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Abstract. Continued study of the BATSE catalog verifies previouskritffied correlations between pulse lag and pulse
duration and corresponding anti-correlations betweeh potperties and pulse peak flux for a large sample of Long GRB
pulses; the study also finds correlations between pulse lpgak pulse asymmetry, and pulse hardness. These canslati
apparently can be used to delineate Long GRBs from Short @wselated pulse properties represent constraints #rat ¢
be used to guide theoretical modeling, whereas bulk prommgston properties appear to be constructed by combinidg an
smearing out pulse characteristics in ways that poteptiadle valuable information.
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INTRODUCTION

Important correlative characteristics have been atteithaiver the years to pulses in gamma-ray burst (GRB) prompt
emission. Examples of these characteristics include (hpteal asymmetry characterized by longer decay than
rise rates, (2) hard-to-soft spectral evolution, and (®adening at lower energies (e.g. [1) 2| 3, 4]). Despite these
suggestive correlations, GRB prompt emission studies fauesed on the measurement of bulk properties, with
pulses often regarded as nothing more than minor variat®tie overall signal.

Recently, Hakkila et al..[5,/6] demonstrated that bulk GRBarelsteristics are composite properties formed
from characteristics belonging to distinct yet unresolyrdses. Each pulse in a small sample of GRBs with
known redshift was found to have its own lag, and the lag aatst with the bulk gamma-ray emission (us-
ing the cross correlation function![7]) was shown to be a togteneous composite of the individual pulse lags
favoring the high intensity, short duration pulses. Sinaé&k lGRB lags are correlated with GRB peak luminosi-
ties [8], this implies that pulse properties must be highdyrelated to produce measurable correlations in bursts
composed of often many pulses. Pulses belonging to the saaiple of BATSE GRBs with known redshifts
used in this study have unique, individual pulse lags thatetate with the pulse durations and that anti-correlate
with pulse peak luminosity. In order to verify that this istre statistical discrepancy unique to this data set, we
have set out to expand our GRB pulse database by sequeraialyzing bursts in the Current BATSE Catalog
(http://www.batse.msfc.nasa.gov/batse/grb/catalog/current/). The results allow us to deter-
mine how pervasive correlated pulse properties are whitgpiag the BATSE Catalog data in a relatively unbiased

way.

PROCEDURE

We use a semi-automated procedure and code to identify gmals$iés in multi-channel observations of GRB prompt

emission using 64 ms data [5, 6]. The approach starts withaeclsdor potential pulses in summed four channel

data. Candidate time intervals potentially containingspsalare identified using the Bayesian Blocks methodology [9]

a pulse model is optimized within each interval to see if ihtains a statistically-significant pulse. The data from

intervals containing statistically-insignificant modeilges are merged into the surrounding intervals, and thegfitt

process begins again. Iteration eventually produces amajpset of model pulses for the summed four-channel data.
The four-parameter pulse model used [10] assumes the follpiunctional form for each pulse:

1(t) = A exd*Tl/(t*ts)*(t*ts)/Tz]’ (1)
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wheret is time since triggerA is the pulse amplitudéds is the pulse start timeg; and 1, are characteristics of the
pulse rise and pulse decay, ahd= exp[2(11/12)Y/?]). A two-parameter background model is simultaneouslyditte
along with any pulses. The resulting 4-channel pulse cherigtics are used as starting points from which individual
energy channel pulse fits are obtained. The aforementiommeggs is repeated until convergent solutions are obtained
for pulses in each energy channel.

A variety of model-dependent pulse properties are extddcten the aforementioned pulse parameters in the fitting
process; these include pulse durations, pulse peak flus€snid timescale), pulse peak lags, pulse asymmetries, and
pulse spectral hardnesses. Thdse duration wis obtained from the summed four-channel data and is defined a
w = [9+12,/11/1,]"/2; this is the interval between times when the pulse amplitsde 3. Thepulse peak flux f6
is defined on the 256 ms timescale in terms of the summed toamre| dataPulse peak lags &re the differences
between the pulse peak times in different energy channalsgpeak times are given lyeax= ts+ /T172). Pulse
peak lags can be obtained for any pulse between two energyelsa although we define the standard pulse peak lag
I3; as that measured between energies of 100 to 300 keV (BATSihehd) and 25 to 50 keV (BATSE channel 1).
The pulse asymmetry is defined ax = w/(3+2,/11/12). Hardness ratios HRare constructed by dividing pulse
fluences in two different energy channels; we use a hardadissHR3; defined byHR3; = S3/S;, whereS; is the
channel 3 fluence arf§i is the channel 1 fluence.

This analysis approach has been successfully applied to B&TSE and Swift bursts. However, difficulty in
normalizing BAT data to BATSE data has thus far preventedars imnerging measurements from the two datasets.

The procedure is fairly successful at pulse extractionpalieugh the pulse signal-to-noise ratio is often low in
more than one of the BATSE energy channels (most often inretlat). Pulse properties are cleanly extracted in a
relatively unambiguous manner for GRBs containing nordapping or isolated pulses. Typically, these tend to be
low luminosity, long duration bursts [10,/11]. However, {®cess is also successful at identifying and fitting many
pulses in complex GRBs containing overlapping pulses. Pipeaach is less successful at fitting low intensity pulses,
pulses that strongly overlap, and very short pulses, whichbe indistinguishable from Poisson noise. Ambiguous
pulse identifications often result in pogf goodness-of-fit measures, in fits that appear to merge pségesable to
the eye, and/or in pulses that have disparate propertie® orod observed in contiguous energy channels. We exclude
from our analysis overlapping and low fluence pulses thabeeetly ambiguous, but recognize existence of the latter
by tentatively identifying them as low fluence events (LEES)

We also classify the bursts that we study. Although the dédimiof the Short and Long class of GRBs has
become more complex during the Swift era than it was, we usassitication scheme based on duration and spectral
hardness originally obtained from BATSE bursts using maetearning algorithms [11]. This schemel[12] classifies
GRBs as Short if they satisfy the inequality (T901.954) OR (1954< T90 < 4.672 AND HR3»1 > 3.01), where
HR321 = S/ (S +S1) [13], whereS; is the channel 2 fluence. If GRBs do not satisfy the aforemaetl inequality,
then they are classified as Long.

When pulses have been fitted and the GRBs to which they belang lbeen classified, we are able to seek out
possible correlations among the properties of pulses iglaomd Short BATSE GRBs.

ANALYSIS

Our current database consists of 307 pulses in 106 Long aighdB8 GRBs. We have started simultaneously at the
ends of the Current BATSE Catalog and are working our wayutjinche rest of the Catalog sequentially. The results
obtained with this larger database are consistent withettodained previously for smaller datasetsl[5, 6]: pulse
properties, rather than bulk properties of the prompt eonissinderly GRB measurements.

Figure 1 demonstrates an example of pulse fits for BATSE ®&ridi214. This is a Long GRB with three fitted
pulses. Pulse properties are extracted for this and mary BT SE burst, and compiled in a pulse database.

Correlations

Pulse properties are compared and correlated for both timg lamd Short GRB classes. The most rigorous
correlation found is the one between pulse duration andepesk lag: the probability that these are uncorrelated in
Long GRB pulses is.3 x 10~1°. Such a strong correlation suggests that the pulse durationhe pulse peak lag are
two different representations of the same phenomenorg thise appear related to hard-to-soft pulse evolution. Both
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FIGURE 1. Example of pulse fits for a Long BATSE GRB (Trigger 0214): (aaenel 1, and (b) channel 3. The pulses have the
following lags: pulse 1 lag = 0.679 s, pulse 2 lag = 0.368 s,fande 3 lag = 0.352 s.

characteristics have been previously found to anti-catealith pulse peak luminosity![5] and are thus luminosity
indicators. We note that it is much easier to accurately nreapulse durations than pulse peak lags, since pulse
durations are longer and since the smoothly-varying putsedifunction allows the pulse duration to be accurately
determined.

Although the pulse duration vs. pulse peak lag relation rsegally very tight, there are pulses with specific pulse
properties for which this relation may not correlate. Pylsak lags of Short GRB pulses, for example, do not strongly
correlate with pulse durations; this could be because ifficudlt to measure pulse peak lags for Short GRB pulses
using the 64 ms timescale. The lags of Short GRB pulses araao that roughly half of them are negative; this
is consistent with a distribution centered around zero s#s@nd is likely due primarily to measurement error.
Additionally, a small number of Long GRB pulses are found &éishort lags but long durations; these appear to
be long pulses with sharply-defined pulse peaks. These palse appear to be inconsistent with the Pulse Scale
Conjecture of Nemiroffl[14] which assumes that all pulsegei@mporal structures that are similar when properly
scaled. Hakkila et al. [5] have previously suggested thesahpulses might be external shock signatures, but it is
possible that these represent inaccurately-measuregigties of overlapping pulses.

We note that many Long GRBs contain short duration pulsesgttypically have pulse peak lags near zero seconds.
This indicates that a short duration pulse does not nedsislmtify a GRB belonging to the Short class. Likewise,
there are many Long GRB pulses with pulse lags that are denabhsnegative. Figure 3 (BATSE trigger 1807) is
one of these: the negative-lag pulse does not appear to hgla pulse with homogeneous properties, but instead has
two peaks indicative of overlapping pulses. Given the ieatarity of negative-lag pulses, we suggest that many of
these are merely unresolved overlapping pulses, althougle €ould be pulses of short duration whose lags cannot
be accurately measured.

Figure 4 demonstrates strong anti-correlations betwebse mluration and pulse peak flux for both Long and Short
GRB pulses. Both Long and Short GRB pulses exhibit antiedations, but these relations have different slopes:
using a model where logse = Alogw+ B, we find thatA ong = —0.27 (with correlation coefficieri® = 0.36) and
Ashort= —0.67 (R= 0.64). Different correlative relations could indicate diffat pulse mechanisms for the two burst
classes. Figure 4 also demonstrates an anti-correlatiwveba spectral hardness and pulse duration for Long GRB
pulses. Long, low-luminosity pulses are softer than sHarhinous pulses, supporting the argument that intrinsic
properties dominate over cosmological effects.

Figure 5a demonstrates a correlation between Long GRB gulsgion and pulse asymmetry: shorter pulses tend to
be more symmetric than longer ones. The asymmetries of &Rit pulses are not plotted, since the short durations
of these pulses (often only a few temporal bins wide) tend &kethem be observed as being very symmetric or
very asymmetric. Since duration is a luminosity indicator Eong GRB pulses, both spectral hardness and pulse
asymmetry are also luminosity indicators.

The correlative properties of GRB pulses are summarize@ierl (Long GRB pulses) and Table 2 (Short GRB
pulses). Although Short GRB pulse properties are difficolatcurately measure with 64 ms resolution, there is
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FIGURE 2. (a) Pulse duration vs. pulse peak lag for Long (square) andt $t) GRBs in logarithmic units, showing the strong
correlation between these parameters. (b) A subset of taadypes in linear units, indicating that some pulses hagative lags.
Many of these lag measurements are consistent with pulsenkagiz; = 0, but some have abnormally-negative values. Short GRB
pulses are typically found in regid(short lags, short durations), while normal Long GRB puksesfound in regioi (following

the correlation shown in Figure 2(a)). Regidncontains Long GRB pulses that have extremely negative lagsvhich might be
marred by hidden pulses, and RegiBreontains Long GRB pulses that have characteristics pailgntissociated with external
shocks (short pulse lags coupled with long pulse durations)
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FIGURE 3. Example of a negative-lag pulse (BATSE Trigger 1807): (arotel 1, and (b) channel 3. The second fit pulse (with
a measured lag of -4.2 s) appears to be composed of two puliseshe second one being spectrally harder than the firstgte
pulses such as this would explain many of the pulses havigative lags.

evidence to suggest that Short GRB pulse properties aresmaireelative as Long GRB pulse properties. Such a result
could provide a mechanism for more accurate GRB classificatimilarly, pulse property correlations (or a lack
thereof) could well provide constraints necessary for troicting more accurate models of GRB prompt emission for
Long and Short GRBs.

Despite the insights gained from these pulse relationsttipse is still ambiguity in the definition of Short and Long
GRBs as obtained from bulk emission and pulse propertid®, Tar example, BATSE trigger 0809 (Figure 5b): this
burst is hard with &y duration of less than two seconds, and would normally besifiad as a Short GRB. However,
the pulse properties of pulse duration, pulse peak flux, amgkpeak lag correlate with one another in a way that is
consistent with it being a Long GRB. Thus, where many obssrare now making claims to expand the Short GRB
definition to reclassify many Long bursts as Short, we hawadloan ambiguous Short GRB that might actually be a
Long GRB solely because it is lacking inter-pulse durations
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FIGURE 4. (a) 256 ms peak flux vs. pulse duration for Long (square) amit$t) GRBs. Best-fit lines are given for Long (solid
line) and Short (dashed line) relationships. (b) Spectedihess vs. pulse duration for Long (square) and Short (&R
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FIGURE 5. (a) Pulse duration vs. asymmetry for Long (square) GRBsigataith a best-fit line. (b) Summed four-channel pulse
fits to BATSE trigger 0809, a Short GRB having potential chtesstics of the Long GRB class (pulse 1 lag = 0.679 s, pulsg 2
=0.368 s, and pulse 3 lag = 0.352 s).

TABLE 1. Long GRB pulse correlations. Spearman rank order cor-
relation probabilities that the pulse characteristicsuegiion are ran-
dom. Anti-correlations are indicated by a 1, and a significamrela-
tion or anti-correlation is indicated imol dface.

w Pse HRs3;1 K
I31 23x10°19 T48x103 T28x10% 11x10!
w — T88x 1077 T42x1077 1.1x1077
Pose — — 17x101  T53x10°3

HRs1 — — — 73.3x 1073




TABLE 2. Short GRB pulse correlations.

w Pose HR31 K
l31 21x10Y Te6x102 T22x102 4.4x10°1
w — 70x107 Tt13x10! T82x102
Pose — — 73x102 79x101
HR31 — — — 23x10°2

CONCLUSIONS

A large GRB pulse sample verifies that each GRB is charaettig its own lag. The lag of a Long GRB pulse
is directly related to its duration, and both of these prapsranti-correlate with the pulse peak luminosity. Via
correlations with pulse peak lag and pulse peak duratioalsit appears that pulse spectral hardness and pulse
asymmetry are luminosity indicators. These relationshigd for most Long GRB pulses, but perhaps exclude long
pulses with short, intense pulse peaks (external shocks?).

Short GRB pulses do not reflect the same correlative belaamthose found for Long burst pulses, although this
result might partly reflect the limited temporal resolutigsed in this study. Perhaps the most interesting behavior of
Short burst pulses is an anti-correlation between pulsatdurand pulse peak flux which might indicate a relationship
between pulse duration and pulse peak luminosity.

There is a need for better measuring and understanding GRB properties. In principle, the bulk characteristics
of the prompt emission can be derived from knowledge of ppteperties and the pulse decomposition of a burst.
The converse, however, is not true: we cannot infer the ldscacteristics of the pulses, nor can we understand the
relationship between bulk and (more fundamental) pulspgnt@s, without explicit study of the constituent pulses.
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