + 1
comparing the features of the simulated bursts with the ob-is proportional to the-th shell energy, resulting in a wind lu-
served burst PDS and the distributions of the interval time b minosity constant throughout the entire wind, and equal to a
tween peaks and of the pulse fluence, we constrain some of thepre-set valuel,,. This implies that more energetic shells are
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followed by longer "quiet” times, during which the "centieh- The durationyTy of the emitted pulse (i.egnoring the dif-

gine” replenishes. fusion through optically thick shells) is determined by thé¢
Given the wind ejection, we calculate the radii where inaérn  spread in the photons arrival timdy ~ R/(2I'%¢c) due to

collisions take place and determine the emission features f the geometrical curvature of the emitting shell, (2) theckho

each pulse: observer frame duration, fluence, and photivalarr ~ shell-crossing time/Ta = A/|vs, — vo|, (Wherew, is the

time T,;, accounting for relativistic and cosmological effects. shell pre-shock flow velocity), and (3) the radiative coglirme

The peak photon flux for each pulse is calculated assuming thesT’, ~ ¢’ /T, which we add in quadrature to determiiig. As

pulse shape that Norris et §1996) identified in the real bursts, shown in Figure 1b, all these time scales increase on average

described by a two-sided exponential function. The adaditib with radius:0Ty is proportional taR, d7A increases due to the

all the pulses, as seen by the observer in the 50-300 keV rangeontinuous widening of the shell, aad, is longer for later col-

(the 27 and3*d BATSE channels) gives the burstray light- lisions because,,, andB are lower. Fo, = 1, ¢, ~ 0.25 and
curve, that is binned on time-scale of 64 ms and is used for theeg = 0.1 the radiative cooling time is negligible respecttty
computation of the power spectrum. andéTa for collisions occurring ai? < 5 x 10'* cm, while

For each collision there is a reverse (RS) and a forward for larger radiiéT, is the dominant contribution to the pulse
shock (FS). The shock jump equations allow the calculation duration (Figure 1b). For the assumed linear shell broadgni
of the physical parameters of the shocked fluids (Panait&scu between consecutive collisions we find numerically thattie
Mészaros 1999), determine the velocity of these shogkshe gular spread and shock-crossing times are comparablegdurin
compression ratio, the thicknegs of the merged shell at the the entire wind expansion.

end of the collision, and the internal energy in the shocked fl The optical thickness, is mainly determined by the wind
U! (primed quantities are measured in the co-moving frame). luminosity L,, and the range of Lorentz factors in the wind.
The accelerated electrons - a fractignof the total number -  In Figure 1 for 30 < I' < 1000 and L,, = 10°3ergs—!

have a power-law distribution of indexp, starting fromalow  most collisions occur aR = 5 x 103 — 10> cm where
Lorentz factorv,,. Assuming that the energy stored in elec- the emitting shells are optically thin. For lower Lorentzfa
trons is a fractionr. of the internal energy, we calculatg, (see tors 6 < I" < 300) the collisions take place at smaller radii
PSM99). The magnetic field is parameterized through the (R = 102 — 10*® cm) and the wind is optically thick (Fig-
fractionep of the internal energy it containg3? = 8mepU.. ure Id). Whenr, > 1 photons are down-scattered by the cold
We assume that between two consecutive collisions the-thick electrons before they escape the emitting shell, leadiagi®-

ness of the shell increases proportionally to the fractioma crease in the photon energy and an increase of the pulse du-
crease of its radiudA/A «x dR/R. The shell internal en-  ration. For down-scatterings occurring in the Thomsontlimi
ergy increases in each collision by the fractiorigfthat is not (' < mec?/~.) the energy of the emergent photon can be ap-
radiated, and decreases during the expansion due to ddiabat proximated by:/;, = £'(1 — &' /mec?)™, wherer? is the aver-

losses. ) _ age number of scatterings suffered by a photon. For more en-
The shock-accelerated electrons radiate and the emitted ph ergetic photons, we evaluatg, numerically, because the cross
tons can be up-scattered on the hot electrops%> 1) or section depends on the photon energy and changes after each
down-scattered by the cold ones.(~ 1). Far from the  photon-electron interaction. For the set of parametersiden
Klein-Nishina regime the optical depth to up-scatteringis= ered in this paper, the Thompson limit is usually a good appro
ornGene min(ct’,, A’), wheren, is the co-moving electrons  jmation to treat the down-scattering of the synchrotrortphs
density and’, = t;, /(1+y) is the radiative time scale, witt, during all the wind expansion. For the smaller collisionirad

the synchrotron cooling time andthe Comptonization param-  the inverse Compton emission peaks at large comoving frame
eter (forrc < 1,y = 72,7ic). The optical thickness, for the energies and the general case has to be considered. Fifjure 1
cold electrons within the emitting shell is evaluated byirigk shows the evolution of the synchrotron and inverse Compton
into account the cold electrons within the hot fluid, thosatth  observer frame peak energies for a thick wind. Rtz 10'2
were accelerated but have cooled radiatively while the lshoc cm, 7. ~ 10% and the~ 10 keV synchrotron emission is down-
crossed the shell, and those within the yet un-shocked part o scattered by an order of magnitude, whilel00 MeV inverse

the shell. Compton radiation is down-scatteredol 0 keV.

A fractionmin(1, 7;.) of the synchrotron photons is inverse  \We approximate the increase in the pulse duration due to the
Compton scattered;. = max(1, 7;) times, unless the Klein-  diffusion through optically thick shells by the tindd; it takes
Nishina regime is reached. The energy of the up-scattered ph to a photon to diffuse through them, which we add 1y to de-
ton and the ratio of the Compton to synchrotron power can be termine the observed pulse durati@h. In the Thompson limit
cast in the forms: 0Ty ~ 57.A/(24c); in the general case the diffusion time is

4\ e given bydTy = {30, [7(e)] 7' } A/(2c), wherer(z;) is the
hvic = min |:’Ymmec27 (57,2”> hl/sy] , (1) optical thickness for theth scattering and, is the number of
down-scatterings on the cold electrons, evaluated rewyitie
ic . mec® [4 5 Tie photon random walk equal to the shell width. Figueeshows
p_ = mnin {%n P [gvm min(1, Tc)] } ;@) the evolution of the pulse duration during the wind expamsio
R Y o for smaller collision radiibTy > §7, and the pulse duration
which take into account the upper limits imposed by the is determined byT,; which decreases witR. For larger radii
Klein-Nishina effect. Figure d shows the evolution of the 57, < 8Ty, thusdT = 6T, and increases witl.
synchrotron and inverse Compton peak energies during the For a given pulse, we add to the pulse duration the diffusion
wind expansion: the energy is lower for larger collisiondita  time it takes the photon to propagate through all the shélls o
due to the increased shell volume and the less relativistic optical thickness above unity. As shown in Figurg the wind

shocks, which lead to lower magnetic fields and electron ran- gptical thickness is 1-2 orders of magnitude smaller than th
dom Lorentz factors.
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optical thickness of the emitting shelt.,j. Nevertheless the
photon diffusion through the optically thick shells in théa

can contribute up to 30% to the pulse duration because of the

broadening of the shell width during the wind expansion.

The 30-500 keV pulse energy is a fraction of the kinetic en-
ergy of the colliding shells, equal to the product of the dyira
cal (eg), the radiative {,.), and the window efficiency(,).

1) Thedynamical efficiencis the fraction of the kinetic en-

3. EFFECT OF THE PHYSICAL PARAMETERS ON THE GRB POWER
DENSITY SPECTRUM

In this section we analyze the effect of the model parameters
on two distributions that characterize the GRB temporaicstr
ture: the PDS and the distribution of the interdgl between
peaks. The relevant model parameters describe the wind ejec
tion (ty, tw, Dminy D'mae @and Ly,) and the energy release. (

(. andepg). In order to diminish the large PDS fluctuations,

ergy that is converted to internal, and is given by the energy i this section we use power spectra that are averaged over 10

and momentum conservation in the collision of a forwardIshel
(Mg, T's) caught up by a back shel(,, ', > I'f):

MT

N [ 3
cd T, M, + L M; )
whereM = M, + My is the total mass and
| TeMp+ Ty My 1/2 @)
My, /Ty + My /Tg

is the final Lorentz factor of the merged shell. Thalecreases
with 'y /T’y and is maximized by, = My, so the inner col-
lisions, for which the difference in the shells Lorentz facis
larger, are the most dynamically efficient, with=> 0.1 . Dur-
ing the wind expansion the collisions diminish the initiaf-d
ference in the Lorentz factors and the dynamical efficieresy d
creases to 1% or less. As show in the next section, a modulatio
in the ejection Lorentz factor is necessary to dynamicdfiy e
cient collisions at larger radii.

2) Theradiative efficiencys the fraction of the internal en-
ergy converted in radiation, and is given by:
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t’Y

v
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wheret,q ~ R/cis the adiabatic time-scale. The radiative
efficiency decreases during the wind expansion and it's uppe
limit is the fractione. of internal energy stored in electrons.
For magnetic fields not too far from equipartition, the rég&a
timescale is determined by the synchrotron losses.

3) Thewindow efficiencys the fraction of the radiated energy
that arrives at observer in the 50-300 keV band. The caloulat
of ¢, is based on the approximation of the synchrotron spec-
trum by three power-laws, with breaks at the cooling freqyen
v. and the peak frequeney,, (at which they,,-electrons radi-
ate). If thev, < v, then the shape of the spectrum is given
by:

J1/3
y—1/2
v—P/2

v <
Ve <V < Vgy ,
Vgy <V

F, x (6)

wherep is the index of the assumed power-law electron distri-
bution. Ifvs, < v, then

1/3

14 V< Vgy
F,oc{ v~ =02y <v <y, @)
yP/2 v, <V

The inverse Compton spectrum has the same shape but i:{

shifted to higher energy by the factor implied by equatiﬁ):l (1
For optically thick emitting shells we approximate the burs

spectrum as given in equatiorﬁ (6) arﬂi (7), using the down-

scattered cooling and peak frequencies.

peak-normalized bursts. The light-curve peaks are idedtifi
with the peak finding algorithm (PFA) described by Li & Feni-
more (1996). For each time bif}, with a photon fluxC), higher
than those of the neighboring time bins, we search for thegim
T, < T, andT, > T, when the photon fluxe§; andC; sat-
isfy Cp, — C12 > Nuar/Cp. A peak is identified af, there
are no time bins betweéeh, andT» with photon fluxes higher
thanC,. The light-curve valleys are identified as the minima
between two consecutive peaks.

The energy release parameters¢., andeg determine the
50-300 keV radiative efficiency of the pulses. In an opticall
thin wind, the parameter that affects mostly the window effi-
ciency is the electron injection fracti@p (for an optically thick
wind the photons are down-scattered before they escape the
shells and the window efficiency depends alsorgn Figures
2a and 2 show the PDS and thg distributions for a thin wind
with L = 102 ergs~! , I',, = 30, andl'; = 800, and for two
different(. (1 and10~3). In both cases synchrotron emission
is the dominant radiative process the inverse Compton ieontr
bution to the total emission being 10% fQr= 1 and less then
0.1% for¢, = 10~3. For(. = 1 the synchrotron emission lies
mainly below the BATSE window (Figurec®, the window ef-
ficiency decreases from shorter to longer pulses, the tighte
is formed by pulses with a duration 61" ~ 10~2 s, and with
an average difference in the photon arrival tilh& ~ 0.2 s.
Because\T >> 4T, the distribution of intervals between peaks
is determined by the pulses arrival times and peaks at 0.2 — 0.
s. If {. = 1073 the synchrotron emission is above the BATSE
window ford7" < 0.3s and the window efficiency is maximized
for T ~ 0.2 — 0.4 s. The light curve is formed by longer
pulses, the lower frequency power in the PDS increases and th
interval time between peaks shifts to longer time-scale.

The 50-300 keV efficiency of the synchrotron and the in-
verse Compton emissions is determined by the strength mag-
netic field B. While foreg > 0.1 the emission is dominated by
synchrotron radiation, for values of the magnetic field vioeH
low equipartition €z < 0.01) the burst emission is dominated
by the inverse Compton. Because the shape of the PDS does
not change, we conclude that the PDS is not sensitivg tand
the relative contribution of synchrotron and inverse Camnph
the light-curve.

The ejection parameters determine the dynamics of the wind
and the evolution of the pulse dynamical efficiergy The lat-
ter reflects the evolution of the differences between thehtr
factors of a pair of colliding shells. The first collisions-re
move the initial random differences, and the merged sheils h
Lorentz factors near the ejection average value- (T, +
I'ar)/2. If the wind is uniformI is the same for all the shells,
esulting in a steady decreasecgfduring the wind expansion.

f the range of shell ejection Lorentz factors is variableiame
scale of the order of,, (a "modulated” wind),I reflects the



initial modulation inT";; and large radii collisions that are dy-
namically efficient are still possible.

Figure 3: shows the effect on the PDS of square-sine mod-
ulations of the upper limif",; with periodsP = ¢, and
P = t, /4. Thei-th shell ejection Lorentz factor is given by

T; =T, + a; sin? (%) (Tar — ), (8)

wherea; is a random number between 0 and 1, and=
2rt,,/P. The modulation shifts the power from high to low

frequencies, and the magnitude of this shift depends on the

modulation period. IfP = ¢, the effect of the modulation
for interaction radii less thars 10'* cm (corresponding to
0T = 1 8) is negligible and the wind evolves as in the uniform
case: thec,; decreases from 5% to 0.2% whéfi’ increases
from 0.01 s to 1 s (Figured. For R 2 10 cm the modu-
lation becomes relevant; the wind is formed of groups of few
massive shells with different Lorentz factors. The dynahic
efficiency remains constant for subsequent collisions eetw
massive shells, which yield long pulséd(= 0.3 — 10 s) that
carry a substantial fraction of the total burst fluence.

Figure 31 shows that the dependence &f of the syn-
chrotron efficiencye,, of the FS pulses has a similar behav-
ior as that ofey, because the internal energy density in the
shocked plasma depends @n For an higher internal energy,
the minimum electron Lorentz factey,, increases, leading to
a higher energy emission and a shorter radiative cooling-tim
scale. Therefore the synchrotron efficiency remains cahsta
on the same range @f" where is constant the dynamical ef-
ficiency, contributing to a shift of power to low frequencias
the PDS.

The optical thickness of the wind depends mostly on the
range of shell Lorentz factor§'(, —I',) and on the wind lumi-
nosity (L.,). Figure 4 shows PDSs for two ranges of Lorentz
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in t,, do not affect much the evolution of uniform winds. How-
ever, for a modulated wind,, also determines the number of
periods in the Lorentz factor (if the duration of a periodide-
pendent ot,,), influencing thus the clumping of shells.

The burst redshift determines the co-moving energy range
which is redshifted into the observing range, leading to a
change in the total pulse efficiency, and altering the olesbrv
pulse duration. Obviously, by increasing the burst redshif
power is shifted from higher to lower frequencies.

4. COMPARISON WITH THE OBSERVATIONS

An analysis of the PDS of real bursts was presented by
BSS98. They calculated the Fourier transform of 214 long
(Too > 20 s) and bright burst, and have found that the average
PDS is a power-lawl; oc f~5/3, f is frequency) over almost
two orders of magnitude in frequency, between 0.02 Hz and 2
Hz, where a break is observed, indicating a paucity of pulses
with duration less thar: 0.5 s. The distribution of intervals
between peaks has been studied by McBreen et al. (1994) and
by Li & Fenimore (1996), who showed that the distributions of
the pulse fluencé), and of the time interval, between peaks
are consistent with a log-normal distribution.

As was shown in the previous section, if the wind is optically
thin and the ejection features are random, the pulse duaratio
increases with the collision radius and the emission effigie
decreases during the wind expansion. The short inner colli-
sions yield most of the 50-300 keV burst emission and the in-
ternal shock model predicts a flat PDS with equal power at low
and high frequency. Thus, in order to explain the observed be
havior, we need a configuration of the parameters whichsshift
power from the short to the long time-scales in the lightvesr
Moreover, thej,, distribution is not log-normal: Figures23b,
and 4 show that in GRBs arising from optically thin, uniform

factors, 30-1000 and 10-150. In the former case the wind iswinds there are too many short intervals between peakseespe

essentially optically thin, and the photon diffusion does af-
fect the pulses duratiofil’, that increases witlk (Figure &)
from 0.01 sto 1 s, betwee®!® and10'® cm. In the latter case
the wind is optically thick, in 80% of the collisions. > 1,
and the pulse duration is given by the diffusion tindg:; de-
creases frome 5 sto~ 0.6 s between? = 3 x 10'2 cm and
R = 10*3 cm, whereST is determined mainly by the shell cur-
vature and thus increases with For the optically thick wind
the long pulses are generated at smallevhere the efficiency

to a Gaussiaiog d,, distribution.

PSM99 have identified three possible ways to explain the
deficit of pulses withhT' < 1 s:

(1) a reduction in the electron injection fraction. This in-
creases the photon energy, reducing the window efficiency of
the short pulses (causing the high energy break) and iringeas
that of the longer ones. However the behavior of the PDS at
lower frequency remains flat (see Figurg) 2

(2) a modulation of the shell ejection Lorentz factor. This

has the maximum value, and the pulse energy increases withallows different configurations for the collisions serigsla

0T (Figure 4l). The PDS has more power at low frequency and
the time intervals between peaks are longer than in theajytic
thin case (Figure#®). The 50-300 keV efficiency is of the same
order for the two casest x 1072 and5 x 103 for a range of
Lorentz factors of 30—1000 and 10-150, respectively.

An increase in the wind luminosity has a similar effect on the
PDS shape as a decreasd’ip andI',,. In the latter case the
wind becomes thicker because the shells are more massive.

The variability time scale, affects the dynamical evolution
of the shells in the following way. If the time intervals bet@n
successive ejections delays decreases then the collistzus
at smaller radii, where the wind is more optically thick. Tdie
ferences between the Lorentz factors diminish faster thes
more shells for smallet, ), reducing the dynamical efficiency
for short pulses. For the modulated wind this effect is more
relevant than in the random case. The duratigmof the wind

higher dynamical efficiencies for longer pulses (see Figuaje

(3) an increase of the optical thickness of the wind. In this
case the down-scattering suffered by the photons as theapro
gate through the wind increases the pulse duration for ttal sm
radii collisions, which yield the shorter duration pulseed
Figure 4).

In Figure @ we show a simulated light-curve for a square-
sine modulated wind (withP = t,,) The burst 50-300 keV
efficiency is 1%, and the 90% of the RS and 80% of the FS
propagate in optically thick shells. I¥,,, = 0.1 (the free pa-
rameter of the PFA), we find 22 pulses in the light-curve shown
in Figure . In order to have more peaks we simulate four
light-curves with the same injection features and wind pea
ters and we calculate the interval between pegk§igure 3)
and peak fluencg, (Figure &) distributions. The distributions
are similar to a log-normal one, and the choiceNgf,, does

ejection determines mainly the number of shells, and change not affect strongly their shape.



In order to compare the PDS of the simulated bursts with than the dynamical time-scales of plausible GRB progesitor
the observed one, we consider an ensemble of cosmologi-(Mészaros et al 1999), and we do not consider this a viable

cal GRBs. Some authors (Totani, 1997, Wijers, et1#198,
Krumholz et al. 1998, Hogg & Fruchter 1999, Mao & Mo

possibility. The choices of ,;/L,,, andg are consistent with
the values found by Reichart & Mészaros (1997), Mao & Mo

1999 ) have used a GRB co-moving rate density proportional (1999), and Krumholz et a{1998) from fits to the observed

to the star formation rate. Others (Reichart & Mészard®r)9
have employed a power-law GRB density evolution with red-

intensity distribution. The values chosen fQrande g are not
too far from those determined by Wijers & Galama (1999) from

shift, which was found by (Bagot et al. 1998) to be consistent the emission features of the afterglows of GRB 970508 and

for 2 < 2 with their results from population-synthesis com-
putations of binary neutron stars merger rates. Finallyeiot

researchers (Krumholz et al. 1998, Hogg & Fruchter 1999),
have considered a constant GRB rate density. In this work,

we use the power-law with redshift GRB density evolution
ne(z) < (1 + 2)P, mainly as a convenient parameterization.
An n.(z) proportional to the star formation rate would lead to
different sets of model parameters (see below), but therdiff

ences are minor, because the two functions differ subatbnti

in shape only forz > 1, where there is a strong decrease of
the co-moving volume per unit redshift and a smaller charfice o

971214. The above value of electron ingexs close to the
values implied by the observed slopes of the afterglow aptic
decays.

Figure & shows a burst-averaged PDS whose features are
similar to that found by BSS98 in real bursts. The wind ejec-
tion is modulated by a square sine (@ﬂ) with a random pe-
riod betweert,, /4 andt,,. About 40% of the 300 simulated
bursts have peak photon fluxes brighter tHapcm—2s~!
Taking into account that the average redshift for thesetburs
isz = 0.90 the average burst duratich, 1.5(1 4 2)ty
is close to the valug’, = 80 s of the bursts used by BSS98

~
~

obtaining a burst that has a 50-300 keV peak photon flux below (the factor 1.5 was determined numerically and represéets t

1vcecm~2s~! (bursts dimmer than this limit are not included in
the calculation of the average PDS and intensity distrimti

ratio between the burst duration at the source redshiftghd
As can be seen in Figureh6P; o f~°/2 between 0.04 Hz

Given the rate density evolution, the GRB redshift is chosen and 2 Hz and falls off steeper at frequencies larger than 2 Hz.

from a probability distribution

dpP

ne(z) dV
E 0.8

1+zdz’

9)

wheredV/dz is the cosmological co-moving volume per unit
redshift

av _ (i)g [g0z — (1 — q0)(v2q0z + T — 1)}
dz H() 4 '

45 (2902 + 1)Y/2(1 4 2)6

(10)
We assumeg = 0.5 andHy = 75km s~ ' Mpc~ .
The inferred isotropic 50—-300 keV luminosities of the GRBs

The model parameters that led to the PDS of Figureiéld
bursts whose integral intensity distribution is shown igufe
6a, which consistent with the distribution found by Pendleton
et al (1996): excluding the bursts dimmer than cm =251,
the model hag? = 9.5 for 9 degrees of freedom.

5. CONCLUSION

We have calculated power density spectra of GRBs arising
from internal shocks in an unsteady relativistic wind. Bydst-
ing how the features of these spectra depend on the model pa-
rameters (Figures 2, 3, and 4), we have identified a set parame
ters (Figure 6) that leads to bursts whose average PDS exhibi

that have measured redshifts span more than one order of magan f ~>/% behavior (wheref is frequency) fol0.04 Hz < f <

nitude, therefore the standard candle approximation isanot
good approximation. We use an un-evolving power-law dis-
tribution for the wind luminosity:

®(L) x L7,

Lm < L < L]W ) (11)

2 Hz, as found by BSS98 in real GRBs. Moreover, the integral
intensity distribution of the simulated bursts is consistith

that observed by Pendleton et €1996), and the distributions

of the time intervals between peaks and of the pulse fluences
are consistent with the log-normal distributions idendifiey Li

& Fenimore (1996) in real bursts.

and zero otherwise. Note that this not the same as assum- The characteristics of the modeled bursts with the above

ing that GRBs have a power-law distribution of their 50—
300 keV luminosities, as it is usually done (eReichart &
Mészaros (1997), Krumholz et al. 1998, Mao & Mo 1999), as

the relationship between the wind and the 50-300 keV lumi-

nosities is set by the window efficiency (at the source) amd, i
the case of winds that are optically thick, by the wind ogtica
thickness, both of which are dependent on the wind lumigosit
In finding model parameters that yield bursts consistert wit
the observations, we held constapt= 25 ms, Lys/L,, =
100, 8 = 2, e, = 0.25,eg = 0.1, andp = 2.5. The cho-

mentioned features are: (1) a sub-unity electron injediiac-
tion, required to increase the radiative efficiency of thgda
collision radii, (2) a modulated Lorentz factor of the egatt
shells, necessary to increase the dynamical wind efficidocy
ing the wind expansion and, (3) a shells optical thickness to
scattering on cold electrons above unity, required to msee
the duration of the pulses as they propagate through thielcoll
ing shells and the wind.

In the internal shock model, the most efficient collisions,
with a dynamical efficiency of 10-20% and a radiative effi-

sent, is short enough to ensure that the observed 2 Hz PDSciency of 10 — 30%, happen in the first part of the wind ex-

break frequency is beloW1 + z)t,]~! (bursts withz > 3 are
rarely brighter tharl v cm—2s~! ), corresponding to the pulses
that are partly suppressed by the choice of the PDS fre-
guencies affected by the assumed= 25 ms arez 10 Hz.

pansion where the wind optically thickness is higher and the
angular spread time, the shell shock-crossing time anddice e
trons cooling time are shorteg( 0.5 s). In order to reproduce
the observed break at 2 Hz in the PDS, we have previously (see

This may suggest a possible explanation for the PDS breakPSM99) attenuated the fluence of these short pulses acgordin

observed by BSS98: the lack of pulses shorter thah s is
due to the existence of a minimum wind variability time-gcal
of the same order. However, sutfis would be much larger

to an high wind optically thickness, with a resulting low sur
efficiency (10°* for an uniform wind and 10 for a modu-
lated one). The study of the photon diffusion, presenteé,her



allowed us to find model parameters that yield an 1% efficiency simulated average PDS shows the break at 2 Hz with a burst
of converting the wind kinetic energy into 50—-300 keV emis- efficiency close to the maximal value (few %) admitted by the

sion. For an optically thick wind, the pulse duration of thetfi
efficient collisions at small radii is determinated by theei

model (see also Kumar 1999).

the photons take to escape the shells, that depends onlyon th  This research is supported by NASA NAG5-2857, NSF

colliding shells width and optically thickness. If 7. > 1

the diffusion time for the efficient collisions 8 0.5 s and the

PAY94-07194 and the CNR. We are grateful to Martin Rees,
Stein Sigurdsson and Marco Salvati for stimulating comment
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Fig. 1.— Upper panels: optically thin wind wittf,,, = 1053 ergs~! and30 < I' < 1000. Panela shows the dependence on the collision radiisf the
optical thickness-. for scattering on the cold electrons inside the emittinglshad that of the rest of the wind-{,). Panelb illustrates theR-dependence of the
pulse duration and of the terms that contribute to it; whilepd c shows theR-dependence of the synchrotron and inverse Compton peagienelower panels:
optically thick wind L, = 1033 ergs—! and5 < T’ < 300. Graphd shows the R-dependence of and T, graphe shows the evolution of the pulse duration
6T = 6Ty + (677 + 0T3 + (STﬁ)l/2 and the contribution of the diffusion time through the wisifl; (i.e. excluding the emitting shell). Grapf shows the
down-scattered synchrotron and inverse Compton enerdgspesasus the collision radius. The dashed lines in pgrgiow the evolution of the synchrotron and
inverse Compton peak before the down-scattering, and ttteddiines in panet and f show the BATSE window. Parameters: = 0.02 S, t,, = 20 S, €. = 0.25,
eg = 0.1, (e = 1, burst redshifz: = 1. Only a small fraction of the total number of pulses is shothie;density of the points illustrates the radius distritnitiThe
curves shown are log-log space fits for the most efficientgsul$he actual values are scattered around the fit.
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1. Panels: andd show log-log space polynomial fits, illustrating thus oriig trends. The RS emission is represented with circles @mjtes, while the FS one is
shown with crosses and stars.
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