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Light curves

No two GRB light curves are identical.

Duration: milliseconds - minutes

Some are not continuous (precursors).



GRB spectrum

Band spectrum 
(broken power-law)



Particle acceleration

Responsible for the non-thermal spectrum
(Fermi acceleration?)

Internal shocks



Relativistic outflow

Accreting black hole Magnetar
(neutron star with strong 

magnetic fields)http://sites.krieger.jhu.edu/astronomy/numerical-simulations/

Magnetic field lines should be 
important (but we don’t really know)



Fireball model

Luminosity is many orders of magnitude beyond the Eddington luminosity:

So the high-temperature plasma expands à outflow.

Meszaros RPP 2006

For very high luminosities, the large density of gamma photons could make the 
fireball opaque to photons for energies above 0.5 MeV.

But many GRB photons are >> 0.5 MeV  à outflow needs to be relativistic (so it is less dense)

Total energy, as seen, is much more than what stellar core collapse and other events are thought to be able 
to produce à beaming (all the radiation is focused into some jet, so the total luminosity is not that high.)



Long GRBs – stellar core collapse



Short GRBs – binary mergers



Duration ~ fallback time?

𝑇 = 𝜋
𝑅!

𝐺𝑀 = 𝑇"#$%#&/2



Long vs short GRBs



How much energy is available?

Typical value is ~0.01-0.1 Msun

Depends on:
• NS Equation of State
• Mass ratio

Binary neutron star mergers or 
binary black hole mergers: Stellar core collapse

Could be several Msun

Depends on: 
• How much energy is injected in the 

stellar envelope (?)



Energetics

(solar mass = 1.8 x 1054 erg)



Energetics

(solar mass = 1.8 x 1054 erg) GRB 170817A



The 90% credible intervals!(Veitch et al. 2015; Abbott et al.
2017e) for the component masses (in the m m1 2. convention)
are m M1.36, 2.261 � :( ) and m M0.86, 1.362 � :( ) , with total
mass M2.82 0.09

0.47
�
�

:, when considering dimensionless spins with

magnitudes up to 0.89 (high-spin prior, hereafter). When the
dimensionless spin prior is restricted to 0.05- (low-spin prior,
hereafter), the measured component masses are m 1.36,1 � (

M1.60 :) and m M1.17, 1.362 � :( ) , and the total mass is

Figure 2. Joint, multi-messenger detection of GW170817 and GRB!170817A. Top: the summed GBM lightcurve for sodium iodide (NaI) detectors 1, 2, and 5 for
GRB!170817A between 10 and 50 keV, matching the 100 ms time bins of the SPI-ACS data. The background estimate from Goldstein et al. (2016) is overlaid in red.
Second: the same as the top panel but in the 50–300 keV energy range. Third: the SPI-ACS lightcurve with the energy range starting approximately at 100 keV and
with a high energy limit of least 80 MeV. Bottom: the time-frequency map of GW170817 was obtained by coherently combining LIGO-Hanford and LIGO-
Livingston data. All times here are referenced to the GW170817 trigger time T0

GW.
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Fig. 5. Model schematics considered in this paper. In each panel, the eye indicates 
the line of sight to the observer. (A) A classical, on-axis, ultra-relativistic, weak short 
gamma-ray burst (sGRB). (B) A classical, slightly off-axis, ultra-relativistic, strong 
sGRB. (C) A wide-angle, mildly-relativistic, strong cocoon with a choked jet. (D) A 
wide-angle, mildly-relativistic, weak cocoon with a successful off-axis jet. 
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Kasliwal+ Science 2017

• Very weak --- energy orders of magnitude below weakest GRB detected
• Short-hard --- consistent with binary neutron star picture
• Host galaxy --- low star formation, probably very old NSs (Blanchard+ 2017)
• X-ray/Radio delay (9 and 15 days) --- unusual, consistent with off-axis scenario
• There was a GRB   à merger remnant collapsed to a black hole
• 1.7 s delay --- e.g. jet propagation before shock
• Fundamental limits: Constraint on speed of gravity: ~10-15c | rules out DM emulators | etc.



Off-axis?

We
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Afterglow



Figure 2. Timeline of the discovery of GW170817, GRB 170817A, SSS17a/AT 2017gfo, and the follow-up observations are shown by messenger and wavelength
relative to the time tc of the gravitational-wave event. Two types of information are shown for each band/messenger. First, the shaded dashes represent the times when
information was reported in a GCN Circular. The names of the relevant instruments, facilities, or observing teams are collected at the beginning of the row. Second,
representative observations (see Table 1) in each band are shown as solid circles with their areas approximately scaled by brightness; the solid lines indicate when the
source was detectable by at least one telescope. Magni!cation insets give a picture of the !rst detections in the gravitational-wave, gamma-ray, optical, X-ray, and
radio bands. They are respectively illustrated by the combined spectrogram of the signals received by LIGO-Hanford and LIGO-Livingston (see Section 2.1), the
Fermi-GBM and INTEGRAL/SPI-ACS lightcurves matched in time resolution and phase (see Section 2.2), 1 5!!!1 5 postage stamps extracted from the initial six
observations of SSS17a/AT 2017gfo and four early spectra taken with the SALT (at tc!+!1.2 days; Buckley et al. 2017; McCully et al. 2017b), ESO-NTT (at
tc!+!1.4 days; Smartt et al. 2017), the SOAR 4 m telescope (at tc!+!1.4 days; Nicholl et al. 2017d), and ESO-VLT-XShooter (at tc!+!2.4 days; Smartt et al. 2017) as
described in Section 2.3, and the !rst X-ray and radio detections of the same source by Chandra (see Section 3.3) and JVLA (see Section 3.4). In order to show
representative spectral energy distributions, each spectrum is normalized to its maximum and shifted arbitrarily along the linear y-axis (no absolute scale). The high
background in the SALT spectrum below !4500!Å prevents the identi!cation of spectral features in this band (for details McCully et al. 2017b).
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Tipical multi-wavelength lightcurve

power-law decay



Time and viewing angle dependence

Peak flux:
• Higher for lower angles
• Delayed for greater angles

Ø After peak there is ~power law decay

Ø Spectrum is also ~power law above 
some peak frequency

Ø Spectrum softens with time

Van Eerten+ ApJL 2011


