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We investigate the physical properties of the central engine powering gamma-ray bursts (GRBs),
modelled as a stellar-mass black hole accreting via a neutrino-dominated accretion flow (NDAF). By
solving the governing hydrodynamic equations, we obtain global transonic NDAF solutions featuring
shock transitions and examine their role in powering GRB energetics. The NDAF solutions are
explored over a broad range of black hole parameters, including its mass (Mpu) and spin (ax), and
accretion rate (M). We find that shocked NDAFs can naturally account for the observed diversity
in GRB energy output. Incorporating results from numerical simulations of binary neutron star
and black hole—neutron star mergers, we estimate the remnant black hole mass and spin parameters
for the predicted range of post-merger disk mass (Magisk). Our analysis reveals that small-mass
black holes with relatively low spin values can adequately reproduce the luminosities of short GRBs
(SGRBs), whereas identical GRB luminosities can also be achieved for more massive black holes
possessing higher spin values. Finally, we uncover a robust correlation between the black hole spin
and disk mass such that Mgk decreases with increasing ax, remaining largely independent of the

black hole mass (Mgpu) powering GRBs.

I. INTRODUCTION

Gamma-ray bursts (GRBs) are among the most lu-
minous and transient phenomena in the universe typ-
ically lasting only a few seconds. Based on the ob-
served burst duration, GRBs are broadly categorized into
short gamma-ray bursts (SGRBs; Tyy < 2s) and long
gamma-ray bursts (LGRBs; Ty > 2s) [I], where Ty
denotes the time interval during which the burst flu-
ence rises from 5% to 95% above the background level
2, B]. It is widely believed that the central engine
of GRBs is powered by a stellar-mass black hole sur-
rounded by a hyperaccretion disk with an accretion rate
of 0.001-10 My s~ [ [5]. Under such extreme condi-
tions, the accreting plasma becomes exceedingly hot and
dense (p ~ 108-10'2 g em ™3, T ~ 101°-10'! K), result-
ing in a high optical depth photon-trapping environment
where photons cannot efficiently escape, rendering them
ineffective in powering the observed emission. However,
such conditions are conducive to the efficient production
of neutrinos and antineutrinos, which carry away the ac-
cretion energy from the accretion disk. After escaping the
disk, these neutrinos and antineutrinos subsequently an-
nihilate above the disk to generate an electron—positron
pair-dominated outflow capable of powering GRBs. Such
neutrino-dominated accretion flows (NDAFs) have been
extensively studied in the literature [6H2I]. In these stud-
ies, the structure of NDAF's is computed by incorporat-
ing neutrino emission processes, and the GRB energetics
are estimated via neutrino annihilation. An alternative
mechanism to power the GRB involves extracting the
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spin energy of the central black hole and converting it
into the kinetic energy of the outflow [22].

Energetic events such as merger of binary neutron stars
(NS+NS) [23] 24], neutron star and black hole (NS+BH)
[], and collapsars [25] [26] are considered as the potential
progenitors of GRBs. These events generally result in the
formation of a stellar-mass black hole surrounded by a hy-
peraccreting disk. Observation of kilonova emissions [27-
29] produced by the decay of radioactive species formed
during the merger process and gravitational wave signals
generated by inspiraling compact objects provides strong
evidence linking SGRBs to neutron star mergers [30].
In contrast, LGRBs are typically associated with super-
novae [31H34] and are most often found in star-forming
regions [35] [36]. Following the merger, the accretion of
matter from the remnant disk fuels relativistic outflows
through previously discussed mechanisms ultimately pro-
ducing the gamma-ray burst. After the prompt burst, the
ejecta interact with the surrounding medium and lose
energy producing longer-wavelength emission known as
the “afterglow”, which can be observed over weeks to
months [37H40]. However, the central black hole remains
obscured by intense radiation, making it difficult to con-
strain key physical parameters such as its mass (Mpy),
spin (ay), and mass accretion rate (M) through direct
observation.

In parallel with observational efforts, numerical simu-
lations play a crucial role in advancing the understanding
of compact object mergers and their post-merger evolu-
tion. A wide array of studies has investigated how the
initial parameters, namely the mass ratio of the binary
system, the neutron star equation of state, spin, and mag-
netic field strength, influence the dynamical outcome of
the merger. These simulations provide valuable insights
into the physical properties of the remnant system and
can help in constraining the characteristics of the final
central black hole. Simulation results predominantly in-
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dicate that the merger remnant eventually collapses into
a stellar-mass black hole surrounded by an accretion disk
with disk masses ranging from ~ 0.01 to several tenths of
a solar mass [41H58]. This range of disk mass places im-
portant constraints on the mass accretion rate onto the
black hole, which directly influences the energy output
available to power the GRBs.

Given the plausible supply of matter in the aforemen-
tioned scenarios, numerous studies have explored the vi-
ability of neutrino-dominated accretion flows (NDAFS)
as central engines for both short and long GRBs [17, 59~
61]. These investigations demonstrate that, through neu-
trino—antineutrino annihilation, NDAFs are capable of
powering the observed GRB energetics. However, Liu
et al. [60], Song et al. [61] argued that while a majority
of GRBs can be explained within the typical disk mass
range, certain bursts may require a more massive accre-
tion disk to match the observed luminosities. It is worth
noting that these models generally assume a Keplerian
disk structure [12] [62], which results in a subsonic flow
configuration. However, to satisfy the inner boundary
condition at the event horizon, the accreting matter must
approach the black hole at the speed of light, that de-
mands the NDAF solution to be transonic in nature [21].
Depending on the flow parameters, NDAF may undergo a
discontinuous transition of the flow variables in the form
of a shock, provided the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions
are satisfied [63]. From the thermodynamic perspective,
these shock solutions are favored due to their higher en-
tropy content [2I]. Moreover, these shock-induced NDAF
solutions effectively account for the wide range of ener-
gies observed in GRBs. It is noteworthy that low an-
gular momentum, advective NDAF models exhibit a no-
table degeneracy, where different combinations of mass
accretion rate (M) and black hole spin (ax) seems to
yield similar GRB luminosities. This inherent degeneracy
highlights the need for further theoretical investigation,
particularly through the incorporation of shock dynam-
ics within the NDAF framework. When combined with
constraints from merger simulations, such an approach
provides a promising avenue for reducing the admissible
parameter space of the GRB central engine.

Being motivated by this, we revisit the shock formalism
in NDAF's and assess its role in powering short GRBs by
incorporating results from compact binary merger sim-
ulations. We adopt an effective potential that approxi-
mates the space-time geometry around a rotating black
hole [64] and solve the NDAF governing equations to ob-
tain global transonic solutions with shocks. Using these
solutions, we compute the neutrino annihilation luminos-
ity (L,») and compare it with the observed energetics of
selected SGRBs. To test the viability of the model, we
explore a wide range of black hole masses (Mpy) and
spin parameters (ax), and fit the model luminosities to
observed values. Finally, by incorporating the expected
disk mass from merger simulations, we place constraints
on the spin of the central engine powering SGRBs.

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Sec-

tion [T} we outline the model assumptions and introduce
the governing equations describing neutrino-dominated
accretion flows. In Section [T} we present the transonic
accretion solutions, including the associated flow vari-
ables, and discuss their implications for a sample of short
GRBs. Finally, in Section [[V] we summarize our results.

II. GOVERNING EQUATIONS

In the quest to unravel the dynamics of hyperaccre-
tion flows powering short gamma-ray bursts (SGRBs), we
consider a steady, axisymmetric, viscous, advective accre-
tion flow around a rotating black hole. The flow is as-
sumed to be confined to the equatorial plane and it main-
tains hydrostatic equilibrium along the vertical direction.
To account for gravitational effects, we use an effective
potential that satisfactorily describes the space-time ge-
ometry around the rotating black hole [64]. The analysis
is carried out in a cylindrical coordinate system with the
black hole at the origin, adopting a unit system where
G = Mgy = ¢ = 1, with G denoting the gravitational
constant, Mgy the black hole mass, and ¢ the speed of
light. In this framework, length, angular momentum, and
energy are expressed in units of 7, = GMggn/c?, rgc, and
c?, respectively.

The governing equations of hydrodynamics that de-
scribe fluid motion around a rotating BH are given by
(a) Radial momentum equation:

dv 1dP d‘I)eff
Vo =
der  pdx dx

=0, (1)

where x, v, P and p denote the radial coordinate, radial
velocity, total pressure and mass density of the accretion
flow. The term ®.g represents the effective potential on
equatorial plane [64] and is given by,
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where A = 22 — 2z + a2, X represent the angular momen-
tum of flow, and ay is the spin of the black hole.
(b) Mass conservation equation:

M = 4mvpHVA, (3)

where M denotes the mass accretion rate, which remains
constant throughout the flow in absence of massloss from
the disk, and H is the local half-thickness of the disk. For
convenience, in this work, we express the accretion rate
in terms of solar mass per second as 1 = M /Mg s~ 1.
Following [65], [66], we obtain H as

ped 1 (2% 4 a?)? + 2Aad )
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where @ [= (2ax + A(z — 2))/(ai(z + 2) — 2\ + 23)]
is angular velocity of flow. We define the sound speed



of the flow as C; = /P/p, where P = Py +
Praa with Pyas (= pkpT/my) being the gas pressure and
P..q (: 11&T4/12) being the pressure due to radiation
[8]. Here, kg, @ and my are the Boltzmann constant,
radiation constant and mass of the proton, respectively.
(¢) Azimuthal momentum equation:

dA 1 d

= Tz %(ﬁww) =0, (5)

In equation (5), Wy refers xz¢ component of viscous
stress and is given by [67],

WJ;¢> = —Oé(W + EUQ):

where « denotes the viscosity parameter, and W (=
2PH) and ¥ (= 2pH) represent the vertically integrated
pressure and density, respectively.
(d) Entropy generation equation:

d du Pd
szﬁ =Y <”—p> =Q —-Q", (6)

where T and s are the temperature and entropy of the
flow, and u represents the specific internal energy which
is given by,

Pgas 3Prad
u = + , 7
p(y—1) p @)

with v being the adiabatic index, which we choose as
4/3 all throughout unless specified otherwise. It is worth
mentioning that in equation , we refrain from includ-
ing electron degeneracy pressure and neutrino pressure.
In realistic NDAFs, electrons remain typically mildly or
moderately degenerate at relatively high accretion rates
(M ~ Mg s=1) [12H15]. Furthermore, at such accretion
rates, neutrinos escape efficiently rendering their pres-
sure contribution subdominant [8 10, I7]. Since the
present analysis is restricted to M < Mg s™1, we argue
that equation yields reliable estimates of the thermo-
dynamic quantities and neutrino luminosities, ensuring
that the overall conclusions regarding the shock-induced
NDAF solutions remain unaffected. Moreover, Q1 de-
notes the heat generation by viscous heating and is ex-
pressed as [68, [69],

- aQ
+ = )vis _ Dt
Q = Q mWw dCL'. (8)

In this work, the cooling of the flow is governed by the
neutrinos (v) [8], and we have

- (7/8)0T*
V= G s N ]

i

9)

where o is the Stefan-Boltzmann constant, and
Ty, (= Tau + Ts,1;) is the sum of absorption and scat-
tering optical depth for each neutrino flavor (i —
e, i, 7). We introduce dimensionless temperature (0 =
kgT/mec?), where m, is mass of electron.

We simplify equations , 7 and (@ and obtain
the wind equation as

dv _ N(z,v,),0,ax,m) (10)
dr  D(x,v,\,0,ar,m)’

where the numerator N and denominator D are the ex-
plicit functions of the flow variables and are given in the
Appendix. We further calculate the gradient of angular
momentum (d\/dz) and gradient of dimensionless tem-
perature (dO©/dz) in terms of dv/dz, which are given by,

d\ dv

T AH% + A2, (11)
and

doe dv

e @11% + O12. (12)

In equations and 7 the coefficients A1, A2, ©11
and O, are expressed in terms of the flow variables and
presented in Appendix.

To obtain the accretion solutions, we solve equations
, , and simultaneously using the 4th order
Runge-Kutta method, following the methodology out-
lined by [69] [[0]. We use the accretion rate (1), vis-
cosity parameter («), mass of black hole (Mpy), and
black hole spin (ax) as global parameters, while the lo-
cal flow variables at the critical point (z.), such as the
energy (&) and angular momentum (X.), serve as lo-
cal parameters. The local energy is computed using
E(z) = v%/2 4+ h + P, where h is the specific enthalpy
of the flow (h = u+ P/p). This approach is essential be-
cause the accretion flow around a black hole is inherently
transonic and must pass through a critical point before
entering the black hole. Consequently, using these global
and local parameters, we integrate equations , ,
and inward from x. to the horizon, and outward to
the outer edge (Zedge). Upon joining these two parts,
we obtain the global transonic accretion solution around
black hole.

Depending on the flow parameters, the accretion flow
may exhibit single or multiple critical points [69HTT].
The critical point formed close to the horizon is termed
the inner critical point (z;,), whereas the outer criti-
cal point (Zoyt) is located farther from the black hole
horizon. Typically, the inner critical point (zi,) and
the corresponding angular momentum (\;,) range from
1.5 S zip S 3 and 2 < Ay, < 4, respectively [72]. Thus,
we provide the local flow parameters at x;, to obtain the
complete global accretion solutions. Notably, an accre-
tion solution can pass through both z;, and xou, pro-
vided the flow possesses a shock wave [71], [72].
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FIG. 1. Variation of (a) Mach number (M = v/Cs) and (b)
density (p) of the NDAF as functions of radial distance ().
The corresponding velocity (v) and temperature (T') profiles
are indicated by the color, with the color bars on the right
denoting their respective ranges. The flow parameters are
chosen as &, = 0.0001, Ai, = 1.9880, ax = 0.99, m» = 0.01,
Mgu = 3Mg, and o = 0.001, respectively. The vertical arrow
at xs = 14.0258 indicates the location of the shock transition,
while the filled circles indicate the location of the inner (zin)
and outer (zout) critical points. See text for the details.

III. RESULT
A. Global shocked NDAF solutions

In Fig. [1} we show a typical example of the global tran-
sonic accretion solution for NDAF's, where radial profiles
of different flow variables are depicted. For this solu-
tion, the global flow parameters are set to mm = 0.01,
a = 0.001, Mgy = 3Mgy, and ax = 0.99. In ad-
dition, we choose the local flow parameters at the in-
ner critical point (zy, = 1.4468) as &, = 0.0001 and
Ain = 1.9880. In panel (a), we plot the variation of Mach
number (M = v/Cs) with radial distance (z), together
with the behaviour of velocity (v), denoted with color, as
indicated by the color bar. As shown in figure, the flow
starts from the outer edge of the disk at Zeqge = 1000
with a subsonic speed. Due to the influence of the black
hole’s gravity, the radial velocity of the flow increases
and reaches supersonic speeds after passing the outer

critical point at zoy = 30.0864. After becoming super-
sonic, the flow encounters a centrifugal repulsion, causing
the matter to accumulate around the black hole. Upon
reaching a certain threshold of accumulation, the cen-
trifugal barrier triggers a discontinuous transition in the
flow variables, which manifests as the formation of shock
waves. For flows with hydrostatic equilibrium, the stand-
ing shock forms provided the Rankine-Hugoniot condi-
tions (RHCs) are satisfied [63] which are expressed as

Energy flux conservation: & =¢&_, (13)
Mass flux conservation : M, = M_, (14)
Momentum flux conservation : II} =1I_, (15)
where the subscripts ‘=’ and ‘+’ represent the flow vari-

ables just before and after the shock, respectively, and
I (= W + ¥0?) denotes the total vertically integrated
pressure. For the above chosen flow parameters, we
find the shock transition to occur at the location zs =
14.0258, where the RHCs are satisfied. After the shock,
the flow continues to accrete and ultimately falls into the
black hole after passing through the inner critical point at
Tin = 1.4468. In the figure, this shock transition is indi-
cated by the vertical arrow, and the inner (z;,) and outer
(Zout) critical points are marked by filled circles. For the
shocked solution, the matter makes transition from su-
personic to subsonic branch at zg, where shock compres-
sion leads to an increase in density, as illustrated in panel
(b). Furthermore, the temperature of the post-shock flow
(equivalently post-shock corona, hereafter PSC) increases
as the kinetic energy of the pre-shock flow is converted
into thermal energy. The overall temperature variation
of the flow is shown using color where the color bar on
right indicate the temperature range. This rise in density
and temperature across the shock front leads to an over-
all enhancement in entropy at PSC, making the shock-
induced accretion solution thermodynamically more fa-
vorable compared to solutions without shock [73].

Such high post-shock temperature and density con-
ditions naturally facilitate substantial energy losses
through the emission of neutrinos and antineutrinos. The
subsequent annihilation of these particles can drive rel-
ativistic outflows and potentially serve as the energy
source for the formation of a baryonic fireball [24]. Given
the detailed density and temperature profiles of the shock
solution, we calculate the annihilation luminosity (L,;)
using the equation [I5], 21],

L, = 47r/ / lypxdrdz, (16)
T H

Here, z; and z represent the inner edge of the disk and
the vertical distance from the disk plane, respectively.
The term [,; refers the energy deposition rate per unit
volume due to neutrino annihilation [6l 2] [74, [75]. Next,
we compute the total annihilation luminosity, L,, for a
range of model parameters to estimate the energy output
from neutrino annihilation in GRBs event. This analysis,
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in turn, enables us to constrain key physical properties
of the central engine, namely its mass and spin, which
we discuss in detail in the next section.

B. Astrophysical implications

We apply the shock-based model formalism within the
neutrino dominated accretion flow (NDAF) framework to
estimate the spin (ay) of the central black hole. In doing
so, we compute the mean fireball output power from the
central engine (E) of the GRB [59, [60] as,

f o Lo + Bieiso)§} (17)
where E, s, is the isotropic radiative energy emitted in
the vy-ray band, F js is the isotropic kinetic energy pow-
ering the afterglow phase, 2z’ is the redshift, Tyg is the
duration of burst, and 6 is the opening angle of ejecta.
Simulation studies suggest that the quantity E repre-
sents the fraction of total neutrino annihilation luminos-
ity. Following the approach of [76], we estimate the ob-
served neutrino annihilation luminosity (LS2*) associated
with GRBs as,
E
Ly = . (18)

where 7 denotes the efficiency with which neutrino-
antineutrino annihilation energy is converted into the
fireball that powers the GRB. As the exact value of n
remains uncertain and is not well constrained, we adopt
a commonly used representative value of n = 0.1 for our
calculations [21] [60]. We compile observational data for
the selected short GRBs from the literature, namely Ty,
2, Eyisor Fxisor 05, and use equation to compute
the corresponding values of LS5, as listed in Table

In general, the central engine of GRBs is obscured by
intense emission, making it challenging to observation-
ally constrain its physical properties, namely black hole
mass (Mpn) and spin parameter (ax). As GRBs are of-
ten associated with compact object mergers, such pro-
genitor systems impose constraints on the mass of the
resulting black hole and the surrounding accretion disk
[177, [42] [45] [60]. In the case of neutron star—neutron star
(NS+NS) mergers, the mass of the remnant black hole is
expected to be less than the total binary mass, typically
< 3Mg [42, [5]. Conversely, in black hole-neutron star
(BH+NS) mergers, the mass of the central BH remains
of the order of a stellar mass scale [~ 7Mg, [I'7, [60, [79].
In both scenarios, numerical simulations suggest a typi-
cal disk mass of Mgjg ~ O(1072 — 1071 M) [4TH58, [79].
Indeed, the accretion rate onto the black hole is deter-
mined by both the disk mass and the active duration
of the central engine. Upon considering the duration of
burst (Tgg) as the duration of activity of central engine,
we estimate the mass accretion rate on to the black hole
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FIG. 2. Parameter space in the ax—Mpu plane showing the al-
lowed ranges of black hole spin (ax) and mass (Mgu) yielding
the observed LS5, Grey, red, and blue shaded regions denote
obtained results for GRB 131001A, GRB 051221A, and GRB
050724, respectively. Here, we choose Mgisk = 0.2Ms and
a = 0.01. See text for the details.

as [59],

. (1+2) (Mdisk>
ma~ — | —— . 19
Too Mg (19)

Using equations and , one can estimate the
energy deposition rate (E) and mass accretion rate ()
for a given accretion disk mass (Majsk) associated with a
specific GRB source. Adopting a representative value of
Maisk = 0.2 Mg, we compute £ and M for three SGRBs
for representation. For this analysis, the black hole mass
is varied in the range 3 < Mpu/Mg < 7, and the spin
parameter is taken within 0 < ay < 1. The viscosity pa-
rameter is kept fixed at & = 0.01 for illustrative purposes.
We systematically explore different combinations of Mgy
and ay to obtain shock-induced global accretion solutions
by suitably tuning the energy (&) and angular momen-
tum (i), and compute the resulting neutrino annihila-
tion luminosity L,; (see equation [L6]), ensuring consis-
tency with the observed values LS5 for each SGRB (see
equation. The resulting parameter space in ax — Mgy
plane is illustrated in Fig. [2| where the shaded regions en-
closed by the dotted (grey), solid (red), and dashed (blue)
curves correspond to GRB 131001A, GRB 051221A, and
GRB 050724, respectively, with the corresponding accre-
tion rates obtained from equation being m = 0.223,
0.221, and 0.084. In the figure, the shaded regions de-
lineate the combinations of ar and Mgy for which the
assumed disk mass (Mgisk) can account for the observed
luminosity of the SGRBs. Notably, for a given SGRB,
the allowed range of Mpy systematically shifts toward
higher values as the spin parameter ay increases. This
trend suggests that more massive black holes can satisfy
the energy budget of SGRBs, provided the central engine
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TABLE I. Observation details of the SGRB sources under consideration. Columns 1 — 8 denote source name, duration of burst
(Too), redshift (z'), isotropic radiative energy (F.,iso), isotropic kinetic energy (Fk,iso), opening angle (6;), observed neutrino
annihilation luminosity (L95°), and references. See text for the details.

Source Too 2 E, iso Ey iso 0; Lok References
(s) (x10%! erg) (x10°* erg) (rad) (erg s™1)
GRB 131001A 1.54 0.7170 0.370 5.41 ~ 0.05 8.06 x 107 [60]
GRB 051221A 1.40 0.5465 0.920 12.60 ~0.12 1.07 x 10°? [77]
GRB 050724 3.00 0.2570 0.100 0.27 ~ 0.35 9.50 x 10%° [78]
GRB 070714B 2.00 0.9230 1.610 2.32 ~0.05 4.72 x 10% [60]
GRB 070809 1.30 0.4730 0.056 3.91 ~ 0.05 5.62 x 10%° [60]
ossesses relatively higher spin.
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FIG. 3. Correlation between the black hole spin parameter

(ax) and the disk mass (Maisk) for different black hole masses
(Mgu). In each panel, the red and blue shaded regions rep-
resent the disk mass ranges corresponding to Msa = 3Mg
and Mpu = 7TMg), respectively. The names of the SGRBs are
indicated in each panel. See text for the details.

Given that simulation studies suggest a broad range
of possible disk masses [41H43], 45147, [49] [50], we there-
fore allow Mgk to vary freely and investigate its correla-
tion with the spin parameter ay while keeping the black
hole mass fixed. This analysis is carried out for all five
selected SGRBs such as GRB 131001A, GRB 051221A,
GRB 070714B, GRB 070809 and GRB 050724, assum-
ing two extreme central engine configurations, namely
Mpy = 3Mg for NSH+NS mergers and Mpy = 7TMg
for NS+BH mergers. For various combinations of Mgk
and ay, we tune the energy &, and angular momentum
Ain Of the accretion flow to match the observed neutrino
luminosity L22°. The allowed effective domains of the
parameter spaces in ax — Mgk plane are depicted in
Fig. with red and blue shaded regions correspond-
ing to Mpy = 3Mg and 7Mg, respectively, across panels
(a)—(e) for the SGRBs under considerations.

By analyzing the case of GRB 131001A, as shown in
Fig. Bfa), we find a clear evidence of anti-correlation
between ai and Mygix. This behavior arises because,
when the disk mass is relatively low, the correspond-
ing accretion rate decreases resulting in reduced density
and temperature of the inflowing matter. Consequently,
the accretion flow fails to attain the luminosity (L,s)
required to match the observed value (LS2%). To ex-
plain the observed luminosity under such conditions, the
black hole must possess a higher spin, enabling matter
to move deeper into the gravitational potential well and
attain the necessary temperature and density. Further-
more, for a fixed value of ay, the admissible range of
Magisk is considerably narrower for Mpy = 3 Mg than
for Mga = 7 Mg. The reduced uncertainty in disk
mass for Mgy = 3 Mg indicates that the present model
framework seems to favor scenarios of NS+NS mergers
over NS+BH merger. We next estimate the admissi-
ble range of disk mass required to power GRB 131001A
for various spin parameters in the range 0 < ax < 1.
For Mgy = 3Mg, the allowed disk mass lies within
0.007 < Myisk/Mg < 0.231, while for Mgy = TMg, it
extends to 0.013 < Myisk/Mg < 0.520. For the remain-
ing SGRBs under considerations, the ranges of Mg for
Mgn = 3Mg and 7M are listed in Table [T}

Generally, the remnant black hole formed after the
merger accretes most of the binary mass, leaving a rela-



TABLE II. Model estimates of the disk mass (Maisk) cor-
responding to the lower and upper limits of the central en-
gine mass (Mpmu) for the SGRB sources under consideration.
Columns 1 — 4 denote source name, observed neutrino anni-
hilation luminosity (L22°), mass of the black hole (Mpg) and
disk mass (Maisk). See text for the details.

Source Lobs Mgy Maisk
(erg s™") (Mg) (Mg)
GRB 131001A  8.06 x 10% 3 0.007 — 0.231
7 0.013 — 0.520
GRB 051221A  1.07 x 10°! 3 0.014 — 0.450
7 0.320 — 0.960
GRB 070714B  4.72 x 10*° 3 0.007 — 0.235
7 0.014 — 0.530
GRB 070809 5.62 x 10%° 3 0.006 — 0.207
7 0.014 — 0.470
GRB 050724 9.50 x 10%° 3 0.026 — 0.620
7 0.037 — 1.440

tively low-mass disk [50, [58]. However, for GRB 051221 A
and GRB 050724, the central black hole seems to host
a comparatively massive disk (< 1 Mg) when ax — 0
(see Fig. [3). The inferred disk masses in these cases
exceed simulation predictions [41], [42] [57] 58, and refer-
ences therein| likely because, in our model, the disk mass
is treated as a free parameter tuned to reproduce the
observed luminosity for all SGRB cases considered.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we investigate the properties of neu-
trino dominated accretion flows (NDAFSs) to constrain
the physical parameters of the central engine in five short
GRBs. To achieve this, we solve the governing equations
of NDAF focusing on the emergence of the shock phe-
nomenon while incorporating neutrino emission as the
dominant cooling process. In doing so, we adopt an ef-
fective potential that satisfactorily mimics the spacetime
geometry around the central black hole [64]. We summa-
rize the overall findings of the present work below.

e For a given set of flow parameters, namely en-
ergy (&) and angular momentum (A, ), we obtain
shock-induced global transonic accretion solutions
across a broad range of black hole mass (Mgp),
spin parameter (ay), and accretion rate (M ). Using
these shocked solutions, we compute the neutrino-
antineutrino annihilation luminosity (L,z), which
contributes to the energy powering GRBs (see Fig.

).

e We compare the model estimated L,; with the
GRB power inferred from observation, thereby vali-
dating the capability of shock-induced NDAF mod-
els to account for the observed GRB energetics.

Our analysis confirms that shock-induced accretion
solutions are effective in explaining the broad range
of GRB energies. Furthermore, by extending this
framework, we attempt to constrain the key physi-
cal parameter, namely the black hole mass (Mpp)
for varied spin parameter (ay) of the GRB central
engines (see Fig. , which otherwise remain chal-
lenging to determine directly from observations.

e By incorporating results from numerical simula-
tions of NS+NS and NS+BH mergers, which is
widely regarded as the progenitors of short GRBs,
we employ the predicted range of post-merger disk
masses (Majsi) to constrain the spin (ay) of the
central engine in GRBs. The analysis reveals that,
for both merger scenarios, the spin parameter can
be effectively bounded within the disk mass limits
inferred from simulation results (see Fig. ). This
demonstrates that the present framework not only
reproduces the observed energetics of short GRBs
but also provides a physically motivated avenue for
constraining the properties of their central engines.

Finally, we mention the limitations of this work, which
is developed under several simplifying assumptions. To
avoid the complexity of a full general relativistic treat-
ment, we adopt an effective potential to approximate the
spacetime geometry around the black hole. We consider
an equation of state that accounts for gas and radiation
pressure, while neglecting electron degeneracy and neu-
trino pressure. This simplification is reasonable because,
for the chosen accretion rates (M < Mg s™1), electrons
are not expected to become highly degenerate and neu-
trinos can escape the disk efficiently without significant
trapping [, [10, T2HI5, 7). Moreover, despite their ubiq-
uity in accretion flows, magnetic fields are neglected in
the present study. The inclusion of these effects lies be-
yond the scope of this work, however we plan to address
these issues in future studies to be reported elsewhere.
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Appendix A: Expression of coefficients in radial
derivatives of v, A and ©



The detailed expression of N, D, A\11, A12, ©11 and O, are expressed as,
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