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ABSTRACT

Context. New information on shofttrard gamma-ray bursts (GRBS) is being gathered thanks tdisisevery of their optical and
X-ray afterglows. However, some key aspects are still goanderstood, including the collimation level of the outfjdhe duration

of the central engine activity, and the properties of theypritor systems.

Aims. We want to constrain the physical properties of the short ®RE’24 and of its host galaxy, and make some inferences on the
global short GRB population.

Methods. We present optical observations of the afterglow of GRB @30and of its host galaxy, significantly expanding the enggti
dataset for this event. We compare our results with modetaptementing them with available measurements from taeglitire. We
study the afterglow light curve and spectrum including X-data. We also present observations of the host galaxy.

Results. The observed optical emission was likely related to theddlgre observed in the X-ray light curve. The apparent steep
decay was therefore not due to the jéieet. Available data are indeed consistent with low colliowgtin turn implying a large
energy release, comparable to that of long GRBs. The flaggepties also constrain the internal shock mechanism, riegua large
Lorentz factor contrast between the colliding shells. Timplies that the central engine was active at late timeberahan ejecting

all shells simultaneously. The host galaxy has red colocsranongoing star formation, consistent with previous figdion this
GRB. However, itis not a pure elliptical, and has some fgintad structure.

Conclusions. GRB 050724 provides the most compelling case for assonidtéween a short burst and a galaxy with old stellar
population. It thus plays a pivotal role in constraining genitors models, which should allow for long delays betwbith and
explosion.

Key words. Gamma rays: bursts - galaxies: fundamental parameters

1. Introduction X-ray (~ 65%), optical ¢ 30%) and radio { 8%) af-
terglows were detected (Gehrels etlal. 2005; Villasenoklet a
Our knowledge of the ShF?“afd class of gamma-ray burstrzogs; Fox et all_2005; Hjorth etldl. 2005a; Covino ef al. 2006;
(GRB.'S“ Dezalay eé al. 199# Klouvelr|]ot(}u %,?flt' 1933) has SUBz thelmy et al. 2005; Berger et/al. 2005; Soderberglet 8620
stantially Improved since the au.nc | Of a,'? HETE- Burrows et al.| 2006} La Parola et al. 2006; Levan et al. 2006;
2 satellites [(Gehrels etal._2004; Ricker €tal. 2002). At thig, j5arte Postigo et dl. 2006; Roming et al. 2006 Berger et al
time of writing (2007 April), some 25 events had been a5y " This has made possible the identification of their
curately localized, and, for a significant fraction of them}, galaxies (for most of those with arcsecond localiza-
: ; tion:|Bloom et al. 2006; Hjorth et &l. 2005b; Castro-Tiradalke
Send t requests to: D. Mall = :
e_maﬁ’fgﬂsfff@a;?o_ku_ g‘kesa”' 20055 Prochaska} etlal. 2006; Gorosabelret al. 2006; Ferteto e
* Based on observations carried out at ESO telescopes under $006: Berger etal. 2007). We referito Nakar (2007) for a recen
grammes Id 075.D-0787, 075.D-0468 and 078.D-0809. review on the observational status and its implicationsite
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Fig.1. R-band images of the field of GRB 050724 about 0.5 (left) and®iédle) days after the burst. The right panel gives the
result of the subtraction, showing the optical afterglovthia first epoch. Each box is 26« 22” wide. North is up and east is left.
The cross marks the position of the radio afterglow (Bergat/2005).

Table 1. Log of the observations of GRB 050724. All measurements wanged out using the FORS 1 instrument of the ESO VLT
UT2 (Kueyen). Upper limits are at theXonfidence level. The epochs marked as “Reference” wereassiatie-time templates for
the subtraction process, and the afterglow brightnessatdrencomputed from these images. The magnitudes are netctedrfor
Galactic or intrinsic extinction.

Mean timet t—to Filter/ Exposure time Seeing Airmass Magnitude
(UT) (day) grism__ (s) 0

2005 Jul 25.01581 0.49210 | 3x180 1.0 1.01 21.180.03
2005 Jul 25.97533 1.45162 | 3%x180 0.8 1.06 23.200.12
2005 Jul 27.98413 3.46042 | 3x180 0.8 1.04 25.580.33
2005 Jul 30.11632 5.59261 | 4x180 0.5 1.14 Reference
2005 Jul 25.00747 0.48376 R 3x180 1.1 1.02 21.880.04
2005 Jul 25.98390 1.46019 R 3%x180 1.0 1.05 23.660.09
2005 Jul 26.96903 244532 R 1x60 0.8 1.07 > 244
2005 Jul 27.97569 3.45198 R 3x180 0.8 1.05 > 248
2005 Jul 30.10470 5.58099 R 4x180 0.5 1.11 Reference
2005 Aug 25.98876  32.46505 R 8x120 0.7 1.01 > 257
2005 Jul 24.99906 0.47535 V 4x120 0.9 1.03 22.400.03
2005 Jul 27.99267 3.46896 V 3%x180 0.8 1.03 > 2545
2007 Mar 15.32476  598.7975V 6x120 0.6 1.10 Reference
2005 Jul 26.99009 2.46638 300V xB800 1.1 1.03 Spectrum

this progress, the study of short GRB afterglows is stiltéim- limits on any associated supernova (Della Valle et al. 2006;
fancy, and only in a few cases are detailed observationmalai |Gal-Yam et al. 2006; Fynbo etial. 2006).

Typically, the sampling of the afterglow light curves is pand GRB 050724|(Covino et al. 2005) is one of the most inter-

broad-band data are lacking, also due to the intrinsic rfieisg esting shorhard GRBs discovered so far. It was the second

of these events (Berger et al. 2007). In general, the al@dl ¢ yis |35 with an optical and near-infrared (NIR) counte
shorfhard GRBS have shown an overall similarity with those Ogart (Berger et al. 2005; D’Avanzo etial. 2005; Cobb & Bailyn

Lhegrfggs_iunrgt;%? ebsreg];;r(l:, V\ﬂt;nggévser;:gxedvzcraﬁe'rggtﬁdo 2005;| Wiersema et &l. 2005), and the first with detectablerad
y ' q ' ' YO emission (Cameron & Frail 2005; Berger etlal. 2005). It imals

g?rlztlrlﬁhn;%nszﬂhﬁrtgeegfaeig”;ﬂ?{{;f'gfsﬁh:&;wﬁ t%j_rlfe@Iethe prototype of shofttard GRBs with long-lasting soft emis-
! gely . sion (Barthelmy et al. 200%; Campana €etlal. 2006). The after-

the sparse sampling of afterglow light curves (e.g9. Watd@il e glow was found overlaid on a bright (= L.) galaxy at red-

2006). shift z = 0.258 with very low star formation{ 0.05M, yr=;
hBerger et al. 2005; Prochaska et al. 2006) and an old stalfar p

The Swift and HETE-2 results have also challenged t ; ) ;
standard division of GRBs into two families based on dumtioﬁlat'on (& 2.6 Gyr;[Gorosabel et al. 2006). GRB 050724 cur-

and spectral hardness, fostering the search of new clasific renltly is the ::)est case for association between a GRB and an
schemes [ (Donaghy etlal. 2006; O'Brien & Willindale 200752 y-type galaxy.

Zhang et al.| 2007). Long-lasting~( 100 s), soft emission We present here optical observations of the afterglow and
following short GRBs was revealed, sometimes comprifost galaxy of GRB 050724. Our data, described in 9dct. 2,
ing a major fraction of the total fluence (Villasenor et alnearly double the available dataset for this event. Ther-afte
2005%; |[Barthelmy etal. | 2005; | Norris & Bonnell| _2006;glow and host galaxy are discussed in SEtt. 3[@dnd 4, respec-
Lazzatietal.| 2001). A possible extreme example of thisvely, and we comment on our results in Sédt. 5. Throughout
behavior is GRB060614| (Gehrels et al. 2006; Zhang et #the paper, the decay and spectral indiaeand 3 are defined
2007;/Mangano et al. 2007), a long-duration GRB with dedgy F,(t,v) o« (t — tg)"*v#, wherety is the burst trigger time
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(2005 Jul 24.52371 UT). We assume&&DM cosmology with Table 2. Magnitudes of reference stars in the field of
Qm = 0.27,Q, = 0.73 andhy = 0.71 (Spergel et al. 2003). GRB 050724.
At the GRB redshift £ = 0.258), the luminosity distance is

1.30 Gpc, the distance modulus is 40.56 mag, ahddrre- RA (J2000) Dec (J2000) V R |
sponds to 3.97 kpc. All errors are at the tonfidence level 16'24"4£12 -27°3337'2 18.74:0.02 18.180.01 17.640.01
unless stated otherwise. 16'24m3873 —27°3217/9 20.0%0.01 19.450.01 18.820.02

16'24m4£74 -27°3059’'9 19.71:0.01 19.140.01 18.520.02

2. Observations and data analysis 104 HRALLL BRRLL B ,

I
We observed the field of GRB 050724 with the ESO Very Large ¥ i
Telescope (VLT), using the FORS1 instrument, starting @yssd 103 5 :
after the GRB. Imaging in th¥, Rand| bands was carried out _HWT ;
during several of the subsequent nights. Table 1 providesa s < 102 A
mary of our observations. Flux calibration was achieved lpy 03 R
serving the Landolt standard field PG 13286 during several = ) i s
photometric nights. The zeropoint was found to be stableoup &, 10
~ 0.02 mag. Inside the XRT error circle (Barthelmy et al. 2005y=, B ﬂ* ‘
the bright galaxy first noted by Bloom et al. (2005) is clearlyd 10° el e
visible. From our late-time, best-seeing images, we measur v + BAT . ﬁq %
its magnitudes to b& = 2045+ 0.01, R = 1947+ 001, © 10-! + 1 keV BT
andl = 1859+ 0.01 mag (without any extinction correction). H i -
These values are 0.1 mag brighter than those reported byE. 10-2 * kx0.6 E\\i
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Gorosabel et al. (2006), which may reflect our ability to actdo : 5

for the low-surface brightness regions of the galaxy, or siay 10-3

ply be due to a calibration mismatch. For reference, we pievi x 8.46 CGHz

in Table[2 the magnitudes of a few stars in the GRB field which 10-4

\[,1ve adoﬁ)ted as Seclogdar)ll Caligrator_s- Apertﬁj;? pho})omiaﬂ‘myeo h cvvd vl ol |“| [T R R

ost galaxy revealed a clear dimming in all filters between t

first and subsequent epochs, providing evidence of the pcese 10t 10% 10° 10¢ 10° 10° 107

of the fading afterglow. To obtain more accurate results;-PS Time since burst (s)

matched image subtraction was performed using the I1SIS-pack ) o

age [(Alard & Luptoh 1998). Late-time images with good seeirﬁfg- 2. X-ray, optical and radio light curves of the after-

were adopted as templates for galaxy subtraction, yieldidg- 90w of GRB050724. Filled and empty symbols represent

tection of the afterglow in all filters at several epochs (Ely Measurements from our data and from the literature, re-

The afterglow flux was determined by comparison with that @Pectively (Berger et al. 2005; Chester etal. 2005; Torb%0

artificial stars of known magnitude inserted in the origimat Cobb & Bailyn 12005;| Wiersema etial. 2005; Pastorello et al.

ages. We expect little afterglow contribution in the refereim- 2005). TheV-, R- andK-band data have been displaced verti-

ages & 10%). We explicitly checked this in the band, where Cally for graphical purposes (see legend). No correctiorofe

we adopted two dierent reference images 6.5 and 32.5 days tical extinction has been a_pphed. The glotted and dashed lin

after the GRB; see Tabé 1), and obtained consistent re€its show_the best power-law fits to the.opt|cal and X-ray d_ata, re-

final photometry is reported in Tadle 1, and supersedes @r p$pect|vely. The vertical dot-dashed line marks the timetattv

liminary report(D’Avanzo et dl. 2005). we computed the SED (Figl 3).

From the subtraction images, we could accurately determine

the position of the afterglow, which was located at the cor

nates RA= 16'24M4438, Dec = —27°3227/1 (J2000, 035 lina by a factor of 2.3. ind dent of th lenods

RMS error, relative to 300 USNO-B1 stars). These compark wepocaling by a factor of 2.5, Independent of Ine wavelengas,
enough to account for the férence. This correction is con-

with those of Berger et al. (2005), and are also consistetiit wi

the X-ray (Burrows et al. 2005a; Barthelmy etlal. 2005) ard rgslt/(/agt with the angular size of the galaxy (half-light cesdof
dio (Soderberg 2005%; Berger ef al. 2005) positions. The-afte” — )-
glow is thus 06 off the center of the host galaxy, which cor-
responds to 2.6 kpc in projectionat 0.258. _ _ 3. Afterglow properties
Spectroscopy of the host galaxy was obtained during the

night of 2006 Jul 26, using a slit’lwide and the 300V grism A collection from the literature of the optical and nearrared
(7.5 A resolution), covering the 3800-9000 A wavelengtiyean Photometry of the GRB 050724 afterglow reveals some discrep
At that epoch the afterglow was only marginally contribgtto  ancies £ 0.5 mag) when comparing simultaneous data. This
the total light & 2%). Standard spectroscopic reduction was pef ot surprising, given the intrinsic ficulties involved in the
formed using IRA%. The spectra were wavelength- and fluxiMage subtraction process, especially critical given thght-
calibrated by using a He-Ar lamp and observing the spectrdess of the host galaxy. Furthermore, several data taken fro
scopic standard star LTT 6248. Slit losses were corrected € GCN circulaf$might sufer from a preliminary photometric
calibration. Last, some of these measurements were cohpute

L IRAF is distributed by the National Optical Astronomyadopting, as reference images for the subtraction, expssal-
Observatories, which are operated by the Association dftlieersities atively close in time to the GRB, and possibly contaminated b
for Research in Astronomy, Inc., under cooperative agre¢mith the
National Science Foundation. 2 http://gcn.gsfc.nasa.gov .

~t,=41.8 ks

dby matching the measured fluxes to the photometry. A simple
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residual afterglow light. We note, however, that our flrftand RS IR LY L

point t —to ~ 0.5 days) is fully consistent with a contemporane- 2 I N
ous measurement by Berger et al. (Z005). 10 :
Figure[2 shows our measurements (filled symbols), together
with those available from the literature (empty symbols). X~
ray data fromSwift (BAT and XRT) andChandra (ACIS-S) 2;
were taken from Campana el al. (2006) and Grupe!et al. (200@ 10!
respectively. Radio ddlaare from[Berger et al.[ (2005). For
self-consistency, we initially performed the fits using olata 5
only. The afterglow is detected up to 3.5 days after the GRH2
Assuming a power-law behavior, the decay slopes@re= 5 100
1.74+ 0.09,ar = 1.51+ 0.09, anday > 1.38in thel, Rand T
V bands, respectively. Fitting the whole dataset togetheoly
tain aopt = 1.64 + 0.06 (y? = 3.2/2).[Berger et d1[(2005) found =
a steeper slopex > 1.9 in theK band. It is unclear whether =
this discrepancy has some physical significance, but weoraut
that few points are available, and that the light curve migjtt
be represented by a pure power law (see below). Apart from
the precise value, the decay index is quite steep, and ttis le
Berger et al.[(2005) to propose that the light curve had akbrea 1072
before the beginning of their observatiors@.5 days after the 10+ 1015 101 107 108
GRB). The early UVOTV-band upper limit at — t; ~ 20 min
(Chester et al. 2005), coupled with our measurements, also i Frequency (HZ)
plies a flatter decay dt—ty < 0.5 days (Fig[R). If interpreted Fig. 3. OpticajX-ray SED att — to = 41.8 ks. Data were taken
as a jet break, such a limit on the break time would imply a jétom our VLT images ¥, Rand| bands) and frorn Berger etlal.
half-opening angléd; < 8.5° (Berger et al. 2005). (2005,K band). Small symbols show the observed fluxes, while
An inspection of the X-ray data (Fidl 2), however, sugthe large ones indicate the values corrected for extinétidhe
gests a dferent possibility. Similar to that observed in manMilky Way, assumingg(B — V) = 0.46 mag. The dotted and
long/soft GRBs |((Tagliaferri et al. 2005; Nousek et al, 2006), thedashed lines show the extrapolation of the optical and X-ray
X-ray light curve shows a steep decayy(~ 3.6) which be- spectra, respectively.
comes flatter at 800 s (Campana etlal. 2006). From this time
on, the decay can be described by a steadily declining com-
ponent with flaring activity superimposed. Most noticeaisle bearing in mind the uncertainty associated with this vakge.
the large flare peaking at 50 ks (observer frame time). If the X-ray spectral slope, we adopgd= 0.74+ 0.13 (90% un-
this flare is interpreted as being due to #efient component certainty), the average value reported by Campana et @6§20
(e.g., late activity from the central engine: Fan & Wei 2005aver the flare interval (which is consistent with the measaet
Zhang et al. 2006; Perna etlal. 2006; Proga et al.|2006; Dai etlay|Grupe et al. 2006).
2006; Lazzati & Perna 2007; Chincarini etlal. 2007), the fandv The resulting SED is shown in Figl 3. With the assumed
shock emission does not show any break until at legstveeks extinction, and using ouvRlI measurements together with the
after the GRB. This would imply a low degree of collimationnearly simultaneou&-band detection by Berger et al. (2005),
with djer 2 25° (Grupe et al. 2006). the optical spectral slope B, = 0.78 + 0.07. No extinction
The discrepancy in the determination of the jet angle may assumed close to the burst explosion site, as expected for
be solved by considering that all the optical data were takengalaxy with an old stellar population and in agreement with
simultaneously with the large flare peakingtat to ~ 50 ks, existing estimates (Gorosabel etlal. 2006). Overall, th® &
which likely contributed in the optical band as well. The gies consistent with a single power law extending from the opti-
ble detection of a rising light curvé(c t7) in thel band be- cal to the X-ray ranges, as suggested by the similaritg.gf
tween 43 and 51 ks (Berger etlal, 2005) provides some suppéxt and the broad-band spectral indgx = 0.72 + 0.04. We
for this hypothesis. To further test this possibility, welbthe note that a perfect match would requiE€B - V) = 0.49 mag,
spectral energy distribution (SED) of the counterpart aB4&s which is very similar to the adopted value and within the scat
after the burst. This epoch was chosen because multibaad dat of the correction proposed by Dutra et al. (2003). An-opti
are available and because the afterglow was detected vgth héal rebrightening simultaneous with an X-ray flare was atse p
signal to noise (8\) ratio. The major uncertainty is actually theposed by Watson et al. (2006) for the short GRB 050709, again
level of the Galactic extinction, which is quite large todsr removing the need for a break to explain the steep opticalydec
this region of the skyl(= 350, b = +15°). Furthermore, as Small-amplitude wiggles have also been observed in the-afte
pointed out by Vaughan etlal. (2006), this line of sight passglows of the short GRB 060121 (de Ugarte Postigo &t al. 2006)
close to the Ophiuchus molecular cloud complex, making tlaed GRB 060313 (Roming etlal. 2006).
extinction curve and the dust-to-gas ratio uncertain. Tlag@sn If the optical and X-ray data belong to the same component,
by [Schlegel et al.[ (1998) provide(B — V) = 0.61 mag, but we would expect the same temporal behavior in the two bands,
they are known to be scarcely accurate in highly extingushevhile the decay in the optical is slower than in the X-rayg €
regions/ Dutra et al/ (2003) have shown that, in #B(8 — V) 2.98=+ 0.15 during the flare decline). We note, however, that the
range, the actual extinction is lower by a factor of 0.75hvéit optical slope we computed is likely to be underestimatethdt
scatter of< 20%. We therefore assuntgB — V) = 0.46 mag, as reported by Berger et|al. (2005), the optical flux wasgisin
the time of our first observatiort ¢ to ~ 418 ks), as in the
% http://www.aoc.nrao.edu/~dfrail/allgrb_table.shtml. X-rays. Therefore, since we do not know the optical peak time
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and the light curve is poorly sampled, we can provide only a
lower limit to the optical slope. To estimate th&ext of this :I-\
uncertainty, we took all the availableband points, including o<t
those by Berger et al. (2005), and fitted only those takdn-at -~
to > 50 ks. In this case, we do indeed obtain a steeper vallg
a = 2.27+ 0.14. Finally, we note that the observed decay rates
can be diferent in the two bands if the contribution from the'E
underlying forward shock emission wadfdrent, especially at & -
late times. 0
In Fig.[2 we also show the available radio measurements. A L
rebrightening is visible in this band too, at a time somehew a2
layed with respect to the X-rays. Itis not clear whetherétte® -,
components are related. Panaitescu (2006a) explaineddi® r 5
peak as being due to the passage of the forward shock injecti
frequency through the observed band. Similar behavior was o
served in several other afterglows, and the flaring actafityigh
energy is not needed to explain the radio light curve.

T
CaH

CakK

G band
HB
[om1])5007

&
==

6x10-17

3x10-17

Flux derts

Q —
3.1. The X-ray flare coava v v by v Ly

By modeling a smaller data set, Panaitescu (2006a) sugheste 4000 5000 6000 7000 8000

that the cooling frequency was below the optical bard-at = Observed wavelength (A)

0.5 days. His analysis, however, assumed that the optical emis

sion was due to the forward shock. Furthermore, he assumegig. 4. Spectrum of the host galaxy of GRB 050724, taken on

lower extinctionE(B-V) = 0.26 magl(Burstein & Heilgs 1982). 2005 Jul 26.99 UT with VLFFORS1. Telluric lines are indi-
As discussed above, however, our data supportfierdi cated by the symbab. The spectrum has been rescaled by a

ent interpretation, namely that the observed emission 2t Ofactor of 2.3 to match our photometric measurements (dwts).

3 days was related to the large flare apparent in the X-ray lighis plot, no extinction correction has been applied.

curve. Extensive studies have shown that such flares cannot

be produced in the forward shock, but are the result of latgaple 3. Absorption lines in the spectrum of the host galaxy of
time activity of the GRB central engine (Burrows etial. 2005l5RB 050724. Features marked with an astetislave low sig-
Zhang et al._2006;_Chincarini etial. 2007), possibly laterint nificance and were not used for the redshift computation. The

nal shocks. Independent of the interpretation of the optiat, |ine equivalent widths are in the observer frame.
the hard X-ray spectral index (averager 0.74) suggests that

the peak energf, was above the XRT band during the flare. Line 1(rest) 1 (observed) Redshift EW
The location ofE, can be used to constrain the emission pro- A) A A)
cess, under the hypothesis that the flare was produced by syn- —¢ax 3033.7 49509 02586 5.4
chrotron radiation in a late internal shock. Using Eq. (1) o CaH 3968.5 4995.2 0.2587 4.8
Zhang & Mészaros (2002), we have Gband 4299.6 5416.3 0.2597 44
Hy* 4340.5 5469.7 0.2602 0.8
Ep ~ 16CLR;3 keV, 1) HB 4861.3 6113.0 0.2575 0.8
[OTI11]* 5006.8 6300.8 0.2584 0.5
where L = 10°Ls, erg s?! is the flare luminosityR = Mgl 5172.7  6504.0 0.2574 3.3
10'3Ry3 cm is the emission radius, ardis a numerical co- Mgl 51837 6516.0 02570 1.6
efficient dependent on the details of the emission process. By mg:" g’?ﬁ"g ?fgg'g g'gggg cl)é
imposingE, 2 5 keV and using the measured isotropic lumi- Ngl D 58909 74131 02584 1.0
nosity Laare = 6 x 10* erg st (0.3-10 keV), we infer a radius NalD 58959 7420.1 0.2585 15
Ri3 < 0.01£. For the fireball to be optically thin to Thomson scat- [o1- 6300.0 7931.7 0.2590 2.2

tering, furthermoreR;3 = 1 is required, and hen&e= 100. The
parametet is dependent upon a number of variables, and may
be expressed @s= &,(I'12— 1), wheresy < 1,T1zis the relative WhenTI'iz > 1, At ~ thare/(1 + 2) = 40 ks. This result, based on
Lorentz factor between the colliding shells, and 2 ork = 2.5  the spectral properties of the flare, agrees with that iately
depending on the shock parametérs (Zhang & Mészaros 20Gydying flare light curves (Lazzati & Pefna 2007).

It is apparent that a largecan be obtained only if;, > 1. The
data, therefore, constraii, ~ I',/(2I'1) = 10.

This result has important consequences for the physic&of
central engine. A largE;, implies that the impacting shell wasWe secured photometric and spectroscopic observatioriseof t
emitted from the central engine long after the main burshera host galaxy of GRB 050724 to assess the nature of the GRB pro-
than simultaneously. In fact, At is the time interval between thegenitor environment. Our spectrum is shown in Fiy. 4, and is
ejection of two shells, simple kinematic arguments (Laizztedl.  typical of an evolved galaxy with an old stellar populatidhe

tz|L|. The host galaxy

1999) imply colors are consistent with those measured by Gorosabel et al
A2 (2006), which found a best-fit age larger than 2.6 Gyr for the
thare ~ (L1 + 2) 12 Ay @) dominant stellar population. In the spectrum, no emissea f

41"%2 -1 tures are detected, but from several absorption lines €Tapl
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we could measure a redshit = 0.2582 + 0.0003. This
is consistent with previous determinations (Berger gt 8052
Prochaska et &l. 2006). We also provide an upper limit to tae t r
luminosity,L < 2.8 x 10?0 erg s (30, corrected for slit losses N
and Galactic extinction). Following Kennicutt (1998),gtdor- 25"
responds to a star formation rate (SFR) 0.17 Mg, yrt. The

absolute magnitude of the galaxyNMg = —21.2 (L ~ 1.2L, as-

sumingMg = -21), computed from the measur&eband flux,

so that the SFR per unit luminosity is 0.14 My, yr~t L.
This limit is ~ 50 times lower than the average value foun

in long-duration GRB hosts, both at low and intermediate re
shift (Sollerman et al. 2005; Christensen e{ al. 2004). Ftoen
available spectrum, we could also compute a rough estim:

of the metallicity, based on the Mgndex. Using the theo-
retical prescription by Buzzoni etlal. (1992), and adopting

age of 2.6 Gyr as determined by Gorosabel etial. (2006),
infer [F&H] =~ 0.1. Another estimate was obtained using th

G band, K8, Mg,, and Nal indices and the empirical relation:
bylCovino et al.[(1995). A correction is necessary to accéamt

the age dierence between the GRB host galaxy and the Galac.
globular clusters, against which the empirical relatiorescali-
brated. The inferred metallicity is roughly solar (with amcer-
tainty of ~ 0.2 dex), which is larger than that usually observe
for long GRB hosts (e.g. Savaglio 2006; Sollerman &t al. 200
Stanek et al. 2006). We caution, however, that our detettinima
of the metallicity is appropriate for the stellar componevttile

fig. 5. Close-up on the host galaxy of GRB 050724. The image
as taken in th&® band with VLT+FORS1 on 2005 Jul 30.1 UT.
he cross marks the position of the optical afterglow. Edé&zh
emission is visible towards north-west and to the south ef th

the values inferred for long GRB hosts are relative to therint 921Xy The intensity scale is non linear to enhance the f&in
stellar medium. ripheral regions.

The host galaxy of GRB 050724 has been morphologically
classified as an elliptical galaxy (e¢.g Berger et al. 200igjufe[3 .. . . . :
shows arR-band image taken under very good-seeing conditio Ee afr_1 expl)one?tlalédlsk) f“ﬂcf'oﬂ’ alnd a sersic °°mp°“m
(075) on 2006 July 30.1 UT. The bulge is clearly prominent, b ets):- I va#esbor g € morph 0 ogllca pgameters arel.repiorlt
some faint structures are apparent towards north-westtand ableld. The/-band image has a lowe$ratio, so we list only
a lesser extent, to the south. These may be due to weak spwgl results for th& and! bands.
arms. The galaxy may thus be classified morphologically as an
Sa spiral. To perform a more quantitative analysis, we et1hdi5 Discussion
its spatial profile adopting a two-dimensional fitting apgeb,
applied to our late-time best-seeing images. To perfornfithe We have presented an extensive observational campaign char
we used the image decomposition program GALFIT (Penglet atterizing the afterglow and host galaxy of the shatd
2002), a package designed to accurately model galaxy mofil€RB 050724. We have provided new data to feed the models
combining simultaneously an arbitrary number of profilese T and better understand the physical processes occuringoim sh
fitting algorithm constructs a model image, convolves ithwitGRB fireballs. It is noteworthy that shdmard GRB afterglows
the point-spread function (PSF), and finally compares the €hare common properties with those of the long-durationtsve
sult with the data. During the fit, the reducgtlis minimized (see Nakar 2007 for a recent review). For example, independe
using a Levenberg-Marquardt algorithm. The uncertaintesd of the dust extinction, our data (Figl 3) show that the optica
to calculate the reducegf as a function of the pixel position spectrum has the typical power-law shape predicted by the sy
are the Poisson errors, which are generated on the basigs ofahrotron model.
known detector characteristics. For each band we constiuct Based on the existing data, we propose that the steep de-
the PSF by identifying in the images 10 point sources and aveay observed in the optical light curve of the GRB 050724 af-
aging them. The initial guesses for the parameters (madmituterglow did not result from jetted emission, but was due ® th
scale length, position angle and minor to major axis ratiejev large X-ray flare which was contributing to the optical band
obtained by running SExtractor (Bertin & Arnouts 1996). as well. Such prominent flares are not common, although not
A pure elliptical profile is not a good description for theunprecedented (e.g. GRB 070311: Kann 2007; Guidorziet al.
galaxy morphology. Fok.,. galaxies, the surface brightness pra2007). These large flares provide a good opportunity to study
file is usually described by the de Vaucouleut$ law. When GRB physics. In particular, if indeed they are due to laterint
applying this model, the residual images clearly show theakp nal activity, they might show measurable polarization (Etal.
arm structure in all the bands, confirming the results ofalisu-  12005b) on a timescale easily accessible to large telescopes
spection. We allowed for a more general profile function, egm The interpretation of the optical data as belonging to thesfla
a Sersic model with free index but we saw only marginal im- has important consequences in terms of the energetics of the
provement. The best-fit indax = 2.8 (computed in th&k and burst. The low collimation degree inferred from the X-rayhii
| bands) is moreover typical of low-luminosity ellipticals.§. curve @t 2 25°) implies that the actual explosion energy
Caon et all 1993), unlike the host of GRB 050724 (which hagas not much lower than the isotropic-equivalent valuex(4
L > L,). A successful description of the galaxy was obtainet®® erg; Barthelmy et al. 2005). This is comparable to the typ-
by combining three dierent components: a de Vaucouleurs praeal (beaming-corrected) energy release of long-durdB&Bs
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Table 4. Two-dimensional morphological fit parameters of thalso occur inside galaxies with negligible ongoing stanfar

host galaxy of GRB 050724. An asterisdenotes a frozen quan-tion. Using the formulation outlined hy Bloom et al. (2002

tity. From top to bottom: the Sersic index the scale radius estimated the probabilitf? to find a galaxy brighter than the

ro, the ratio of the semi-minor to semi-major axiga, and the candidate ho8t(R = 182) at an angular distance less than

position angle P.A. (measured counterclockwise relativthe 0’6 from the optical afterglow. We foun® to be as low as

north). 6.3 x 10°° (see alsd Barthelmy etlal. 2005), confirming that the

association is not due to a chance superposition. It has been

Parameter Band De Vaucouleurs Exponential Sersic suggested that other short GRBs are associated with egmty-t

n [ & T 1.22 galaxies, most noticeably GRB 050509B (Gehrels et al. 12005;
R ad r 1.12 Hjorth et al. 2005h; Bloom et &l. 2006). In terms of progersito
ro (") [ 1.56 1.08 1.74 this implies that either more than one evolutionary chatasels
R 1.54 1.09 1.12 to the production of short GRBs, or that there is a wide distri
b/a ' 0.784 0.784 0.513 bution of delay times between the birth of the progenitotesys
PA ) 'f g';gg 2'38;2 2682(7) and the GRB prlosiqn (Nakar et aI._2006; Guetta & F‘.iran 2006;
i R 2446 2340 21.01 Zheng & Ramirez-Ruiz 2007). The inferred scenario is brpadl

consistent with models involving the merging of a binary eom
pact object systen (Eichler et al. 1989; Belczynski &t a0
The old age of the host galaxy of GRB 050724 is also consistent
. r L. with the lack of detection of a supernova (SN) associated wit
e e ot of shor G s kit s e, our late.me images (32 days afer the GRB) o
! i ' sffain the contribution of a SN at the position of the GRB to be

jﬁtteg geol(ner:]try in shorft ggggsijs-zgg\(i?gd by the blreggggginter than SN 1998bw (Galama etlal. 1998) by at lea3imag
the X-ray light curves o (Burrows et al. ; > e .
Soderberg et 4. 2006) and GRB 061201 (Strattalét al. 2097),m the observe® band. This corresponds to an absolute magni

: _ . OdeMy > -16.2
though no late optical and radio data are available to test tﬁ1 v o .
broad-band behavirin the latter case, a very early break was. | "€ "?‘SISIOC'?‘“O.? of GRB 050724 W'tlh an early-tly pﬁ galaxy
detected with properties in good agreement with the exfiens 'Sh especia %/1 signi !Ean; ﬁwendltls) pec? lar profmpt Ilg tr‘m.lh_ H
of the jet model. Albeit that the redshift of this GRB is unkmg jv oiﬁ’g n(gmsingﬁt fnp;kee C(;ROBWOeSO7%/ 41 lg:‘]g’_ dsuor;tig‘; Z\elzan‘;"(fg
current limits constrain the beaming-corrected energyettebs y 9

9 . . . mally Tgo > 2 s;|Barthelmy et al. 2005). Its host galaxy is
;Bﬁgti})ﬁ ise;%,itlengtjorgdshowm that the short GRB Iumlnosn;m fact distinctly diferent from those of long GRBs (which

. I . . .. are typically blue, subluminous, young and metal-poor; e.g
An alternative possibility to explain theftierent behavior in Djorgovski et al 199€; Le Floc'h et Al 2003; Fynbo et al. 200

waeSOpgsvaelrzgdbx';aéggﬁsI'ggo_ﬁjggTgr;ha;rtlgﬁtx;g¥:gg‘:§ Christensen et al. 2004; Fruchter etal. 2006), and is very un
p y  1ONG-IIVEC ponent, > Jikely to host young stars akin to the progenitors of long GRB

\S/\l;iﬁi%?atleedetfg{ Ié)gg?dlbr;\g]og é;e To%?nrg;%r\]/aggggy gteilét;?g is supports the idea that the duration is not the only pa-

5007 Ghisellini et al ‘-2007) The consistency of the opika k‘ameter relevant to the classification of bursts, and thateso
oy - : y long-lasting GRBs are not associated with star formati@e (s

ray SED would in this case be fortuitous. . . S
; . alsol Zhang et al. 2007). Late-time (L0O s) soft emission oc-
ha I(:elal;ree(-:?nlgtttrht? tltlagdhtocll;rt\ée'?]tgrng?;hhc?(hlgt(lggr? &Iovrc/gi (2;508 urs in a significant fraction of short bursts, 30% in the
v iou ! U ' iftfHETE-2 sample. This is actually a lower limit, since some

Zhang et al. 2006). There are two variants of this model. én t : ; ) ;
first, the colliding shells are ejected together with themimirst, %ef theégBe gggtgsl;m%gqgeetc;ngjsgg) v%herlgnsge g;l:sa’il(c)) TJ : \r/ﬁ)ni-
32% éwpgcﬁee;:jm"?ttﬂzrsitcﬁ% t(l:rgsees ?ﬁ:i:sn?rgl]eeﬁ ai:gxgrﬁrﬁéﬁ%n between the host galaxy type and the presence of the so
ocity Sp C . ' g igmponent.AweIl—known case is GRB 050709 (Villasenor &t al

active for a long time and emits fast shells at late times. T‘Z‘E)OES; Fox et al. 200%; Covino etlal. 2006), exploded in a mod-
ér;reary flgLeo\?; S}Eigf_or;id' gv?: Osr%ee?ttrgll%;;(?rsi’c‘év';hhtihﬁ paelaégately star-forming galaxy, which also displayed the bafnp.

ay ge. -rioy gnvy LLooking at the present sample, it seems that bursts with-long
the_ Lorentz ]‘act(_)r contrast of the CO"'d'ng sheIIs.had t"’d'?ge- lasting emission have more often an optical afterglew Q% of
Thisin urn implies that the central engine remained adtve o5 0c) than the overall population, but this is basedson v
long time & 40 ks), which is not straightforward to achieve Mimited statistics (seven events). Estabilishing the lmdtween

short GRB models (see Lee & Ramirez-Ruiz 2007 for a revie . . : . . -
GRB 050724 is also remarkable for its association witr:l\%j edtf(‘)feurﬁgég?;ns dotfhzri]rogtr (;j ; erﬁit;gpsGRBs will be an important

galaxy having an old population. Following the discovery o
Se.veral Shoft G.RB host ga!aXIeS’ .It ha.s become apparent t,kl:%ovvledgefrmts. We acknowledge the ESO fitaat Paranal, in particular
this population includes objects withftérent properties, and jason Spyromillo, and all the visiting observers who acmb perform our
that a significant fraction of short GRBs explode insideeyst ToO observations. We also thank Johan P. U. Fynbo, JenshHjod Eleonora
with moderate ongoing star formation and relatively youtedrs Troja for discussion, and an anonymous referee fofhiercareful reading of

; gl . ; I Na- the manuscript. The Dark Cosmology Centre is funded by theidbaNational
lar populations (Fox et al. 2005; Covino evlal, 2006; Bergele Research Foundation. DM and MDV acknowledge the Instrun@smiter for

2_00-‘7; P. D'Avanzo etal. 2_007' in preparation). GRB 05074 PI'banish Astrophysics and the National Science Fundatiean{d?HY05-51164),
vides the most compelling evidence to date that short GRBSpectively, for financial support. This work was also feticby ASI grant
1/R/03904 and MIUR grant 2005025417.

(Frail et al. 2001; Ghirlanda etial. 2007). Collimation esites

4 The long-duration GRB 060614, one of the best cases for awach
matic break in any GRB[(Mangano ef al. 2007), might be related® We applied the Galactic extinction correctig = 1.2 mag to the
to the short burst category, but the classification is notckmive observed value, since galaxy counts are performed in lamaton sky
(Gehrels et &l. 2006; Zhang etlal. 2007). regions.
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