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Abstract

The gamma-ray burst GRB 221009A, known as the “brightest of all time,” is the closest energetic burst detected so
far, with an energy of Eγ,iso∼ 1055 erg. This study aims to assess its compatibility with known GRB energy and
luminosity distributions. Our analysis indicates that the energy/luminosity function of GRBs is consistent across
various redshift intervals, and that the inclusion of GRB 221009A does not significantly impact the function at low
redshifts. Additionally, our evaluation of the best-fitting result of the entire GRB sample suggests that the expected
number of GRBs with energy greater than 1055 erg at a low redshift is 0.2, so that the emergence of GRB 221009A
is consistent with expected energy/luminosity functions within ∼2σ Poisson fluctuation error, still adhering to the
principles of small number statistics. Furthermore, we find that GRB 221009A and other energetic bursts, defined
as Eγ,iso 1054 erg, exhibit no significant differences in terms of distributions of T90, minimum timescale, Amati
relation, Eγ,iso–EX,iso relation, Lγ,iso–Γ0 relation, Eγ,iso–Γ0 relation, Lγ,iso–Ep,i–Γ0 relation, and host galaxy
properties, compared to normal long GRBs. This suggests that energetic GRBs (including GRB 221009A) and
other long GRBs likely have similar progenitor systems and undergo similar energy dissipation and radiation
processes. The generation of energetic GRBs may be due to more extreme central engine properties or, more likely,
a rarer viewing configuration of a quasi-universal structured jet.

Unified Astronomy Thesaurus concepts: Gamma-ray bursts (629)

Supporting material: machine-readable table

1. Introduction

As one of the most violent explosions in the universe,
gamma-ray bursts (GRBs) are detected in a wide redshift range
(from z= 0.0085 to z= 9.4) and a wide energy distribution
(Eγ,iso ranging from ∼1046 erg to 1054 erg; Zhang 2018, for a
review). The distribution of Eγ,iso generally follows a simple
power-law distribution with a cutoff above (1–3)× 1054 erg
(Atteia et al. 2017). The cutoff feature, which should not be due
to a selection effect because of their high brightness, may be
related to some intrinsic limit of generating apparently
energetic GRBs. In this paper, we define “energetic GRBs”
as GRBs with the isotropic-equivalent energy Eγ,iso 1054 erg.

Most recently, the “brightest-of-all-time” gamma-ray burst,
GRB 221009A, was detected by many space-borne and ground-
based telescopes in all wavelength. The burst was located at
redshift z= 0.151, and had an isotropic radiation energy of
∼1055 erg, making it the most energetic GRB among energetic
GRBs (An et al. 2023). It first triggered the Fermi/Gamma-ray

Burst Monitor (GBM) at 13:16:59 UT on 2022 October 9, with a
fluence of (2.12± 0.05)× 10−5 erg cm−2 in 10–1000 keV within
a duration of T90= 327 s (Lesage et al. 2022). Around the similar
time, it triggered Insight-HXMT (Tan et al. 2022) and had been
detected by HEBS (Liu et al. 2022). Later, it was registered by the
Swift Burst Alert Telescope (BAT) at 14:10:17 UT (Dichiara
et al. 2022). Multiple ground- and space-based follow-up
observations were performed, from radio to very-high-energy
γ-ray (Perley 2022; Kuin & Dichiara 2022; Pillera et al. 2022;
Gotz et al. 2022; de Ugarte Postigo et al. 2022; Huang et al. 2022;
Iwakiri et al. 2022; Leung et al. 2022; O’Connor et al. 2023;
Laskar et al. 2022; Tan et al. 2022). Most interestingly, the Large
High Altitude Air Shower Observatory (LHAASO) reported more
than 5000 very-high-energy photons within the first ∼2000 s after
the burst trigger with energies above 500GeV all the way to 18
TeV, making them the most energetic photons ever observed from
a GRB (Huang et al. 2022). Various physical models and
radiation mechanisms have been proposed to explain the observed
18 TeV photon (Baktash et al. 2022; Brdar & Li 2023; Carenza &
Marsh 2022; Finke & Razzaque 2023; Galanti et al. 2022;
González et al. 2023; Li & Ma 2023; Ren et al. 2023; Sahu et al.
2023; Smirnov & Trautner 2022; Troitsky 2022; Xia et al. 2022;
Zhang et al. 2023; Zhao et al. 2023; Zheng et al. 2023).
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With a geometric extrapolation of the total fluence and peak
flux distributions, Burns et al. (2023) argue that GRB 221009A
appears to be a once-in-10,000 yr event. Given that the most
prominent characteristic of GRB 221009A is its exceedingly
high total isotropic energy, our objective is to ascertain the
predictability and low probability of its occurrence through a
comprehensive examination of the energy/luminosity func-
tions of GRBs. In particular, we intend to investigate the
following questions:

1. Is there an obvious difference between the energy/
luminosity distributions of high- and low-redshift ener-
getic burst samples?

2. Due to the addition of GRB 221009A, does the energy
distribution for the low-redshift sample still follow a
cutoff power-law function?

3. Normalized to the existing sample size, what is the
expected number of GRBs with energy greater than 1055

erg at low redshifts?
4. Are GRB 221009A and other energetic GRBs system-

atically different from other GRBs in terms of statistics of
various properties, including the prompt emission, after-
glow, and host galaxy properties?

2. GRB Sample Selection

For this work, we extensively search for the sample of
GRBs with measured redshift (both spectroscopic and
photometric) peak energy Ep, as well as isotropic-equivalent
energy Eγ,iso from published papers or the Gamma-ray
Coordinates Network Circulars13 if no published paper is
available. We eventually find 355 GRBs in total registered
from 1997 February up to 2022 November, covering the
redshift range from 0.0098 (GRB 170817A) to 9.4 (GRB
090429B). For each burst in our sample, we collect their
temporal and spectral properties from previous statistical
investigations (Amati et al. 2008; Zhang et al. 2009; Qin &
Chen 2013; Li et al. 2016; Zhang et al. 2018; Zou et al. 2018;
Minaev & Pozanenko 2020; Jia et al. 2022). In Table 1, we list
their prompt emission duration T90, spectral peak energy in the
rest frame Ep,i= Ep(1+ z) and isotropic-equivalent energy Eiso.
For GRB 221009A, the value of Eiso and Ep are calculated
based on the observational data from HXMT and HEBS (An
et al. 2023), which made an unprecedentedly accurate
measurement of the prompt emission during the first∼1800 s,
including its precursor emission, main emission, flaring
emission and early afterglow. A record-breaking isotropic-
equivalent energy Eiso= (1.5± 0.2)× 1055 erg was measured
based on the HEBS unsaturated data. The peak energy
Ep= 1247.4± 91.2 keV for the time-integrated spectral of full
burst in prompt emission.

The bursts in the sample are mainly observed by the Konus-
Wind, Swift, and Fermi satellites, including 36 s GRBs and 319
lGRBs, with 12 bursts being characterized by an extended
emission (EE) component. Among the sample, 31 are energetic
GRBs14 with Eγ,iso 1054 erg. Figure 1 shows the distribution
of redshift and Eiso for our sample.

3. Energy Distribution Function

For the purpose of this work, we first divide the collected
sample into several subsamples with different redshift bins:
[0∼ 0.5], [0∼ 1], [1∼ 2], [2∼ 3], [3∼ 4], [4∼ 9.4], [0∼ 9.4].
For each subsample, we fit the distribution function of Eiso with
three models of the energy function: a simple power-law
function (PL), a broken power-law function (BPL), and a
power-law with a high-energy cutoff feature (CPL), whose
expressions are as follows:
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where A0 is a normalization factor, α and β are the power-law
indices, and Eb and Ec are the break energy and cutoff energy
for the BPL and CPL model, respectively. For different models,
the Markov Chain Monte Carlo method through the emcee
package (Foreman-Mackey et al. 2013) is employed to obtain
the best-fitting parameters and their uncertainties. All fitting
results for different subsamples are presented in Figures 2–3
and Table 2. In order to justify which model is best fitted to the
distribution of Eiso for a given subsample, we compared the
goodness of the fits by invoking the Bayesian information
criteria (BIC; Schwarz 1978). BIC is a criterion to evaluate the
best-fitted model among a finite set of models, and the model
with the lowest BIC is preferred. The definition of BIC can be
written as BIC 2lnL k ln n· ( )= - + , where k is the number of
model parameters, n is the number of data points, and L is the
maximum value of the likelihood function of the estimated
model. (1) if 0<ΔBIC< 2, the evidence against the model
with higher BIC is not worth more than a bare mention; (2) if
2<ΔBIC< 6, the evidence against the model with higher BIC
is positive; (3) if 6<ΔBIC< 10, the evidence against the
model with higher BIC is strong; (4) if 10<ΔBIC, the
evidence against the model with higher BIC is very strong.
Before discussing the fitting results, we would like to

illustrate two things in advance: first, due to the sensitivity of
the γ-ray detectors, only sources with Eiso> 1052 erg can be
detected at high redshifts (see Figure 1). To fairly compare the
fitting results, for all the samples at different redshift, we only
adopt GRBs with Eiso> 1052 erg. Second, GRBs in our
collected sample are detected by different detectors, e.g.,
Konus-Wind, Swift, Fermi, CGRO/BATSE, and HETE-2,
which may cause concern about systematic uncertainty when
we put them together to study the energy distribution. Because
of this, we perform all analyses twice, one for the total samples
and one for pure Konus-Wind samples (the majority of our
collected sample are detected by Konus-Wind). We find that
the results of the two analysis are consistent, which proves that
there is no clear systematic error caused by the difference in
detection sensitivity for different instruments.

13 https://gcn.gsfc.nasa.gov/gcn3_archive.html
14 We take GRB 130427A as an energetic GRB, although its isotropic energy
is 9.51 × 1053 erg, since it has similar characteristics to GRB 221009A in
temporal and spectral properties from the prompt emission to afterglow.
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Table 1
The Sample of Gamma-Ray Bursts

GRB z T90 Eiso Ep,i Type Detector References
(s) (1052 erg) (keV)

970228 0.695 56.0 1.65 ± 0.12 195 ± 64 L SAX (1), (2), (4)
970508 0.835 14.0 0.61 ± 0.13 145 ± 43 L SAX (1), (2), (5)
970828 0.9578 146.59 30.38 ± 3.57 586 ± 117 L GRO (1), (2), (6)
971214 3.42 6.0 22.06 ± 2.76 685 ± 133 L SAX (1), (2), (7)
980326 1.0 312.0 0.482 ± 0.09 35.5 ± 18 L SAX (2), (3)
L L L L L L L L
220117A 4.961 49.81 12.6 ± 3.1 387 ± 102 L SWI/KW (309), (310)
220521A 5.6 14.0 3.56 ± 0.26 244 ± 46 L FER (311), (312)
220527A 0.857 21.3 12.2 ± 0.65 286 ± 18 L KW (313), (314)
220627A 3.084 138.0 230.0 ± 30.0 1020 ± 225 L FER/KW (315), (316)
221009A 0.151 600.0 1500 ± 200 1436 ± 105 L FER/KW/HXMT/GECAM (317), (318), (319), (320)

Notes. Column (1): GRB name. Column (2): redshift. Column (3): value of T90. Column (4): isotropic γ-ray energy in rest-frame 1–104 keV. Column (5): peak energy
in spectral parameter. Column (6): the classification of the burst: ‘L’—regular long GRBs, ‘S+EE’—short GRBs with an extended emission, ‘S’—regular short
GRBs. Column (7): the experiment, used for the calculation of T90, Ep, and Eiso values (GRO = CGRO/BATSE, SAX = BeppoSAX, HET = HETE-2,
KW = Konus-Wind, SWI = Swift, FER = Fermi). Column (8): the reference of redshift, T90, Ep, and Eiso for our sample.
References: (1) Jia et al. (2022); (2) Li et al. (2016); (3) Minaev & Pozanenko (2020); (4) Djorgovski et al. (1999); (5) Galama et al. (1997); (6) Djorgovski et al.
(2001); (7) Kulkarni et al. (1998); (8) Tinney et al. (1998); (9) Djorgovski et al. (2003); (10) Djorgovski et al. (1998); (11) Kulkarni et al. (1999); (12) Bloom et al.
(2003); (13) Vreeswijk et al. (2001); (14) Le Floc’h et al. (2002); (15) Castro-Tirado et al. (2001); (16) Vreeswijk et al. (1999); (17) Andersen et al. (2000); (18) Piro
et al. (2002); (19) Jensen et al. (2001); (20) Price et al. (2002a); (21) Castro et al. (2003); (22)Mirabal et al. (2002); (23) Price et al. (2002b); (24) Greiner et al. (2003);
(25) Holland et al. (2002); (26) Hjorth et al. (2003a); (27) Berger et al. (2007a); (28) Masetti et al. (2003); (29) Barth et al. (2003); (30) Jakobsson et al. (2005); (31)
Soderberg et al. (2004); (32) Møller et al. (2002); (33) Vreeswijk et al. (2003); (34) Klose et al. (2004); (35) Vreeswijk et al. (2004); (36) Maiorano et al. (2006); (37)
Hjorth et al. (2003b); (38) Jakobsson et al. (2004); (39) Rau et al. (2005); (40) Prochaska et al. (2004); (41) Stratta et al. (2007); (42) Wiersema et al. (2008); (43)
Soderberg et al. (2006a); (44) Berger et al. (2005a); (45) Pellizza et al. (2006); (46) Berger & Mulchaey (2005); (47) Watson et al. (2006); (48) Krühler et al. (2015);
(49) Berger et al. (2006); (50) Prochaska et al. (2005); (51) Berger & Becker (2005); (52) Fox et al. (2005); (53) Berger et al. (2005b); (54) Qin & Chen (2013); (55)
Gladders et al. (2006); (56) Jakobsson et al. (2006a); (57) Prochaska et al. (2007); (58) Kawai et al. (2006); (59) Fynbo et al. (2009); (60) Jakobsson et al. (2016b);
(61) Volnova et al. (2014); (62) Quimby et al. (2005); (63) Soderberg et al. (2006b); (64) de Ugarte Postigo et al. (2006); (65) Mirabal et al. (2006); (66) Chary et al.
(2007); (67) Vreeswijk et al. (2007); (68) Bloom et al. (2006); (69) Price (2006); (70) Cenko et al. (2006a); (71) Berger & Gladders (2006); (72) Ferrero et al. (2009);
(73) Fox et al. (2008); (74) Gal-Yam et al. (2006); (75) Berger (2009); (76) Rol et al. (2006); (77) Ruiz-Velasco et al. (2007); (78) Berger (2007); (79) Osip et al.
(2006); (80) Perley et al. (2008b); (81) Berger (2006a); (82) Cenko et al. (2006b); (83) Perley et al. (2009b); (84) Berger (2006b); (85) Cenko et al. (2008); (86)
Jakobsson et al. (2007); (87) Cucchiara et al. (2007); (88) Perley et al. (2008a); (89) Perley et al. (2008c); (90) Cenko et al. (2007); (91) Berger et al. (2007b); (92)
Leibler & Berger (2010); (93) Rowlinson et al. (2010); (94) Greiner et al. (2009);(95) Berger et al. (2008b); (96) Zou et al. (2018); (97) Berger et al. (2008a); (98)
D’Elia et al. (2008); (99) Berger & Rauch (2008); (100) Kuin et al. (2009); (101) Cucchiara et al. (2008); (102) de Ugarte Postigo et al. (2009c); (103) Cenko et al.
(2011c); (104) Chornock et al. (2009a); (105) Tanvir et al. (2009); (106) Chornock et al. (2009b); (107) Rau et al. (2009); (108) de Ugarte Postigo et al. (2009b); (109)
Cenko et al. (2009); (110); Perley et al. 2013; (111) Wiersema et al. (2009); (112) de Ugarte Postigo et al. (2009a); (113) Cucchiara et al. (2009c); (114) Rau et al.
(2010); (115) Cucchiara et al. (2009b); (116) Xu et al. (2009); (117) Cucchiara et al. (2009a); (118) Chornock et al. (2009c); (119) Chornock & Berger (2009); (120)
Perley et al. (2009a); (121) Fong et al. (2011); (122) Perley et al. (2012); (123) Cucchiara & Fox (2010a); (124) Cucchiara & Fox (2010b); (125) Fong et al. (2013);
(126) Flores et al. (2010); (127) Tanvir et al. (2010b); (128) Tanvir et al. (2010a); (129) Chornock & Berger (2011a); (130) Chornock & Berger (2011b); (131) Sparre
et al. (2011); (132) Levan et al. (2014); (133) Cenko et al. (2011a); (134) Milne & Cenko (2011); (135) Cenko et al. (2011b); (136) Ruffini et al. (2011); (137) de
Ugarte Postigo et al. (2011a); (138) de Ugarte Postigo et al. (2011b); (139) Piranomonte et al. (2011); (140) Tanvir et al. (2011); (141) Wiersema et al. (2011); (142)
Selsing et al. (2018); (143) Tello et al. (2012); (144) Tanvir et al. (2012b); (145) Xu et al. (2012); (146) Greiner et al. (2012); (147) Cucchiara et al. (2012); (148)
Tanvir & Ball (2012); (149) Berger et al. (2013); (150) Thoene et al. (2012); (151) Hartoog et al. (2012); (152) Knust et al. (2012); (153) Tanvir et al. (2012a); (154)
Cucchiara & Fumagalli (2013); (155) Tanvir et al. (2013a); (156) de Ugarte Postigo et al. (2013a); (157) Tanvir et al. (2013b); (158) Schmidl et al. (2013); (159)
Sanchez-Ramirez et al. (2013); (160) Cucchiara et al. (2013); (161) Chornock et al. (2013); (162) Smette et al. (2013);(163) Tanvir et al. (2013c); (164) Kelly et al.
(2013); (165) Cucchiara & Perley (2013); (166) de Ugarte Postigo et al. (2013c); (167) Zhang et al. (2018); (168) Rau et al. (2013); (169) Xu et al. (2013); (170) de
Ugarte Postigo et al. (2013b); (171) Hartoog et al. (2013); (172) Malesani et al. (2014b); (173) Cenko et al. (2015); (174) Jeong et al. (2014); (175) Tanvir et al.
(2014a); (176) Tanvir et al. (2014b); (177) Malesani et al. (2014a); (178) de Ugarte Postigo et al. (2014b); (179) Chornock et al. (2014b); (180) Chornock et al.
(2014c); (181) Cano et al. (2015); (182) Kasliwal et al. (2014); (183) Hartoog et al. (2014); (184) Bhalerao et al. (2014); (185) D’Avanzo et al. (2014); (186) Castro-
Tirado et al. (2014a); (187) de Ugarte Postigo et al. (2014a); (188) Gorosabel et al. (2014a); (189) Cucchiara et al. (2014); (190) Castro-Tirado et al. (2014b); (191) de
Ugarte Postigo et al. (2014d); (192) Xu et al. (2014a); (193) Xu et al. (2014b); (194) Chornock et al. (2014a); (195) de Ugarte Postigo et al. (2014c); (196) Perley et al.
(2014);(197) Gorosabel et al. (2014b); (198) Levan et al. (2015); (199) Chornock & Fong (2015); (200) Kruehler et al. (2015); (201) de Ugarte Postigo et al. (2015c);
(202) de Ugarte Postigo et al. (2015b); (203) Perley & Cenko (2015); (204) Pugliese et al. (2015); (205) de Ugarte Postigo & Tomasella (2015); (206) Malesani et al.
(2015); (207) Castro-Tirado et al. (2015); (208) de Ugarte Postigo et al. (2015e); (209) Tanvir et al. (2015b); (210) de Ugarte Postigo et al. (2015a); (211) D’Elia et al.
(2015); (212) de Ugarte Postigo et al. (2015d); (213) Perley et al. (2015); (214) Tanvir et al. (2015a); (215) Bolmer et al. (2015); (216) de Ugarte Postigo et al.
(2016a); (217) Xu et al. (2016a); (218) Selsing et al. (2016b); (219) Tanvir et al. (2016c); (220) Malesani et al. (2016b); (221) O’Connor et al. (2021); (222) Xu et al.
(2016c); (223) Castro-Tirado et al. (2016); (224) Xu et al. (2016b); (225) Levan et al. (2016); (226) Selsing et al. (2016a); (227) de Ugarte Postigo et al. (2016b); (228)
Tanvir et al. (2016a); (229)Malesani et al. (2016a); (230) Cano et al. (2016); (231) Tanvir et al. (2016b); (232) Xu et al. (2017); (233) de Ugarte Postigo et al. (2017b);
(234) Kruehler et al. (2017); (235) Izzo et al. (2017a); (236) Izzo et al. (2017b); (237) de Ugarte Postigo et al. (2017c); (238) de Ugarte Postigo et al. (2017e); (239) de
Ugarte Postigo et al. (2017d); (240) de Ugarte Postigo et al. (2017f); (241) Izzo et al. (2017c); (242) de Ugarte Postigo et al. (2017a); (243) Tanvir et al. (2018); (244)
Heintz et al. (2018); (245) Izzo et al. (2018a); (246) Izzo et al. (2018b); (247) Vreeswijk et al. (2018); (248) Rossi et al. (2018); (249) D’Avanzo et al. (2018); (250)
Fynbo et al. (2018); (251) Perley et al. (2018); (252) Izzo et al. (2018c); (253) Schady et al. (2019); (254) Castro-Tirado et al. (2019); (255) Gupta et al. (2022); (256)
Poolakkil et al. (2019); (257) Rossi et al. (2019); (258) Chand et al. (2020); (259) Valeev et al. (2019); (260) Bissaldi et al. (2019); (261) Malesani et al. (2019); (262)
Ukwatta & Swift-BAT Team (2020); (263) Vielfaure & Stargate Collaboration (2020); (264) Fong et al. (2021); (265) Pookalil et al. (2020); (266) Yao et al. (2021);
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We first focus on the low-redshift subsample with
0< z< 0.5. We find that when GRB 221009A is not
introduced, the best-fitting model of the energy function in
this redshift interval is PL, although the other two models are
not significantly excluded from the BIC analysis results (see
Figure 2). The BIC difference between PL and CPL is less than
3, and the BIC difference between PL and BPL is larger than 2
but smaller than 6. With the addition of GRB 221009A
(currently the highest energy source in this redshift bin), the
best-fit model of the energy function is still PL. Again, the BIC
difference between PL and CPL is only around 3, and the BIC
difference between PL and BPL is larger than 2 but smaller
than 6.

In order to exclude the influence of the sample size, we also
analyzed the subsample with 0< z< 1. In this case, we find
that when GRB 221009A is not introduced, the best-fitting
model of energy distribution is CPL. The BIC difference
between PL and CPL is around 3, and the BIC difference
between PL and BPL is around 2. With the addition of GRB
221009A, the best-fit model of the energy function is also CPL.
The BIC difference between CPL and PL is less than 2, and the
BIC difference between PL and BPL is only around 2.
In general, the energy distribution of low-redshift GRBs

does not show an obvious cutoff at the high-energy end, which
may be due to the small sample size, especially the small
number of high-energy sources. With the expansion of the

(267) Bissaldi et al. (2020); (268) de Ugarte Postigo et al. (2021a); (269) Lesage et al. (2020a); (270) Oates et al. (2020); (271) Ror et al. (2023); (272) de Ugarte
Postigo et al. (2020a); (273) Malacaria et al. (2020); (274) Kann et al. (2020); (275) Lesage et al. (2020b); (276) Vielfaure et al. (2020a); (277) Svinkin et al. (2020);
(278) Xu et al. (2020); (279) Vielfaure et al. (2020b); (280) Yuan et al. (2022); (281) de Ugarte Postigo et al. (2020b); (282) Ho et al. (2022); (283) Xu et al. (2021b);
(284) Frederiks et al. (2021b); (285) de Ugarte Postigo et al. (2021b); (286) Markwardt et al. (2021); (287) de Ugarte Postigo et al. (2021d); (288) Veres et al. (2021);
(289) Zhu et al. (2021b); (290) de Ugarte Postigo et al. (2021c); (291) Oganesyan et al. (2021); (292) de Ugarte Postigo et al. (2021e); (293) Frederiks et al. (2021c);
(294) Xu et al. (2021a); (295) Wood & Fermi GBM Team (2021); (296) Thoene et al. (2021); (297) Lesage & Meegan (2021);(298) Kann et al. (2021); (299)
Frederiks et al. (2021d); (300) Zhu et al. (2021a); (301) Frederiks et al. (2021a); (302) Tanvir et al. (2021); (303) Lü et al. (2022); (304) Zhu et al. (2022); (305)
Tsvetkova et al. (2022); (306) Fynbo et al. (2022a); (307) Veres et al. (2022); (308) Castro-Tirado et al. (2022); (309) Frederiks et al. (2022c); (310) Palmerio et al.
(2022); (311) Poolakkil et al. (2022); (312) Fynbo et al. (2022b); (313) Lysenko et al. (2022); (314) Xu et al. (2022); (315) Frederiks et al. (2022b); (316) Izzo et al.
(2022); (317) Lesage et al. (2022); (318) Frederiks et al. (2022a); (319) de Ugarte Postigo et al. (2022); (320) An et al. (2023); (321) Cucchiara et al. (2011).

(This table is available in its entirety in machine-readable form.)

Figure 1. The isotropic gamma-ray energy Eγ,iso for our collected GRBs as a function of the redshift z. The blue circles, orange circles, blue stars, red stars, and green
circles represent the sGRBs, lGRBs, GRB 130427A, GRB 221009A, and other energetic GRBs, respectively. The red horizontal dotted line represent Eγ,

iso = 1054 erg. The histograms on top and right represent the Eγ,iso and z distribution for all GRBs, and the blue and red vertical lines represent GRB 130427A and
GRB 221009A location, respectively.

4

The Astrophysical Journal Letters, 949:L4 (22pp), 2023 May 20 Lan et al.



Figure 2. Cumulative distribution of GRB isotropic energy for total samples (left panels) and pure Konus-Wind samples (right panels) in the low-redshift bins. The
blue circles show the observed distribution, and the red solid lines, red dashed lines, and blue solid lines represent the best-fitting CPL model, BPL model, and PL
model, respectively.
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Figure 3. Similar to Figure 2, but for high-redshift bins.
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sample, from 0< z< 0.5 to 0< z< 1, the CPL model does
change from inferior to slightly better than the PL model. The
addition of GRB 201009A has no significant influence on the
above conclusions.

For comparison, we have made similar analyses on other
subsamples with high redshift. We find that for subsamples
with sufficient sample size (e.g., 1< z< 2 and 2< z< 3), the
best-fitting model of the energy function is the CPL model,
although the BIC difference between the BPL model and the
CPL model is larger than 2 but smaller than 6. In these cases,
the PL model is significantly excluded (the BIC difference
between the PL model and the CPL model is much more than
10). For subsamples with higher redshift, the sample size
decreases again, and the goodness of fit of the three models for
energy distribution becomes indistinguishable again. For the

subsample with 3< z< 4, the best-fitting model is the CPL,
but the BIC difference between PL/BPL and CPL is smaller
than 6. For the subsample with z> 4, the best-fitting model is
PL, but the BIC difference between CPL/BPL and PL is also
smaller than 6.
In Figures 4–5, we plot the best-fit parameter contours for

CPL and BPL models at different redshift for total samples and
pure Konus-Wind samples. We find that the best-fitting
parameters for different redshift samples are in good agreement
with each other, supporting the hypothesis that the energy
function of GRBs does not evolve with redshift. Under such a
hypothesis, we compare the distribution of Eiso for the total
sample (0< z< 9.4) with PL/BPL/CPL models. We find that
the best-fitting model for the total sample is the CPL model,
with 0.18 0.04

0.03a = -
+ and E 1.41c,54 0.26

0.30= -
+ . The results are

Figure 4. The likelihood distribution of α and Ec in the CPL model, from the total samples (left panel) and pure Konus-Wind samples (right panel) in different
redshift bins.

Table 2
The Best-fitting Results of Energy Function for Pure Konus-Wind and Total Sample GRBs in Different Redshift Bins

Redshift Interval PL BPL CPL

Konus-Wind GRBs α α β Eb (10
54 erg) α Ec (10

54 erg)

[0.0 ∼ 0.5] 0.38 0.07
0.08

-
+ 0.36 0.07

0.08
-
+ 1.06 0.72

1.21
-
+ 2.70 1.58

1.55
-
+ 0.31 0.10

0.10
-
+ 5.83 3.15

2.87
-
+

[0.0 ∼ 1.0] 0.53 0.04
0.05

-
+ 0.41 0.15

0.09
-
+ 0.94 0.24

0.32
-
+ 0.38 0.27

0.90
-
+ 0.42 0.08

0.06
-
+ 2.77 1.51

1.98
-
+

[1.0 ∼ 2.0] 0.39 0.03
0.03

-
+ 0.22 0.07

0.05
-
+ 1.22 0.37

0.60
-
+ 0.49 0.26

0.27
-
+ 0.17 0.06

0.06
-
+ 1.26 0.34

0.52
-
+

[2.0 ∼ 3.0] 0.44 0.03
0.03

-
+ 0.17 0.07

0.06
-
+ 1.50 0.41

0.66
-
+ 0.45 0.19

0.25
-
+ 0.09 0.07

0.06
-
+ 0.87 0.23

0.27
-
+

[3.0 ∼ 4.0] 0.32 0.05
0.05

-
+ 0.13 0.11

0.09
-
+ 1.08 0.40

0.56
-
+ 0.50 0.25

0.31
-
+ 0.11 0.10

0.09
-
+ 1.77 0.74

1.12
-
+

[4.0 ∼ 9.4] 0.23 0.06
0.07

-
+ 0.17 0.09

0.09
-
+ 0.62 0.33

0.59
-
+ 0.60 0.35

0.29
-
+ 0.13 0.09

0.08
-
+ 3.47 1.59

1.65
-
+

[0.0 ∼ 9.4] 0.52 0.01
0.02

-
+ 0.22 0.05

0.04
-
+ 1.23 0.19

0.24
-
+ 0.45 0.18

0.23
-
+ 0.18 0.04

0.03
-
+ 1.41 0.26

0.30
-
+

Total sample GRBs

[0.0 ∼ 0.5] 0.40 0.07
0.08

-
+ 0.38 0.06

0.05
-
+ 0.86 0.58

0.72
-
+ 2.89 1.32

1.37
-
+ 0.33 0.09

0.08
-
+ 5.62 3.16

2.96
-
+

[0.0 ∼ 1.0] 0.54 0.03
0.04

-
+ 0.49 0.05

0.05
-
+ 0.95 0.27

0.32
-
+ 0.97 0.48

0.64
-
+ 0.44 0.05

0.05
-
+ 3.19 1.38

1.22
-
+

[1.0 ∼ 2.0] 0.47 0.02
0.02

-
+ 0.30 0.06

0.04
-
+ 1.21 0.32

0.53
-
+ 0.43 0.22

0.22
-
+ 0.26 0.05

0.05
-
+ 1.24 0.34

0.48
-
+

[2.0 ∼ 3.0] 0.52 0.03
0.03

-
+ 0.25 0.05

0.05
-
+ 1.74 0.43

0.63
-
+ 0.45 0.15

0.16
-
+ 0.16 0.06

0.06
-
+ 0.73 0.17

0.22
-
+

[3.0 ∼ 4.0] 0.45 0.04
0.04

-
+ 0.27 0.09

0.08
-
+ 1.14 0.33

0.51
-
+ 0.36 0.17

0.29
-
+ 0.25 0.09

0.07
-
+ 1.40 0.56

0.80
-
+

[4.0 ∼ 9.4] 0.39 0.04
0.05

-
+ 0.30 0.11

0.07
-
+ 0.81 0.27

0.50
-
+ 0.46 0.33

0.37
-
+ 0.31 0.07

0.06
-
+ 3.38 1.68

2.23
-
+

[0.0 ∼ 9.4] 0.57 0.01
0.01

-
+ 0.29 0.04

0.03
-
+ 1.19 0.14

0.15
-
+ 0.37 0.13

0.10
-
+ 0.27 0.03

0.03
-
+ 1.28 0.24

0.29
-
+
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consistent with the previous results from Atteia et al. (2017). In
this case, the PL model is significantly excluded, since the BIC
difference between the PL model and the CPL model is larger
than 100. However, it is worth to noting that the BIC difference
between BPL and CPL is smaller than 3, indicating that there is
no clear evidence to distinguish between these two models.

With our collected sample, we also studied the luminosity
function of GRBs.15 In Figure 6, we plot the best-fitting results
of the luminosity function for PL, BPL, and CPL models in
different redshift bins. Similar to the results of the energy
function, the luminosity distribution of low-redshift GRBs
(z< 1) does not show a clear cutoff feature, which may be also
due to the small sample size, especially the small number of
high-luminosity sources. For samples with sufficient size
(subsamples with z> 1 and the total sample), the luminosity
function also follows the CPL or BPL model. Again, the

addition of GRB 201009A has no significant influence on the
above conclusions. All best-fitting parameters are collected in
Table 3. Our results are generally consistent with previous
studies. For instance, our best-fitting results of the BPL model
to the entire sample are 0.26 , 0.750.07

0.05
0.08
0.11a b= =-

+
-
+ and

L 0.01b,54 0.01
0.01= -

+ . our low-luminosity power-law index and the
break luminosity is well consistent with Wanderman & Piran
(2010) ( L0.2 , 0.03b0.1

0.2
,54 0.02

0.02a = =-
+

-
+ ) and Sun et al. (2015)

(α= 0.3, Lb,54= 0.01), while our high-luminosity power-law
index is smaller than Wanderman & Piran (2010) ( 1.4 0.6

0.3b = -
+ )

and Sun et al. (2015) (β= 1.3), which may be because we
invoke more energetic GRBs in our sample.
Overall, based on the results of different subsamples, it is

more likely that the energy/luminosity function of GRBs
always follows the CPL or BPL model, namely, there is always
a cutoff or break at the high-energy end. This conclusion is
consistent with results from previous studies both on
luminosity function (Liang et al. 2007; Virgili et al. 2009;
Wanderman & Piran 2010; Sun et al. 2015) and energy
function (Atteia et al. 2017; Lan et al. 2022).
The weak advantage of PL model performance in low- and

high-redshift samples is likely due to the limited sample size.

Figure 5. The likehood distribution of α, β and Eb in the BPL model, from the total samples (left panel) and pure Konus-Wind samples (right panel) in different
redshift bins.

Table 3
The Best-fitting Results of Luminosity Function for Total Sample GRBs in Different Redshift Bins

Redshift interval PL BPL CPL

α α β Lb (10
54erg s−1) α Lc (10

54erg s−1)

[0.0 ∼ 0.5] 0.52 0.09
0.10

-
+ 0.51 0.09

0.08
-
+ 0.93 0.72

0.70
-
+ 0.10 0.06

0.07
-
+ 0.47 0.09

0.07
-
+ 0.45 0.28

0.35
-
+

[0.0 ∼ 1.0] 0.60 0.05
0.05

-
+ 0.59 0.05

0.05
-
+ 1.11 0.61

0.59
-
+ 0.12 0.05

0.05
-
+ 0.56 0.06

0.06
-
+ 0.48 0.28

0.34
-
+

[1.0 ∼ 2.0] 0.48 0.03
0.03

-
+ 0.40 0.11

0.07
-
+ 0.89 0.22

0.57
-
+ 0.03 0.02

0.07
-
+ 0.39 0.06

0.06
-
+ 0.21 0.09

0.29
-
+

[2.0 ∼ 3.0] 0.45 0.03
0.03

-
+ 0.25 0.07

0.06
-
+ 1.21 0.31

0.40
-
+ 0.03 0.01

0.01
-
+ 0.19 0.07

0.07
-
+ 0.08 0.02

0.03
-
+

[3.0 ∼ 4.0] 0.48 0.04
0.05

-
+ 0.31 0.10

0.08
-
+ 1.36 0.41

0.42
-
+ 0.04 0.02

0.03
-
+ 0.23 0.10

0.09
-
+ 0.09 0.03

0.05
-
+

[4.0 ∼ 9.4] 0.34 0.04
0.05

-
+ 0.22 0.09

0.08
-
+ 1.03 0.39

0.55
-
+ 0.04 0.02

0.03
-
+ 0.16 0.08

0.07
-
+ 0.12 0.04

0.05
-
+

[0.0 ∼ 9.4] 0.46 0.02
0.02

-
+ 0.26 0.07

0.05
-
+ 0.75 0.08

0.11
-
+ 0.01 0.01

0.01
-
+ 0.30 0.03

0.03
-
+ 0.11 0.02

0.03
-
+

15 To construct the luminosity function, we use the average luminosity
(Eiso/T90) instead of peak luminosity. It is found that the results from two
approaches have good agreement for the low-luminosity power-law index and
the break luminosity, but a discrepancy for the high-luminosity power-law
index (Wanderman & Piran 2010). Therefore, the utilization of the average
luminosity will not significantly impact our discussion here.
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Figure 6. Cumulative distribution of GRB isotropic luminosity for total samples in the different redshift bins. The blue circles show the observed distribution, and the
red solid lines, red dashed lines, and blue solid lines represent the best-fitting CPL model, BPL model, and PL model, respectively.
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There is no clear evidence that more energetic GRBs are easily
generated at low redshift. To further prove this, we normalize
the best-fitting CPL function of the total sample to compare
with the distribution of Eiso at 0< z< 0.5 (see Figure 1 and 7).
If the best-fitting result of the total sample can represent the
intrinsic distribution of the GRB energy function, we find that
the occurrence of GRB 221009A is consistent with the
expectation within 1.84σ Poisson fluctuation error.

4. Statistic Investigation

With our collected sample, it is of great interest to investigate
whether GRB 221009A and other energetic GRBs are system-
atically different from other GRBs in terms of statistics of
various properties. Here we focus on the following aspects: T90
distribution, minimum variability timescale distribution, Amati
relation, spectral-lag distribution, X-ray and optical afterglow
properties, the relation between the Eγ,iso and EX,iso, initial
Lorentz factor distribution, and host galaxy properties.

4.1. T90 Distribution

Phenomenologically, GRBs fall into two classes: the long-
duration, soft-spectrum class (duration <2 s; lGRBs) and the
short-duration, hard-spectrum class (duration >2 s; sGRBs),
based on the bimodal distribution of GRBs in the duration-
hardness diagram (Kouveliotou et al. 1993). In Figure 8, we
show the GRBs in our sample in the duration T90 versus
intrinsic peak energy Ep,i diagram. We find that all the
energetic GRBs fall into the distribution of lGRBs, and the
distributions in T90 and Ep,i are not significantly different with
respect to the other lGRBs in our sample. Among the energetic
bursts, GRB 221009A is distributed at the relatively large side
of T90 and the center of Ep,i.

4.2. Minimum Variability Timescale Distribution

The minimum timescale ( tminD ) on which a GRB exhibits
significant flux variations is believed to provide an upper limit
as to the size of the radiation zone, the lower limit of the
Lorentz factor and potentially shedding light on the nature of
emission mechanism (Schmidt 1978). For typical lGRBs and
sGRBs, the average minimum timescales in the rest frame (i.e.,

tminD /(1+z)) are 45 and 10 ms, respectively (Golkhou et al.
2015). In order to calculate the minimum timescale for the

energetic GRB sample, we employ the Bayesian blocks
algorithm and define the 1/2 shortest significant structures of
blocks as the duration of minimum time interval (Vianello
et al. 2018; Xiao et al. 2022c). The median minimum timescale
of the energetic GRB sample is about 2.32 s at 10–1000 keV,
which is well consistent with typical lGRBs. The minimum
timescale upper limit of GRB 221009A16 is 0.4 s at
10–1000 keV, which is no significant difference compared to
typical lGRBs and other energetic GRBs. We also adopt the
continuous wavelet transform method (Vianello et al. 2018)
and the results are consistent. The result is shown in Figure 9.

4.3. Amati Relation

Some empirical correlations among GRB observational
parameters have been discovered in the literature. The most
famous one is the Amati relations (Amati et al. 2002), which is
a correlation between the GRB isotropic energy Eγ,iso and the
rest-frame peak energy Ep,i= (1+ z)Ep. Amati et al. (2002)
discovered that higher-energy lGRBs have a harder spectrum
than that of lower-energy lGRBs, and the sGRBs also follow
the same trend between Ep,i and Eγ,iso but form distinct tracks
(Zhang et al. 2009). Here we plot the Amati diagram for both
the lGRB and sGRB populations (see Figure 10) with our
collected sample. We find that most-energetic GRBs are well
located in the same trend as normal lGRBs, although their Eγ,iso

are higher than those of most observed lGRBs. GRB 221009A
slightly deviates from the Amati relation toward higher
isotropic energy (see An et al. 2023 for more details).

4.4. Spectral-lag Distribution

The redshift distribution of energetic GRBs in our sample
ranges from 0.151 to 6.318. For each GRB, the fixed rest-frame
energy bands are selected to be 100–150 keV and
200–250 keV, corresponding to the observed energy of
[200–250]/(1+z) keV and [100–150]/(1+z) keV, which is
the same as in Ukwatta et al. (2012). The purpose of the above
selection of energy bands is to make full use of the data and
ensure sufficient energy difference between these two bands.

Figure 7. Comparison between the normalized best-fitting CPL model of the total-redshift bin (0 < z < 9.4) and the best-fitting CPL model of the low-redshift bin
(0 < z < 0.5) for total samples (left panel) and pure Konus-Wind samples (right panel). The blue dashed lines and red solid lines represent the best-fitting CPL model
for total-redshift bin and low-redshift bin.

16 GBM detectors have reached saturation for the extremely bright GRB
221009A in main emission phase, and we can only get the upper limit of the
minimum variability timescale in main emission.
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Based on the high-time-resolution initial light curves of
Swift/BAT or Fermi/GBM, we utilize the Li-CCF method (see
Li et al. 2004 and Xiao et al. 2021, 2022a, 2022b for details) to
calculate the spectral lags for energetic GRBs in our sample,
which is defined as

k t
M
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1
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υm(Δt) are the background-subtracted series of xm(Δt) and
ym(Δt). By rebinning the initial series, we obtain the light
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where bxm and bym
are the estimated background counts of light

curves xm(Δt) and ym(Δt), respectively. We can obtain a value
kmax of k that maximizes MCCF(k kmax= , Δt); then the
relative time lag between two light curves ym(i;Δt) and
xm(i;Δt) on Δt is

t k t. 6max( ) ( )t dD =

We implement a Monte Carlo simulation of the observed light
curves based on Poisson probability distribution to obtain the
uncertainty of spectral lag.
It has long been found that there is an anticorrelation

between spectral lag and peak luminosity exists for lGRBs
(Norris et al. 2000; Hakkila et al. 2008) namely short-lag and
variable bursts having greater luminosities than long-lag and
smooth bursts (Norris 2002; Hakkila et al. 2007; Ukwatta et al.
2012; Shao et al. 2017). Here we found that the energetic
sources systematically deviate from this relationship, and their
average spectral lag is smaller than that of normal lGRBs (see
Figure 11). We adopt two unsaturated emission episodes
(T0+ 180 s ∼T0+ 210 s, T0+ 280 s∼ T0+ 350 s) in the main
burst to calculate the spectral lag for GRB 221009A. We find
that the spectral lags of the two unsaturated emission episodes
in 200–250 keV compared to that in 100–150 keV at rest frame
are 292± 15 and 276± 36 ms, respectively. In order to

Figure 8. lGRB/sGRB classification diagram in the T90 − Ep domain. The blue circles, orange circles, blue star, red star, and green circles represent the sGRBs,
lGRBs, GRB 130427A, GRB 221009A, and other energetic GRBs, respectively. The red vertical dotted line represent T90 = 2 s. The histograms of top and right
represent the T90 and Ep distribution for all GRBs, and the blue and red vertical lines represent GRB 130427A and GRB 221009A location, respectively.
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Figure 9. The diagram in the T t90 min- D domain. The samples of sGRBs (blue circles) and lGRBs (orange circles) are from Golkhou et al. (2015). The red arrow and
green circles represent GRB 221009A and other energetic GRBs, respectively. The red vertical dotted line represent T90 = 2 s.

Figure 10. Ep,i and Eγ,iso correlation diagram with known redshift data (Zhang et al. 2009; Qin & Chen 2013; Zou et al. 2018; Minaev & Pozanenko 2020; Jia
et al. 2022). The orange and blue solid lines represent the best-fit correlations for lGRBs and sGRBs, respectively. The blue circles, orange circles, blue star, red star,
and green circles represent the sGRBs, lGRBs, GRB 130427A, GRB 221009A, and other energetic lGRBs, respectively.
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estimate the peak luminosity of these two unsaturated emission
episodes, a time-resolved spectral fitting was performed by a
Band spectrum, and the peak energy flux of these two episodes
are (4.31± 0.03)× 10−5 erg cm−2 s−1 and (1.32± 0.01)×
10−4 erg cm−2 s−1 in the 10 keV–1000 keV energy range,
respectively. As shown in Figure 11, the two unsaturated main
emission episodes of GRB 221009A are located in the long-
burst region for the anticorrelation between spectral lag and
peak luminosity.

4.5. X-Ray and Optical Afterglow Properties

In order to compare whether GRB 221009A and other
energetic GRBs are systematically different from other GRBs
in X-ray and optical afterglow, here, we collected the X-ray and
optical afterglow for GRB 221009A and other energetic GRBs.
The XRT light curve is obtained by using the public data from
the Swift archive.17 For each energetic GRB, we derived the
X-ray luminosity, which is calculated by L k D F4 LX

2
Xp= ,

where FX is observed X-ray flux, DL is the GRB luminosity
distance, and the k-correction factor corrects the XRT-band
(0.3–10 keV) flux to a wide band in the burst rest frame
(0.1–1000 keV in this analysis), i.e.,

k
EN E dE

EN E dE
. 7z

z

0.1 1
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( )

( )
( )

ò

ò
= +

+

Here N(E) is the observed time-dependent X-ray photon
spectrum, which could be best fitted by a power-law model
(spectral parameters could be obtained from the Swift archive).
To calculate DL(z), the concordance cosmology parameters
H0= 67.4 km s−1 Mpc −1, ΩM= 0.315, and ΩΛ= 0.685 have
been adopted according to the Planck results (Planck
Collaboration et al. 2020). In the left panel of Figure 12, we
plot the X-ray luminosity curves for GRB 221009A and other
energetic GRBs. We find that most energetic GRBs show
simple power-law decay characteristics in the late phase with
decay slopes systemically steeper compared to the so-called
“normal decay slope” (with a typical slope approximately
−1.2; Zhang et al. 2006). The distribution of decay slope is
shown in the right panel of Figure 12, where the decay slope of
GRB 221009A is located at the center.
For optical afterglow, we extensively search for the optical

data from published papers or from the Gamma-ray Coordi-
nates Network (GCN) Circulars if no published paper is
available. We found 358 GRBs in total with optical observa-
tions being reported from 1997 February to 2020 December,
including 308 GRBs having well-sampled optical light curves,
which contain at least three data points, excluding upper limits.
In Figure 13, we show the optical light curves (in absolute
magnitude) for energetic GRBs and other GRBs. We find that
the optical afterglow is systematically brighter than other
GRBs. Because of this, the optical afterglow observation of
energetic GRBs generally starts earlier. Many of these bursts
have been detected the reverse shock radiation and/or the onset
bump of the forward shock radiation (unfortunately, the optical

Figure 11. The correlation between spectral lag and peak luminosity in the rest frame. The GRB sample is collected from the previous statistical investigations (Li
et al. 2004; Gehrels et al. 2006; Ukwatta et al. 2012; Goldstein et al. 2017; Xiao et al. 2022a; Lü et al. 2022). The GRB 221009A for spectral lag of the two unsaturated
main emission episodes (T0 + 180 s ∼T0 + 210 s, T0 + 280 s ∼T0 + 350 s) and other energetic GRBs are highlighted by red star, blue star, and green circles,
respectively. The blue shaded region represents the common intrinsic spectral lags (3σ) calculated from 46 sGRBs with redshift measurements (Xiao et al. 2022a).

17 https://www.swift.ac.uk/xrt_curves/
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observation of GRB 221009A stars relatively late, because
Swift/BAT triggered is ∼0.88 hr later than Fermi/GBM).
Considering that the host galaxy properties of energetic GRBs
have no obvious distinctiveness (see Section 4.8 for details),
the brighter optical afterglow should not be attributed to the
impact of the circumburst environment but should be due to
higher kinetic energy. This infers that the radiation efficiency of
these energetic GRBs should not be special compared with
other normal long bursts.

4.6. Energy Relation between the Eγ,iso and EX,iso

It has been proposed that the energy partition between the
prompt emission and afterglow may be quasi-universal, i.e., a
GRB with more energetic prompt emission can power a more

energetic afterglow emission (Zou et al. 2019). Here it is of
interest to investigate the relation between the energies released
in the γ-ray band (Eγ,iso) and in the X-ray band (EX,iso). EX,iso

can be calculated by E k D S z4 1LX,iso
2

X ( )p= + , where SX is
observed X-ray fluence and k is the correction factor that
corrects the XRT-band (0.3–10 keV) flux to a wide band in the
burst rest frame (0.1–1000 keV). As shown in Figure 14, there
is indeed a strong correlation between Eγ,iso and EX,iso.
Pearsons correlation coefficient is r= 0.92 and chance
probability p< 10−4. Our linear fit with the least square
regression algorithm gives

E

E

log erg 8.25 1.12 0.86 0.02

log erg. 8
,iso

X,iso

( ) ( )
( )

=  + 
´

g

Figure 12. Left panel: the X-ray luminosity light curves of energetic GRBs in our sample. The blue circles and red circles represent the GRB 130427A and GRB
221009A, respectively. The gray background circles show that other energetic GRBs. Right panel: the distribution of decay slope in X-ray late phase for energetic
GRBs in our sample, and the red vertical line represent GRB 221009A location.

Figure 13. Galactic extinction corrected R band afterglow light curves. The gray background lines show that we collected optical data, and the green lines show the
optical afterglow of energetic GRBs in our sample. The blue star line and red star line represent the GRB 130427A and GRB 221009A, respectively.
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Our result strengthens that the energy partition between the
prompt emission and afterglow is quasi-universal. We find that
all energetic GRBs, including GRB 221009A, also satisfy this
correlation very well.

4.7. Initial Lorentz Factor Distribution

It is well known that GRBs are powered by relativistic
outflows. The initial Lorentz factor Γ0 during the GRB prompt
emission phase is very important to understand the physics of
GRBs. Here, the collected optical afterglow data allows us to
estimate the Γ0 for our sample. Using the peak time tpeak of the
onset of early afterglow as the deceleration time of the external
forward shock, one can constrain the Γ0 (Sari & Piran 1999). If
the peak time is not detected due to without timely observations
or pollution of other emission components (e.g., reverse shock
emission), one can take the first optical observation time of the
normal decay phase as the upper limit of the peak time and thus
derive the lower limit of Γ0. In the so-called “thin” shell case,
the deceleration timescale t R c2dec dec dec

2( )~ G corresponds to
the quantity tpeak/(1+ z), where Rdec is the deceleration radius,
c is the speed of light, and Γdec is the fireball Lorentz factor at
tdec. We apply the standard afterglow model with a constant-
density medium (i.e., the interstellar medium) to derive the
initial Lorentz factor, which is twice that of the Lorentz factor
at the deceleration timescale (Sari & Piran 1999)
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Here we take n= 1 cm−3 and η= 0.2.
Using the method above, we can constrain Γ0 for the

energetic GRBs with enough observational data. For GRB
221009A, the onset timescale is earlier than the very first
optical detection at ∼3000 s. One can take the first optical
observation time of the normal decay phase as the upper limit
of the peak time and thus derive the lower limit Γ0> 72 for
GRB 221009A.
Liang et al. (2010) proposed a correlation between the

isotropic energy of prompt emission Eγ,iso and the initial
Lorentz factor Γ0. Later, Lü et al. (2012) proposed a correlation
between the average isotropic luminosity of prompt emission
Lγ,iso and the initial Lorentz factor Γ0. Here we plot the
Lγ,iso− Γ0 and Eγ,iso− Γ0 diagram in Figure 15. We find that
energetic GRBs with onset features well satisfy the correlation,
and some energetic GRBs without onset features systematically
deviate from this relationship (including GRB 221009A),
which is mainly due to the lack of peak time observation.
Liang et al. (2015) found another tight Lγ,iso−

Ep,i− Γ0 correlation, i.e., L 10 erg siso,
r 45.62 0.35 1=g

 -

E keVp i,
1.34 0.14

0
1.32 0.19( ) G  . This relation combines the GRB

jet luminosity, the initial Lorentz factor, and the prompt
emission spectrum. It significantly reduces the intrinsic scatters
of the Lγ,iso− Ep,i (Liang et al. 2004; Amati 2006) and
Lγ,iso− Γ0 (Liang et al. 2010; Lü et al. 2012) relations. Here we
also plot the Lγ,iso− Ep,i− Γ0 diagram in Figure 16. We find
that the GRB 221009A and other energetic GRBs follow well
this relation and tend to locate at the high-luminosity end.

Figure 14. The correlation between EX,iso and Eγ,iso. The red solid line and dashed lines are the best fit and the 95% confidence level of the fits, respectively. The blue
circles, orange circles, blue star, red star, and green circles represent the sGRBs, lGRBs, GRB 130427A, GRB 221009A, and other energetic lGRBs, respectively.
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4.8. Host Galaxy Properties

The properties of the host galaxy can provide important
information for the study of the properties of the progenitors of
GRBs. For instance, the association of some lGRBs with type
Ic supernovae (SNe) verifies that lGRBs likely originate from
the collapse of massive stars. Therefore, the host galaxies of
lGRBs are generally dwarf galaxies with actively star-forming
rates, and lGRBs generally occur in regions with a high star
formation rate (SFR) in galaxies (Savaglio et al. 2009). In order

to keep enough mass and angular momentum when a massive
star collapses, the metallicity should not be too large (Li et al.
2016). On the other hand, sGRBs are believed to be formed
from compact star mergers and have been confirmed by
GW170817/GRB 170817A (Abbott et al. 2017, 2017). There-
fore, sGRBs’ host galaxies have more widely distributed
parameters (Li et al. 2016, and reference therein): sGRBs were
detected in both early- and late-type galaxies; no metallicity
limitation is required for sGRBs; some sGRBs are expected to

Figure 15. The Lγ,iso, Eγ,iso, and Γ0 relation reported by Lü et al. (2012) and Liang et al. (2010). The orange circles data from Lü et al. (2012; top panel) and Liang
et al. (2015; bottom panel), and the GRB 130427A, GRB 221009A, and other energetic GRBs are marked with different colors and shapes in the plot. The orange
solid line marks the relation.
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be associated with the old stellar populations and no recent star
formation is required; some sGRBs are expected to have a large
offset from the original birth location in the host galaxy, since
the explosion of SNe that formed the compact binary systems
would have given the system two kicks.

Here we compare the energetic GRBs with other GRBs in
terms of four important host galaxy properties, including the
stellar mass, the SFR, the metallicity, and the offset. The data
are mainly taken from Li et al. (2016). Although there are few
samples with good host galaxy measurements, it can be clearly
seen from Figure 17 that there is no systematic difference
between the energetic GRBs and other normal lGRBs,
indicating that the energetic GRBs are likely not from special
progenitor systems.

5. Conclusion and Discussion

GRB 221009A is the closest and most-energetic GRB (with
Eγ,iso∼ 1055 erg) detected so far. Its emergence further
strengthens our interest in the study of energetic GRBs. In
this work, we extensively collect a good sample of GRBs with
well-measured redshifts and spectral parameters. The sample
covers the redshift range from 0.0098 to 8.23, and the isotropic
γ-ray energy range from 4.7× 1046 to ∼1055 erg.

With the collected sample, we have studied the GRB energy
functions and luminosity functions at different redshifts in
detail. We find that for the low-redshift subsample with
0< z< 0.5, even though the best-fitting model of the energy
function is a PL (regardless of whether GRB 221009A is
introduced or not), the results of the BIC analysis do not
support that PL model is clearly better than CPL and BPL

models. If we extend the redshift range from z< 0.5 to z< 1,
the best-fitting model of the energy function becomes a CPL
(regardless of whether GRB 221009A is introduced or not),
and again the results of the BIC analysis do not support that the
CPL model is clearly better than the other two models. For the
high-redshift samples, we find that both the CPL and BPL
models could well fit the observational data, but the PL model
could be excluded with high significance as long as the sample
size is large enough. Nevertheless, we find that the best-fitting
parameters for different redshift samples are in good agreement
with each other. Based on our finding, we suggest that the
energy function of GRBs does not evolve with redshift, and
always follows the CPL or BPL model, namely, there is always
a cutoff or break in the high-energy end. Assuming that the
best-fitting result of the total sample can represent the intrinsic
distribution of the GRB energy function, we find that the
occurrence of GRB 221009A is consistent with the expectation
within 1.84σ Poisson fluctuation error.
On the other hand, with the collected sample, we have

investigated whether GRB 221009A and other energetic GRBs
are systematically different from other normal GRBs in terms
of various statistical properties, including the prompt emission,
afterglow, and host galaxy properties. We find that the
energetic GRBs, including GRB 221009A, do not show
significant peculiarity compared with other normal lGRBs in
the following aspects: T90 distribution, minimum timescale
distribution, Amati relation, Eγ,iso–EX,iso relation, Lγ,iso–Γ0

relation, Eγ,iso–Γ0 relation, Lγ,iso–Ep,i–Γ0 relation, and the
distributions of host galaxy properties, including stellar mass,
SFR, metallicity and offset.

Figure 16. Luminosity calculated with the Lγ,iso–Ep,z–Γ0 relation reported by Liang et al. (2015) as a function of the observed luminosity for GRB 130427A, GRB
221009A, and other energetic GRBs as marked in the plot. The orange circles data from Liang et al. (2015), and the black solid and dashed lines mark the relation and
its 3σ dispersion.
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There are some characteristics of energetic GRBs that differ
somewhat from normal GRBs. However, they are all under-
standable. For example, the average spectral lag of energetic
GRBs is smaller than that of normal lGRBs, but this is
consistent with the luminosity–spectral lag correlation (Norris
et al. 2000; Gehrels et al. 2006). Their optical afterglows are
systematically brighter than other GRBs, but this is expected if
the GRB efficiency does not significantly depend on energy
(Lloyd-Ronning & Zhang 2004; Wang et al. 2015)). Finally,
most-energetic GRBs show a simple power-law decay light
curve with decay slopes systemically steeper compared to the
so-called “normal decay slope” (with a typical slope approxi-
mately −1.2; Zhang et al. 2006). This may be related to a
structured jet viewed at the central core, which can explain their
high isotropic energy (Mészáros et al. 1998; Dai & Gou 2001).

The facts that GRB 221009A and other energetic GRBs
follow the same energy function and luminosity function as
normal lGRBs and that their statistical properties are consistent
with normal lGRBs suggest that there is nothing special for
these bursts except their apparent brightness (Eγ,iso). This
suggests that they likely share the similar progenitor systems
and experience similar energy dissipation processes and
radiation mechanisms as normal lGRBs.

The large apparent energies may be related to the properties
of the central engine, such as the black hole mass and spin, or

the accretion process of the central engine. However, a more
natural understanding would be that they are related to a special
viewing angle of a quasi-universal structured jet, as has been
proposed to account for the luminosity function of the entire
lGRB population (Rossi et al. 2002; Zhang & Mészáros 2002).
Within this picture, the structured jet has a nearly uniform
narrow core surrounded by a wing with a decreasing energy per
unit solid angle with increasing viewing angle. Depending on
the shape of the structured jet in the wing (e.g., power law or
Gaussian; Zhang & Mészáros 2002), the slope of the energy
function/luminosity function could be different. When the line
of sight enters the core, the luminosity would show a cutoff.
The narrowness of the core ensures the rareness of energetic
GRBs. GRB 221009A, with the record-breaking Eγ,iso∼ 1055

erg, suggests that central core can be very narrow. This is
consistent with the LHAASO results (Cao et al. 2023). The
structured jet wing can also help to interpret the relatively steep
afterglow decay index in the X-ray band; see also Sato et al.
(2023).

This work is supported by the National Natural Science
Foundation of China (Projects:12021003, U2038107,
U1931203), and the National SKA Program of China (grant
No. 2022SKA0130101).

Figure 17. Distribution of host galaxy properties of GRBs. The blue and orange circles represent sGRBs and lGRBs respectively. The green circles are energetic
GRBs. The red stars mark GRB 221009A and the data are from Levan et al. (2023). The red dashed lines mark the position of 1054 erg.

18

The Astrophysical Journal Letters, 949:L4 (22pp), 2023 May 20 Lan et al.



ORCID iDs

He Gao https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3100-6558
Shuo Xiao https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2957-2806
Shunke Ai https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9165-8312
Shijie Lin https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1859-2780
Wei-Hua Lei https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3440-1526
Bing Zhang https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9725-2524
Shao-Lin Xiong https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4771-7653

References

Abbott, B. P., Abbott, R., Abbott, T. D., et al. 2017, ApJL, 848, L12
Abbott, B. P., Abbott, R., Abbott, T. D., et al. 2017, ApJL, 848, L13
Amati, L. 2006, MNRAS, 372, 233
Amati, L., Frontera, F., Tavani, M., et al. 2002, A&A, 390, 81
Amati, L., Guidorzi, C., Frontera, F., et al. 2008, MNRAS, 391, 577
An, Z.-H., Antier, S., Bi, X.-Z., et al. 2023, arXiv:2303.01203
Andersen, M. I., Hjorth, J., Pedersen, H., et al. 2000, A&A, 364, L54
Atteia, J. L., Heussaff, V., Dezalay, J. P., et al. 2017, ApJ, 837, 119
Baktash, A., Horns, D., & Meyer, M. 2022, arXiv:2210.07172
Barth, A. J., Sari, R., Cohen, M. H., et al. 2003, ApJL, 584, L47
Berger, E. 2006a, GCN, 5952, 1
Berger, E. 2006b, GCN, 5962, 1
Berger, E. 2007, ApJ, 670, 1254
Berger, E. 2009, ApJ, 690, 231
Berger, E., & Becker, G. 2005, GCN, 3520, 1
Berger, E., Cenko, S. B., & Kulkarni, S. R. 2005a, GCN, 3088, 1
Berger, E., Foley, R., Simcoe, R., & Irwin, J. 2008a, GCN, 8434, 1
Berger, E., Fox, D. B., Cucchiara, A., & Cenko, S. B. 2008b, GCN, 8335, 1
Berger, E., Fox, D. B., Kulkarni, S. R., Frail, D. A., & Djorgovski, S. G. 2007a,

ApJ, 660, 504
Berger, E., & Gladders, M. 2006, GCN, 5170, 1
Berger, E., Morrell, N., & Roth, M. 2007b, GCN, 7154, 1
Berger, E., & Mulchaey, J. 2005, GCN, 3122, 1
Berger, E., Penprase, B. E., Cenko, S. B., et al. 2006, ApJ, 642, 979
Berger, E., Price, P. A., Cenko, S. B., et al. 2005b, Natur, 438, 988
Berger, E., & Rauch, M. 2008, GCN, 8542, 1
Berger, E., Zauderer, B. A., Levan, A., et al. 2013, ApJ, 765, 121
Bhalerao, V. B., Singer, L. P., Kasliwal, M. M., et al. 2014, GCN, 16442, 1
Bissaldi, E., Lesage, S. & Fermi GBM Team 2020, GCN, 27930, 1
Bissaldi, E., Veres, P. & Fermi GBM Team 2019, GCN, 26000, 1
Bloom, J. S., Berger, E., Kulkarni, S. R., Djorgovski, S. G., & Frail, D. A.

2003, AJ, 125, 999
Bloom, J. S., Perley, D., Kocevski, D., et al. 2006, GCN, 5238, 1
Bolmer, J., Graham, J., Knust, F., & Greiner, J. 2015, GCN, 18598, 1
Brdar, V., & Li, Y.-Y. 2023, PhLB, 839, 137763
Burns, E., Svinkin, D., Fenimore, E., et al. 2023, ApJL, 946, L31
Cano, Z., de Ugarte Postigo, A., Perley, D., et al. 2015, MNRAS, 452, 1535
Cano, Z., Malesani, D., de Ugarte Postigo, A., et al. 2016, GCN, 20245, 1
Cao, Z., Aharonian, F., An, Q., et al. 2023, submitted
Carenza, P., & Marsh, M. C. D. 2022, arXiv:2211.02010
Castro, S., Galama, T. J., Harrison, F. A., et al. 2003, ApJ, 586, 128
Castro-Tirado, A. J., Cunniffe, R., Sanchez-Ramirez, R., et al. 2014a, GCN,

16505, 1
Castro-Tirado, A. J., Fatkhullin, T. A., Moskvitin, A. S., et al. 2016, GCN,

19632, 1
Castro-Tirado, A. J., Gorosabel, J., & Garcia-Rodriguez, A. 2014b, GCN,

16797, 1
Castro-Tirado, A. J., Hu, Y., Fernandez-Garcia, E., et al. 2019, GCN, 23708, 1
Castro-Tirado, A. J., Sanchez-Ramirez, R., Lombardi, G., & Rivero, M. A.

2015, GCN, 17758, 1
Castro-Tirado, A. J., Sokolov, V. V., Gorosabel, J., et al. 2001, A&A, 370, 398
Castro-Tirado, A. J., Valeev, A. F., Vinokurov, A., et al. 2022, GCN, 31423, 1
Cenko, S. B., Berger, E., Djorgovski, S. G., Mahabal, A. A., & Fox, D. B.

2006a, GCN, 5155, 1
Cenko, S. B., Berger, E., Nakar, E., et al. 2008, arXiv:0802.0874
Cenko, S. B., Cucchiara, A., Fox, D. B., Berger, E., & Price, P. A. 2007, GCN,

6888, 1
Cenko, S. B., Frail, D. A., Harrison, F. A., et al. 2011c, ApJ, 732, 29
Cenko, S. B., Hora, J. L., & Bloom, J. S. 2011a, GCN, 11638, 1
Cenko, S. B., Kasliwal, M., Cameron, P. B., Kulkarni, S. R., & Fox, D. B.

2006b, GCN, 5946, 1
Cenko, S. B., Perley, D. A., Junkkarinen, V., et al. 2009, GCN, 9518, 1

Cenko, S. B., Prochaska, J. X., Cucchiara, A., Perley, D. A., & Bloom, J. S.
2011b, GCN, 11736, 1

Cenko, S. B., Urban, A. L., Perley, D. A., et al. 2015, ApJL, 803, L24
Chand, V., Banerjee, A., Gupta, R., et al. 2020, ApJ, 898, 42
Chary, R., Berger, E., & Cowie, L. 2007, ApJ, 671, 272
Chornock, R., & Berger, E. 2009, GCN, 10176, 1
Chornock, R., & Berger, E. 2011a, GCN, 11544, 1
Chornock, R., & Berger, E. 2011b, GCN, 11518, 1
Chornock, R., Berger, E., Fox, D. B., et al. 2013, ApJ, 774, 26
Chornock, R., Cenko, S. B., Griffith, C. V., et al. 2009a, GCN, 9151, 1
Chornock, R., & Fong, W. 2015, GCN, 17358, 1
Chornock, R., Fong, W., & Fox, D. B. 2014a, GCN, 17177, 1
Chornock, R., Fox, D. B., & Berger, E. 2014b, GCN, 16269, 1
Chornock, R., Fox, D. B., Cucchiara, A., Perley, D. A., & Levan, A. 2014c,

GCN, 16301, 1
Chornock, R., Perley, D. A., Cenko, S. B., & Bloom, J. S. 2009b, GCN,

9243, 1
Chornock, R., Perley, D. A., & Cobb, B. E. 2009c, GCN, 10100, 1
Cucchiara, A., Cenko, S. B., Perley, D. A., Capone, J., & Toy, V. 2014, GCN,

16774, 1
Cucchiara, A., Fox, D., & Tanvir, N. 2009a, GCN, 1065, 1
Cucchiara, A., & Fox, D. B. 2010a, GCN, 10606, 1
Cucchiara, A., & Fox, D. B. 2010b, GCN, 10624, 1
Cucchiara, A., Fox, D. B., Cenko, S. B., et al. 2007, GCN, 6665, 1
Cucchiara, A., Fox, D. B., Cenko, S. B., & Berger, E. 2008, GCN, 8713, 1
Cucchiara, A., Fox, D. B., Cenko, S. B., Tanvir, N., & Berger, E. 2009b, GCN,

1031, 1
Cucchiara, A., Fox, D. B., Tanvir, N., & Berger, E. 2009c, GCN, 9873, 1
Cucchiara, A., & Fumagalli, M. 2013, GCN, 14207, 1
Cucchiara, A., Levan, A. J., Fox, D. B., et al. 2011, ApJ, 736, 7
Cucchiara, A., & Perley, D. 2013, GCN, 15144, 1
Cucchiara, A., Prochaska, J. X., Perley, D., et al. 2013, ApJ, 777, 94
Cucchiara, A., Tanvir, N. R., Perley, D., & Levan, A. J. 2012, GCN, 13512, 1
Dai, Z. G., & Gou, L. J. 2001, ApJ, 552, 72
D’Avanzo, P., Heintz, K. E., de Ugarte Postigo, A., et al. 2018, GCN, 23246, 1
D’Avanzo, P., Malesani, D., D’Elia, V., et al. 2014, GCN, 16493, 1
de Ugarte Postigo, A., Bremer, M., Thoene, C. C., et al. 2022, GCN,

32676, 1
de Ugarte Postigo, A., Cano, Z., Perley, D. A., et al. 2015a, GCN, 18213, 1
de Ugarte Postigo, A., Castro-Tirado, A. J., & Gorosabel, J. 2011a, GCN,

11978, 1
de Ugarte Postigo, A., Castro-Tirado, A. J., Guziy, S., et al. 2006, ApJL,

648, L83
de Ugarte Postigo, A., Castro-Tirado, A. J., Tello, J. C., Cabrera Lavers, A., &

Reverte, D. 2011b, GCN, 11993, 1
de Ugarte Postigo, A., Fynbo, J. P. U., Thoene, C., et al. 2015b, GCN, 17583, 1
de Ugarte Postigo, A., Gorosabel, J., Fynbo, J. P. U., Wiersema, K., &

Tanvir, N. 2009a, GCN, 9771, 1
de Ugarte Postigo, A., Gorosabel, J., Malesani, D., Fynbo, J. P. U., &

Levan, A. J. 2009b, GCN, 9381, 1
de Ugarte Postigo, A., Gorosabel, J., Thoene, C. C., et al. 2014a, GCN,

16657, 1
de Ugarte Postigo, A., Gorosabel, J., Xu, D., et al. 2014b, GCN, 16310, 1
de Ugarte Postigo, A., Izzo, L., Kann, D. A., et al. 2017a, GCN, 22272, 1
de Ugarte Postigo, A., Izzo, L., Pugliese, G., et al. 2022, GCN, 32648, 1
de Ugarte Postigo, A., Izzo, L., Thoene, C., et al. 2017b, GCN, 20584, 1
de Ugarte Postigo, A., Izzo, L., Thoene, C. C., et al. 2017c, GCN, 21240, 1
de Ugarte Postigo, A., Izzo, L., Thoene, C. C., et al. 2017d, GCN, 21799, 1
de Ugarte Postigo, A., Jakobsson, P., Malesani, D., et al. 2009c, GCN, 8766, 1
de Ugarte Postigo, A., Kann, D. A., Blazek, M., et al. 2020a, GCN, 28649, 1
de Ugarte Postigo, A., Kann, D. A., Izzo, L., et al. 2020b, GCN, 29132, 1
de Ugarte Postigo, A., Kann, D. A., Izzo, L., & Thoene, C. C. 2017e, GCN,

21298, 1
de Ugarte Postigo, A., Kann, D. A., Thoene, C., et al. 2016b, GCN, 20069, 1
de Ugarte Postigo, A., Kann, D. A., Thoene, C., et al. 2021e, GCN, 30272, 1
de Ugarte Postigo, A., Kann, D. A., Thoene, C. C., et al. 2021b, GCN,

29450, 1
de Ugarte Postigo, A., Kann, D. A., Thoene, C. C., Blazek, M., &

Agui Fernandez, J. F. 2021a, GCN, 29320, 1
de Ugarte Postigo, A., Kruehler, T., Flores, H., & Fynbo, J. P. U. 2015c, GCN,

17523, 1
de Ugarte Postigo, A., Malesani, D., & Xu, D. 2015d, GCN, 18426, 1
de Ugarte Postigo, A., Sbarufatti, B., Xu, D., et al. 2021d, GCN, 29806, 1
de Ugarte Postigo, A., Selsing, J., Malesani, D., et al. 2017f, GCN, 22096, 1
de Ugarte Postigo, A., Tanvir, N., Sanchez-Ramirez, R., et al. 2013a, GCN,

14437, 1

19

The Astrophysical Journal Letters, 949:L4 (22pp), 2023 May 20 Lan et al.

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3100-6558
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3100-6558
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3100-6558
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3100-6558
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3100-6558
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3100-6558
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3100-6558
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3100-6558
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2957-2806
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2957-2806
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2957-2806
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2957-2806
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2957-2806
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2957-2806
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2957-2806
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2957-2806
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9165-8312
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9165-8312
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9165-8312
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9165-8312
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9165-8312
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9165-8312
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9165-8312
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9165-8312
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1859-2780
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1859-2780
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1859-2780
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1859-2780
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1859-2780
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1859-2780
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1859-2780
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1859-2780
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3440-1526
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3440-1526
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3440-1526
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3440-1526
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3440-1526
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3440-1526
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3440-1526
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3440-1526
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9725-2524
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9725-2524
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9725-2524
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9725-2524
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9725-2524
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9725-2524
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9725-2524
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9725-2524
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4771-7653
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4771-7653
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4771-7653
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4771-7653
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4771-7653
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4771-7653
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4771-7653
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4771-7653
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/aa91c9
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017ApJ...848L..12A/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/aa920c
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017ApJ...848L..13A/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2006.10840.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006MNRAS.372..233A/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20020722
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2002A&A...390...81A/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2008.13943.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2008MNRAS.391..577A/abstract
http://arxiv.org/abs/2303.01203
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2000A&A...364L..54A/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aa5ffa
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017ApJ...837..119A/abstract
http://arxiv.org/abs/2210.07172
https://doi.org/10.1086/373889
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2003ApJ...584L..47B/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006GCN..5952....1B/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006GCN..5962....1B/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/522195
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2007ApJ...670.1254B/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/690/1/231
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009ApJ...690..231B/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2005GCN..3520....1B/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2005GCN..3088....1B/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2008GCN..8434....1B/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2008GCN..8335....1B/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/513007
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2007ApJ...660..504B/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006GCN..5170....1B/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2007GCN..7154....1B/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2005GCN..3122....1B/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/501162
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006ApJ...642..979B/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature04238
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2005Natur.438..988B/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2008GCN..8542....1B/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/765/2/121
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013ApJ...765..121B/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014GCN.16442....1B/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020GCN.27930....1B/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019GCN.26000....1B/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/367805
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2003AJ....125..999B/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006GCN..5238....1B/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015GCN.18598....1B/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2023.137763
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023PhLB..83937763B/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/acc39c
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023ApJ...946L..31B/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stv1327
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015MNRAS.452.1535C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016GCN.20245....1C/abstract
http://arxiv.org/abs/2211.02010
https://doi.org/10.1086/367603
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2003ApJ...586..128C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014GCN.16505....1C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014GCN.16505....1C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016GCN.19632....1C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016GCN.19632....1C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014GCN.16797....1C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014GCN.16797....1C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019GCN.23708....1C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015GCN.17758....1C/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20010247
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2001A&A...370..398C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022GCN.31423....1C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006GCN..5155....1C/abstract
http://arxiv.org/abs/0802.0874
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2007GCN..6888....1C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2007GCN..6888....1C/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/732/1/29
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2011ApJ...732...29C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2011GCN.11638....1C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006GCN..5946....1C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009GCN..9518....1C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2011GCN.11736....1C/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/2041-8205/803/2/L24
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015ApJ...803L..24C/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab9606
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020ApJ...898...42C/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/522692
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2007ApJ...671..272C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009GCN..8979....1C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2011GCN.11544....1C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2011GCN.11518....1C/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/774/1/26
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013ApJ...774...26C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009GCN..9151....1C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015GCN.17358....1C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014GCN.17177....1C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014GCN.16269....1C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014GCN.16301....1C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009GCN..9243....1C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009GCN..9243....1C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009GCN..8933....1C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014GCN.16774....1C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014GCN.16774....1C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009GCN.10065....1C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2010GCN.10606....1C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2010GCN.10624....1C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2007GCN..6665....1C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2008GCN..8713....1C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009GCN..9209....1C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009GCN..9209....1C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009GCN..9873....1C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013GCN.14207....1C/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/736/1/7
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2011ApJ...736....7C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013GCN.15144....1C/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/777/2/94
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013ApJ...777...94C/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012GCN.13512....1C/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/320463
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2001ApJ...552...72D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018GCN.23246....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014GCN.16493....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014GCN.16493....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014GCN.16493....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015GCN.18213....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2011GCN.11978....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2011GCN.11978....1D/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/507868
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006ApJ...648L..83D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006ApJ...648L..83D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2011GCN.11993....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015GCN.17583....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009GCN..9771....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009GCN..9381....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014GCN.16657....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014GCN.16657....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014GCN.16310....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017GCN.22272....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022GCN.32648....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017GCN.20584....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017GCN.21240....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017GCN.21799....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009GCN..8766....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020GCN.28649....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020GCN.29132....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017GCN.21298....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017GCN.21298....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016GCN.20069....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021GCN.30272....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021GCN.29450....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021GCN.29450....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021GCN.29320....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015GCN.17523....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015GCN.17523....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015GCN.18426....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021GCN.29806....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017GCN.22096....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013GCN.14437....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013GCN.14437....1D/abstract


de Ugarte Postigo, A., Thoene, C., Agui Fernandez, J. F., et al. 2021c, GCN,
30194, 1

de Ugarte Postigo, A., Thoene, C. C., Gorosabel, J., et al. 2013b, GCN,
15470, 1

de Ugarte Postigo, A., Thoene, C. C., Gorosabel, J., et al. 2014c, GCN,
17198, 1

de Ugarte Postigo, A., Thoene, C. C., Malesani, D., et al. 2014d, GCN,
16902, 1

de Ugarte Postigo, A., Thoene, C. C., & Sanchez-Ramirez, R. 2016a, GCN,
18966, 1

de Ugarte Postigo, A., & Tomasella, L. 2015, GCN, 17710, 1
de Ugarte Postigo, A., Xu, D., Malesani, D., et al. 2013c, GCN, 15187, 1
de Ugarte Postigo, A., Xu, D., Malesani, D., & Tanvir, N. R. 2015e, GCN,

17822, 1
D’Elia, V., Kruehler, T., Wiersema, K., et al. 2015, GCN, 18187, 1
D’Elia, V., Thoene, C. C., de Ugarte Postigo, A., et al. 2008, GCN, 8531, 1
Dichiara, S., Gropp, J. D., Kennea, J. A., et al. 2022, ATel, 15650, 1
Djorgovski, S. G., Bloom, J. S., & Kulkarni, S. R. 2003, ApJL, 591, L13
Djorgovski, S. G., Frail, D. A., Kulkarni, S. R., et al. 2001, ApJ, 562, 654
Djorgovski, S. G., Kulkarni, S. R., Bloom, J. S., et al. 1998, ApJL, 508, L17
Djorgovski, S. G., Kulkarni, S. R., Bloom, J. S., & Frail, D. A. 1999, GCN,

289, 1
Ferrero, P., Klose, S., Kann, D. A., et al. 2009, A&A, 497, 729
Finke, J. D., & Razzaque, S. 2023, ApJL, 942, L21
Flores, H., Fynbo, J. P. U., de Ugarte Postigo, A., et al. 2010, GCN, 11317, 1
Fong, W., Berger, E., Chornock, R., et al. 2011, ApJ, 730, 26
Fong, W., Berger, E., Chornock, R., et al. 2013, ApJ, 769, 56
Fong, W., Laskar, T., Rastinejad, J., et al. 2021, ApJ, 906, 127
Foreman-Mackey, D., Hogg, D. W., Lang, D., & Goodman, J. 2013, PASP,

125, 306
Fox, A. J., Ledoux, C., Vreeswijk, P. M., Smette, A., & Jaunsen, A. O. 2008,

A&A, 491, 189
Fox, D. B., Frail, D. A., Price, P. A., et al. 2005, Natur, 437, 845
Frederiks, D., Golenetskii, S., Lysenko, A., et al. 2021a, GCN, 30780, 1
Frederiks, D., Golenetskii, S., Lysenko, A., et al. 2021b, GCN, 29517, 1
Frederiks, D., Golenetskii, S., Lysenko, A., et al. 2021c, GCN, 30366, 1
Frederiks, D., Golenetskii, S., Lysenko, A., et al. 2021d, GCN, 30694, 1
Frederiks, D., Lysenko, A., Ridnaia, A., et al. 2022a, GCN, 32668, 1
Frederiks, D., Lysenko, A., Ridnaya, A., et al. 2022b, GCN, 32295, 1
Frederiks, D., Lysenko, A., Ridnaya, A., et al. 2022c, GCN, 31511, 1
Fynbo, J. P. U., de Ugarte Postigo, A., D’Elia, V., et al. 2018, GCN, 23356, 1
Fynbo, J. P. U., de Ugarte Postigo, A., Xu, D., et al. 2022a, GCN, 31359, 1
Fynbo, J. P. U., Jakobsson, P., Prochaska, J. X., et al. 2009, ApJS, 185, 526
Fynbo, J. P. U., Zhu, Z., Xu, D., et al. 2022b, GCN, 32079, 1
Galama, T. J., Groot, P. J., van Paradijs, J., et al. 1997, IAUC, 6655, 1
Galanti, G., Roncadelli, M., & Tavecchio, F. 2022, arXiv:2210.05659
Gal-Yam, A., Fox, D. B., Price, P. A., et al. 2006, Natur, 444, 1053
Gehrels, N., Norris, J. P., Barthelmy, S. D., et al. 2006, Natur, 444, 1044
Gladders, M., Berger, E., & Labbe, I. 2006, Spitzer Observations of a GRB-

Selected Galaxy Cluster at z = 1.8, Spitzer Proposal ID 30718
Goldstein, A., Veres, P., Burns, E., et al. 2017, ApJL, 848, L14
Golkhou, V. Z., Butler, N. R., & Littlejohns, O. M. 2015, ApJ, 811, 93
González, M. M., Avila Rojas, D., Pratts, A., et al. 2023, ApJ, 944, 178
Gorosabel, J., de Ugarte Postigo, A., Thoene, C., Perley, D., &

Garcia Rodriguez, A. 2014a, GCN, 16671, 1
Gorosabel, J., de Ugarte Postigo, A., Thoene, C. C., et al. 2014b, GCN,

17234, 1
Gotz, D., Mereghetti, S., Savchenko, V., et al. 2022, GCN, 32660, 1
Greiner, J., Clemens, C., Krühler, T., et al. 2009, A&A, 498, 89
Greiner, J., Klose, S., Salvato, M., et al. 2003, ApJ, 599, 1223
Greiner, J., Rau, A., Schady, P., Saviane, I., & Cenko, B. 2012, GCN, 13493, 1
Gupta, R., Gupta, S., Chattopadhyay, T., et al. 2022, MNRAS, 511, 1694
Hakkila, J., Giblin, T. W., Norris, J. P., Fragile, P. C., & Bonnell, J. T. 2008,

ApJL, 677, L81
Hakkila, J., Giblin, T. W., Young, K. C., et al. 2007, ApJS, 169, 62
Hartoog, O. E., Malesani, D., Sanchez-Ramirez, R., et al. 2014, GCN, 16437, 1
Hartoog, O. E., Malesani, D., Wiersema, K., et al. 2012, GCN, 13730, 1
Hartoog, O. E., Xu, D., Malesani, D., et al. 2013, GCN, 15494, 1
Heintz, K. E., Fynbo, J. P. U., & Malesani, D. 2018, GCN, 22535, 1
Hjorth, J., Møller, P., Gorosabel, J., et al. 2003a, ApJ, 597, 699
Hjorth, J., Sollerman, J., Møller, P., et al. 2003b, Natur, 423, 847
Ho, A. Y. Q., Perley, D. A., Yao, Y., et al. 2022, ApJ, 938, 85
Holland, S. T., Soszyński, I., Gladders, M. D., et al. 2002, AJ, 124, 639
Huang, Y., Hu, S., Chen, S., et al. 2022, GCN, 32677, 1
Iwakiri, W., Jaisawal, G. K., Younes, G., et al. 2022, GCN, 32694, 1
Izzo, L., Arabsalmani, M., Malesani, D. B., et al. 2018b, GCN, 22823, 1

Izzo, L., Cano, Z., de Ugarte Postigo, A., et al. 2017a, GCN, 21059, 1
Izzo, L., Cano, Z., de Ugarte Postigo, A., et al. 2017b, GCN, 21197, 1
Izzo, L., de Ugarte Postigo, A., Kann, D. A., et al. 2018c, GCN, 23488, 1
Izzo, L., D’Elia, V., de Ugarte Postigo, A., et al. 2022, GCN, 32291, 1
Izzo, L., Heintz, K. E., Malesani, D., et al. 2018a, GCN, 22567, 1
Izzo, L., Selsing, J., Japelj, J., et al. 2017c, GCN, 22180, 1
Jakobsson, P., Frail, D. A., Fox, D. B., et al. 2005, ApJ, 629, 45
Jakobsson, P., Fynbo, J. P. U., Andersen, M. I., et al. 2007, GCN, 6398, 1
Jakobsson, P., Fynbo, J. P. U., Ledoux, C., et al. 2016b, A&A, 460, L13
Jakobsson, P., Hjorth, J., Fynbo, J. P. U., et al. 2004, A&A, 427, 785
Jakobsson, P., Levan, A., Fynbo, J. P. U., et al. 2006a, in AIP Conf. Ser. 836,

Gamma-Ray Bursts in the Swift Era, ed. S. S. Holt, N. Gehrels, &
J. A. Nousek (Melville, NY: AIP), 552

Jensen, B. L., Fynbo, J. U., Gorosabel, J., et al. 2001, A&A, 370, 909
Jeong, S., Sanchez-Ramirez, R., Gorosabel, J., & Castro-Tirado, A. J. 2014,

GCN, 15936, 1
Jia, X. D., Hu, J. P., Yang, J., Zhang, B. B., & Wang, F. Y. 2022, MNRAS,

516, 2575
Kann, D. A., de Ugarte Postigo, A., Blazek, M., et al. 2020, GCN, 28765, 1
Kann, D. A., Izzo, L., Levan, A. J., et al. 2021, GCN, 30583, 1
Kasliwal, M. M., Cenko, S. B., & Singer, L. P. 2014, GCN, 16425, 1
Kawai, N., Kosugi, G., Aoki, K., et al. 2006, Natur, 440, 184
Kelly, P. L., Filippenko, A. V., Fox, O. D., Zheng, W., & Clubb, K. I. 2013,

ApJL, 775, L5
Klose, S., Greiner, J., Rau, A., et al. 2004, AJ, 128, 1942
Knust, F., Kruehler, T., Klose, S., & Greiner, J. 2012, GCN, 13810, 1
Kouveliotou, C., Meegan, C. A., Fishman, G. J., et al. 1993, ApJL, 413, L101
Kruehler, T., Schady, P., Greiner, J., & Tanvir, N. R. 2017, GCN, 20686, 1
Kruehler, T., Xu, D., Fynbo, J. P. U., et al. 2015, GCN, 17420, 1
Krühler, T., Malesani, D., Fynbo, J. P. U., et al. 2015, A&A, 581, A125
Kuin, N. P. M., & Dichiara, S. 2022, GCN, 32656, 1
Kuin, N. P. M., Landsman, W., Page, M. J., et al. 2009, MNRAS, 395, L21
Kulkarni, S. R., Djorgovski, S. G., Odewahn, S. C., et al. 1999, Natur, 398, 389
Kulkarni, S. R., Djorgovski, S. G., Ramaprakash, A. N., et al. 1998, Natur,

393, 35
Lan, G.-X., Wei, J.-J., Li, Y., Zeng, H.-D., & Wu, X.-F. 2022, ApJ, 938, 129
Laskar, T., Alexander, K. D., Ayache, E., et al. 2022, GCN, 32757, 1
Le Floc’h, E., Duc, P. A., Mirabel, I. F., et al. 2002, ApJL, 581, L81
Leibler, C. N., & Berger, E. 2010, ApJ, 725, 1202
Lesage, S., Meegan, C. & Fermi GBM Team 2020b, GCN, 28748, 1
Lesage, S., Meegan, C. & Fermi Gamma-ray Burst Monitor Team 2021, GCN,

30573, 1
Lesage, S., Meegan, C. & Fermi GBM Team 2020a, GCN, 28326, 1
Lesage, S., Veres, P., Roberts, O. J., et al. 2022, GCN, 32642, 1
Lesage, S., Veres, P., Roberts, O. J., et al. 2022, GCN, 32642, 1
Leung, J., Lenc, E., & Murphy, T. 2022, GCN, 32736, 1
Levan, A. J., Hjorth, J., Wiersema, K., & Tanvir, N. R. 2015, GCN, 17281, 1
Levan, A. J., Lamb, G. P., Schneider, B., et al. 2023, ApJL, 946, L28
Levan, A. J., Tanvir, N. R., Starling, R. L. C., et al. 2014, ApJ, 781, 13
Levan, A. J., Wiersema, K., Tanvir, N. R., et al. 2016, GCN, 19846, 1
Li, H., & Ma, B.-Q. 2023, APh, 148, 102831
Li, T.-P., Qu, J.-L., Feng, H., et al. 2004, ChJAA, 4, 583
Li, Y., Zhang, B., & Lü, H.-J. 2016, ApJS, 227, 7
Liang, E., Zhang, B., Virgili, F., & Dai, Z. G. 2007, ApJ, 662, 1111
Liang, E. W., Dai, Z. G., & Wu, X. F. 2004, ApJL, 606, L29
Liang, E.-W., Lin, T.-T., Lü, J., et al. 2015, ApJ, 813, 116
Liang, E.-W., Yi, S.-X., Zhang, J., et al. 2010, ApJ, 725, 2209
Liu, J. C., Zhang, Y. Q., Xiong, S. L., et al. 2022, GCN, 32751, 1
Lloyd-Ronning, N. M., & Zhang, B. 2004, ApJ, 613, 477
Lü, H.-J., Yuan, H.-Y., Yi, T.-F., et al. 2022, ApJL, 931, L23
Lü, J., Zou, Y.-C., Lei, W.-H., et al. 2012, ApJ, 751, 49
Lysenko, A., Frederiks, D., Ridnaia, A., et al. 2022, GCN, 32152, 1
Maiorano, E., Masetti, N., Palazzi, E., et al. 2006, A&A, 455, 423
Malacaria, C., Meegan, C. & Fermi GBM Team 2020, GCN, 28710, 1
Malesani, D., de Ugarte Postigo, A., de Pasquale, M., et al. 2016b, GCN,

19708, 1
Malesani, D., Kruehler, T., Heintz, K. E., & Fynbo, J. P. U. 2016a, GCN,

20180, 1
Malesani, D., Kruehler, T., Xu, D., et al. 2015, GCN, 17755, 1
Malesani, D., Xu, D., D’Avanzo, P., Palazzi, E., & Perna, D. 2014a, GCN,

16229, 1
Malesani, D., Xu, D., Fynbo, J. P. U., et al. 2014b, GCN, 15800, 1
Malesani, D. B., de Ugarte Postigo, A., Kann, D. A., et al. 2019, GCN,

25991, 1
Markwardt, C. B., Barthelmy, S. D., Cummings, J. R., et al. 2021, GCN,

29810, 1

20

The Astrophysical Journal Letters, 949:L4 (22pp), 2023 May 20 Lan et al.

https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021GCN.30194....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021GCN.30194....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013GCN.15470....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013GCN.15470....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014GCN.17198....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014GCN.17198....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014GCN.16902....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014GCN.16902....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016GCN.18966....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016GCN.18966....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015GCN.17710....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013GCN.15187....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015GCN.17822....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015GCN.17822....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015GCN.18187....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2008GCN..8531....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022ATel15650....1D/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/376964
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2003ApJ...591L..13D/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/323845
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2001ApJ...562..654D/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/311729
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1998ApJ...508L..17D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1999GCN...289....1D/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1999GCN...289....1D/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/200809980
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009A&A...497..729F/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/acade1
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023ApJ...942L..21F/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2010GCN.11317....1F/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/730/1/26
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2011ApJ...730...26F/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/769/1/56
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013ApJ...769...56F/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/abc74a
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021ApJ...906..127F/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/670067
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013PASP..125..306F/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013PASP..125..306F/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:200810286
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2008A&A...491..189F/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature04189
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2005Natur.437..845F/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021GCN.30780....1F/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021GCN.29517....1F/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021GCN.30366....1F/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021GCN.30694....1F/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022GCN.32668....1F/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022GCN.32295....1F/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022GCN.31511....1F/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018GCN.23356....1F/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022GCN.31359....1F/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/0067-0049/185/2/526
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009ApJS..185..526F/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022GCN.32079....1F/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1997IAUC.6655....1G/abstract
http://arxiv.org/abs/2210.05659
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature05373
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006Natur.444.1053G/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature05376
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006Natur.444.1044G/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/aa8f41
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017ApJ...848L..14G/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/811/2/93
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015ApJ...811...93G/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/acb700
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023ApJ...944..178G/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014GCN.16671....1G/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014GCN.17234....1G/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014GCN.17234....1G/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022GCN.32660....1G/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/200811571
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009A&A...498...89G/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/379606
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2003ApJ...599.1223G/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012GCN.13493....1G/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac015
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022MNRAS.511.1694G/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/588094
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2008ApJ...677L..81H/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/511306
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2007ApJS..169...62H/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014GCN.16437....1H/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012GCN.13730....1H/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013GCN.15494....1H/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018GCN.22535....1H/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/378493
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2003ApJ...597..699H/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature01750
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2003Natur.423..847H/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac8bd0
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022ApJ...938...85H/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/341388
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2002AJ....124..639H/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022GCN.32677....1H/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022GCN.32694....1I/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018GCN.22823....1I/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017GCN.21059....1I/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017GCN.21197....1I/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018GCN.23488....1I/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022GCN.32291....1I/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018GCN.22567....1I/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017GCN.22180....1I/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/431359
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2005ApJ...629...45J/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2007GCN..6398....1J/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20066405
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006A&A...460L..13J/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20041233
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2004A&A...427..785J/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006AIPC..836..552J/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20010291
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2001A&A...370..909J/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014GCN.15936....1J/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac2356
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022MNRAS.516.2575J/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022MNRAS.516.2575J/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020GCN.28765....1K/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021GCN.30583....1K/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014GCN.16425....1K/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature04498
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006Natur.440..184K/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/2041-8205/775/1/L5
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013ApJ...775L...5K/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/424539
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2004AJ....128.1942K/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012GCN.13810....1K/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/186969
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1993ApJ...413L.101K/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017GCN.20686....1K/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015GCN.17420....1K/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201425561
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015A&A...581A.125K/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022GCN.32656....1K/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1745-3933.2009.00632.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009MNRAS.395L..21K/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1038/18821
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1999Natur.398..389K/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1038/29927
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1998Natur.393...35K/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1998Natur.393...35K/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac8fec
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022ApJ...938..129L/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022GCN.32757....1L/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/346072
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2002ApJ...581L..81L/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/725/1/1202
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2010ApJ...725.1202L/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020GCN.28748....1L/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021GCN.30573....1L/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021GCN.30573....1L/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020GCN.28326....1L/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022GCN.32642....1L/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022GCN.32642....1L/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022GCN.32736....1L/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015GCN.17281....1L/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/acc2c1
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023ApJ...946L..28L/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/781/1/13
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014ApJ...781...13L/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016GCN.19846....1L/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.astropartphys.2023.102831
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023APh...14802831L/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/1009-9271/4/6/583
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2004ChJAA...4..583L/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/0067-0049/227/1/7
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016ApJS..227....7L/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/517959
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2007ApJ...662.1111L/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/421047
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2004ApJ...606L..29L/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/813/2/116
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015ApJ...813..116L/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/725/2/2209
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2010ApJ...725.2209L/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022GCN.32751....1L/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/423026
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2004ApJ...613..477L/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac6e3a
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022ApJ...931L..23L/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/751/1/49
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012ApJ...751...49L/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022GCN.32152....1L/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20054728
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006A&A...455..423M/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020GCN.28710....1M/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016GCN.19708....1M/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016GCN.19708....1M/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016GCN.20180....1M/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016GCN.20180....1M/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015GCN.17755....1M/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014GCN.16229....1M/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014GCN.16229....1M/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014GCN.15800....1M/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019GCN.25991....1M/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019GCN.25991....1M/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021GCN.29810....1M/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021GCN.29810....1M/abstract


Masetti, N., Palazzi, E., Pian, E., et al. 2003, A&A, 404, 465
Mészáros, P., Rees, M. J., & Wijers, R. A. M. J. 1998, ApJ, 499, 301
Milne, P. A., & Cenko, S. B. 2011, GCN, 11708, 1
Minaev, P. Y., & Pozanenko, A. S. 2020, MNRAS, 492, 1919
Mirabal, N., Halpern, J. P., An, D., Thorstensen, J. R., & Terndrup, D. M.

2006, ApJL, 643, L99
Mirabal, N., Halpern, J. P., Kulkarni, S. R., et al. 2002, ApJ, 578, 818
Møller, P., Fynbo, J. P. U., Hjorth, J., et al. 2002, A&A, 396, L21
Norris, J. P. 2002, ApJ, 579, 386
Norris, J. P., Marani, G. F., & Bonnell, J. T. 2000, ApJ, 534, 248
Oates, S. R., Kuin, N. P. M., De Pasquale, M., et al. 2020, GCN, 28338, 1
O’Connor, B., Troja, E., Dichiara, S., et al. 2021, MNRAS, 502, 1279
O’Connor, B., Troja, E., Ryan, G., et al. 2023, arXiv:2302.07906
Oganesyan, G., Karpov, S., Jelínek, M., et al. 2021, arXiv:2109.00010
Osip, D., Chen, H. W., & Prochaska, J. X. 2006, GCN, 5715, 1
Palmerio, J., Malesani, D. B., Fynbo, J. P. U., et al. 2022, GCN, 31480, 1
Pellizza, L. J., Duc, P. A., Le Floc’h, E., et al. 2006, A&A, 459, L5
Perley, D. A. 2022, GCN, 32638, 1
Perley, D. A., Bloom, J. S., Butler, N. R., et al. 2008b, ApJ, 672, 449
Perley, D. A., Bloom, J. S., Modjaz, M., et al. 2008a, GCN, 7889, 1
Perley, D. A., Cao, Y., & Cenko, S. B. 2014, GCN, 17228, 1
Perley, D. A., & Cenko, S. B. 2015, GCN, 17616, 1
Perley, D. A., Cenko, S. B., Bloom, J. S., et al. 2009b, AJ, 138, 1690
Perley, D. A., Hillenbrand, L., & Prochaska, J. X. 2015, GCN, 18487, 1
Perley, D. A., Levan, A. J., Tanvir, N. R., et al. 2013, ApJ, 778, 128
Perley, D. A., Li, W., Chornock, R., et al. 2008c, ApJ, 688, 470
Perley, D. A., Malesani, D. B., Fynbo, J. P. U., et al. 2018, GCN, 23421, 1
Perley, D. A., Modjaz, M., Morgan, A. N., et al. 2012, ApJ, 758, 122
Perley, D. A., Prochaska, J. X., Kalas, P., et al. 2009a, GCNR, 10272, 1
Pillera, R., Bissaldi, E., Omodei, N., et al. 2022, GCN, 32658, 1
Piranomonte, S., Vergani, S. D., Malesani, D., et al. 2011, GCN, 12164, 1
Piro, L., Frail, D. A., Gorosabel, J., et al. 2002, ApJ, 577, 680
Planck Collaboration, Aghanim, N., Akrami, Y., et al. 2020, A&A, 641, A6
Pookalil, S., Mailyan, B., Hamburg, R. & Fermi GBM Team 2020, GCN,

27809, 1
Poolakkil, S., Meegan, C. & Fermi GBM Team 2019, GCN, 25130, 1
Poolakkil, S., Meegan, C. & Fermi GBM Team 2022, GCN, 32089, 1
Price, P. A. 2006, GCN, 5104, 1
Price, P. A., Berger, E., Kulkarni, S. R., et al. 2002a, ApJ, 573, 85
Price, P. A., Kulkarni, S. R., Berger, E., et al. 2002b, ApJL, 571, L121
Prochaska, J. X., Bloom, J. S., Chen, H.-W., et al. 2004, ApJ, 611, 200
Prochaska, J. X., Bloom, J. S., Chen, H. W., & Hurley, K. 2005, GCN, 3399, 1
Prochaska, J. X., Chen, H. W., Bloom, J. S., et al. 2007, ApJS, 168, 231
Pugliese, V., Xu, D., Tanvir, N. R., et al. 2015, GCN, 17672, 1
Qin, Y.-P., & Chen, Z.-F. 2013, MNRAS, 430, 163
Quimby, R., Fox, D., Hoeflich, P., Roman, B., & Wheeler, J. C. 2005, GCN,

4221, 1
Rau, A., Kruehler, T., & Greiner, J. 2013, GCN, 15330, 1
Rau, A., McBreen, S., & Kruehler, T. 2009, GCN, 9353, 1
Rau, A., Salvato, M., & Greiner, J. 2005, A&A, 444, 425
Rau, A., Savaglio, S., Krühler, T., et al. 2010, ApJ, 720, 862
Ren, J., Wang, Y., & Zhang, L.-L. 2023, ApJ, 947, 53
Rol, E., Jakobsson, P., Tanvir, N., & Levan, A. 2006, GCN, 5555, 1
Ror, A. K., Gupta, R., Jelínek, M., et al. 2023, ApJ, 942, 34
Rossi, A., Heintz, K. E., Fynbo, J. P. U., et al. 2019, GCN, 25252, 1
Rossi, A., Izzo, L., Milvang-Jensen, B., et al. 2018, GCN, 23055, 1
Rossi, E., Lazzati, D., & Rees, M. J. 2002, MNRAS, 332, 945
Rowlinson, A., Wiersema, K., Levan, A. J., et al. 2010, MNRAS, 408, 383
Ruffini, R., Izzo, L., Penacchione, A. V., & Bianco, C. L. 2011, GCN, 11888, 1
Ruiz-Velasco, A. E., Swan, H., Troja, E., et al. 2007, ApJ, 669, 1
Sahu, S., Medina-Carrillo, B., Sánchez-Colón, G., & Rajpoot, S. 2023, ApJL,

942, L30
Sanchez-Ramirez, R., Gorosabel, J., Castro-Tirado, A. J., Cepa, J., &

Gomez-Velarde, G. 2013, GCN, 14685, 1
Sari, R., & Piran, T. 1999, ApJ, 520, 641
Sato, Y., Murase, K., Ohira, Y., et al. 2023, MNRAS, 522, L56
Savaglio, S., Glazebrook, K., & Le Borgne, D. 2009, ApJ, 691, 182
Schady, P., Xu, D., Heintz, K. E., et al. 2019, GCN, 23632, 1
Schmidl, S., Kann, D. A., & Greiner, J. 2013, GCN, 14634, 1
Schmidt, W. K. H. 1978, Natur, 271, 525
Schwarz, G. 1978, AnSta, 6, 461
Selsing, J., Heintz, K. E., Malesani, D., et al. 2016a, GCN, 20061, 1
Selsing, J., Krühler, T., Malesani, D., et al. 2018, A&A, 616, A48
Selsing, J., Vreeswijk, P. M., Japelj, J., et al. 2016b, GCN, 19274, 1
Shao, L., Zhang, B.-B., Wang, F.-R., et al. 2017, ApJ, 844, 126
Smette, A., Ledoux, C., Vreeswijk, P., et al. 2013, GCN, 14848, 1

Smirnov, A. Y., & Trautner, A. 2022, arXiv:2211.00634
Soderberg, A. M., Berger, E., Kasliwal, M., et al. 2006b, ApJ, 650, 261
Soderberg, A. M., Kulkarni, S. R., Berger, E., et al. 2004, ApJ, 606, 994
Soderberg, A. M., Kulkarni, S. R., Price, P. A., et al. 2006a, ApJ, 636, 391
Sparre, M., Sollerman, J., Fynbo, J. P. U., et al. 2011, ApJL, 735, L24
Stratta, G., Basa, S., Butler, N., et al. 2007, A&A, 461, 485
Sun, H., Zhang, B., & Li, Z. 2015, ApJ, 812, 33
Svinkin, D., Golenetskii, S., Aptekar, R., et al. 2020, GCN, 28872, 1
Tan, W. J., Li, C. K., Ge, M. Y., et al. 2022, ATel, 15660, 1
Tanvir, N., Rossi, A., Xu, D., et al. 2021, GCN, 30771, 1
Tanvir, N. R., & Ball, J. 2012, GCN, 13532, 1
Tanvir, N. R., Cucchiara, A., & Cenko, S. B. 2013a, GCN, 14366, 1
Tanvir, N. R., Fox, D. B., Levan, A. J., et al. 2009, Natur, 461, 1254
Tanvir, N. R., Heintz, K. E., Selsing, J., et al. 2018, GCN, 22384, 1
Tanvir, N. R., Kruehler, T., De Cia, A., et al. 2016a, GCN, 20104, 1
Tanvir, N. R., Kruehler, T., Malesani, D., et al. 2015a, GCN, 18524, 1
Tanvir, N. R., Kruehler, T., Wiersema, K., et al. 2016b, GCN, 20321, 1
Tanvir, N. R., Levan, A. J., Cenko, S. B., et al. 2016c, GCN, 19419, 1
Tanvir, N. R., Levan, A. J., Cucchiarra, A., Perley, D., & Cenko, S. B. 2014a,

GCN, 16125, 1
Tanvir, N. R., Levan, A. J., & Matulonis, T. 2012a, GCN, 14009, 1
Tanvir, N. R., Levan, A. J., Matulonis, T., & Smith, A. B. 2013b, GCN,

14567, 1
Tanvir, N. R., Levan, A. J., Wiersema, K., et al. 2014b, GCN, 16150, 1
Tanvir, N. R., Vergani, S., Hjorth, J., et al. 2010b, GCN, 11123, 1
Tanvir, N. R., Wiersema, K., & Levan, A. J. 2010a, GCN, 11230, 1
Tanvir, N. R., Wiersema, K., Levan, A. J., et al. 2012b, GCN, 13441, 1
Tanvir, N. R., Wiersema, K., Levan, A. J., Cenko, S. B., & Geballe, T. 2011,

GCN, 12225, 1
Tanvir, N. R., Wiersema, K., Xu, D., & Fynbo, J. P. U. 2013c, GCN, 14882, 1
Tanvir, N. R., Xu, D., Zafar, T., Covino, S., & Schulze, S. 2015b, GCN,

18080, 1
Tello, J. C., Sanchez-Ramirez, R., Gorosabel, J., et al. 2012, GCN, 13118, 1
Thoene, C. C., de Ugarte Postigo, A., Gorosabel, J., et al. 2012, GCN, 13628, 1
Thoene, C. C., de Ugarte Postigo, A., Kann, D. A., et al. 2021, GCN, 30487, 1
Tinney, C., Stathakis, R., Cannon, R., et al. 1998, IAUC, 6896, 3
Troitsky, S. V. 2022, JETPL, 116, 767
Tsvetkova, A., Frederiks, D., Lysenko, A., et al. 2022, GCN, 31433, 1
Ukwatta, T. N. & Swift-BAT Team 2020, GCN, 27012, 1
Ukwatta, T. N., Dhuga, K. S., Stamatikos, M., et al. 2012, MNRAS, 419, 614
Valeev, A. F., Castro-Tirado, A. J., Hu, Y. D., et al. 2019, GCN, 25565, 1
Veres, P., Hristov, B., Fletcher, C., Meegan, C. & Fermi GBM Team 2021,

GCN, 30233, 1
Veres, P., Meegan, C., Fermi GBM Team, et al. 2022, GCN, 31406, 1
Vianello, G., Gill, R., Granot, J., et al. 2018, ApJ, 864, 163
Vielfaure, J. B. & Stargate Collaboration 2020, GCN, 26998, 1
Vielfaure, J. B., Izzo, L., Xu, D., et al. 2020b, GCN, 29077, 1
Vielfaure, J. B., Xu, D., Palmerio, J., et al. 2020a, GCN, 28739, 1
Virgili, F. J., Liang, E.-W., & Zhang, B. 2009, MNRAS, 392, 91
Volnova, A. A., Pozanenko, A. S., Gorosabel, J., et al. 2014, MNRAS,

442, 2586
Vreeswijk, P., Fruchter, A., Hjorth, J., & Kouveliotou, C. 2003, GCN, 1785, 1
Vreeswijk, P. M., Ellison, S. L., Ledoux, C., et al. 2004, A&A, 419, 927
Vreeswijk, P. M., Fruchter, A., Kaper, L., et al. 2001, ApJ, 546, 672
Vreeswijk, P. M., Kann, D. A., Heintz, K. E., et al. 2018, GCN, 22996, 1
Vreeswijk, P. M., Ledoux, C., Smette, A., et al. 2007, A&A, 468, 83
Vreeswijk, P. M., Rol, E., Hjorth, J., et al. 1999, GCN, 496, 1
Wanderman, D., & Piran, T. 2010, MNRAS, 406, 1944
Wang, X.-G., Zhang, B., Liang, E.-W., et al. 2015, ApJS, 219, 9
Watson, D., Fynbo, J. P. U., Ledoux, C., et al. 2006, ApJ, 652, 1011
Wiersema, K., Flores, H., D’Elia, V., et al. 2011, GCN, 12431, 1
Wiersema, K., Levan, A., Kamble, A., Tanvir, N., & Malesani, D. 2009, GCN,

9673, 1
Wiersema, K., van der Horst, A. J., Kann, D. A., et al. 2008, A&A, 481, 319
Wood, J. & Fermi GBM Team 2021, GCN, 30490, 1
Xia, Z.-Q., Wang, Y., Yuan, Q., & Fan, Y.-Z. 2022, arXiv:2210.13052
Xiao, S., Xiong, S.-L., Cai, C., et al. 2022c, MNRAS, 514, 2397
Xiao, S., Xiong, S.-L., Wang, Y., et al. 2022a, ApJL, 924, L29
Xiao, S., Xiong, S. L., Zhang, S. N., et al. 2021, ApJ, 920, 43
Xiao, S., Zhang, Y.-Q., Zhu, Z.-P., et al. 2022b, arXiv:2205.02186
Xu, D., Fynbo, J. P. U., D’Elia, V., & Tanvir, N. R. 2012, GCN,

13460, 1
Xu, D., Fynbo, J. P. U., Jakobsson, P., et al. 2013, GCN, 15407, 1
Xu, D., Fynbo, J. P. U., Malesani, D., et al. 2016a, GCN, 19109, 1
Xu, D., Fynbo, J. P. U., Tanvir, N. R., et al. 2009, GCN, 1053, 1
Xu, D., Heintz, K. E., Malesani, D., & Fynbo, J. P. U. 2017, GCN, 20458, 1

21

The Astrophysical Journal Letters, 949:L4 (22pp), 2023 May 20 Lan et al.

https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20030491
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2003A&A...404..465M/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/305635
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1998ApJ...499..301M/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2011GCN.11708....1M/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz3611
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020MNRAS.492.1919M/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/505177
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006ApJ...643L..99M/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/342619
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2002ApJ...578..818M/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20021612
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2002A&A...396L..21M/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/342747
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2002ApJ...579..386N/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/308725
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2000ApJ...534..248N/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020GCN.28338....1O/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab132
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021MNRAS.502.1279O/abstract
http://arXiv.org/abs/2302.07906
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.00010
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006GCN..5715....1O/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022GCN.31480....1P/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20066015
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006A&A...459L...5P/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022GCN.32638....1P/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/523929
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2008ApJ...672..449P/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2008GCN..7889....1P/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014GCN.17228....1P/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015GCN.17616....1P/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-6256/138/6/1690
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009AJ....138.1690P/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015GCN.18487....1P/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/778/2/128
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013ApJ...778..128P/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/591961
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2008ApJ...688..470P/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018GCN.23421....1P/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/758/2/122
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012ApJ...758..122P/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2010GCNR..272....1M/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022GCN.32658....1P/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2011GCN.12164....1P/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/342226
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2002ApJ...577..680P/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833910
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020A&A...641A...6P/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020GCN.27809....1P/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020GCN.27809....1P/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019GCN.25130....1P/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022GCN.32089....1P/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006GCN..5104....1P/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/340585
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2002ApJ...573...85P/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/341332
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2002ApJ...571L.121P/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/421988
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2004ApJ...611..200P/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2005GCN..3399....1P/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/510239
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2007ApJS..168..231P/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015GCN.17672....1P/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sts547
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013MNRAS.430..163Q/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2005GCN..4221....1Q/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2005GCN..4221....1Q/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013GCN.15330....1R/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009GCN..9353....1R/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20053773
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2005A&A...444..425R/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/720/1/862
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2010ApJ...720..862R/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/acc57d
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023ApJ...947...53R/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006GCN..5555....1R/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aca414
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023ApJ...942...34R/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019GCN.25252....1R/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018GCN.23055....1R/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.2002.05363.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2002MNRAS.332..945R/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2010.17115.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2010MNRAS.408..383R/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2011GCN.11888....1R/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/521546
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2007ApJ...669....1R/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/acac2f
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023ApJ...942L..30S/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023ApJ...942L..30S/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013GCN.14685....1S/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/307508
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1999ApJ...520..641S/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnrasl/slad038
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023MNRAS.522L..56S/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/691/1/182
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009ApJ...691..182S/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019GCN.23632....1S/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013GCN.14634....1S/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1038/271525a0
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1978Natur.271..525S/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1978AnSta...6..461S/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016GCN.20061....1S/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201731475
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018A&A...616A..48S/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016GCN.19274....1S/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aa7d01
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017ApJ...844..126S/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013GCN.14848....1S/abstract
http://arxiv.org/abs/2211.00634
https://doi.org/10.1086/506429
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006ApJ...650..261S/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/383082
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2004ApJ...606..994S/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/498009
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006ApJ...636..391S/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/2041-8205/735/1/L24
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2011ApJ...735L..24S/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20065831
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2007A&A...461..485S/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/812/1/33
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015ApJ...812...33S/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020GCN.28872....1S/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022ATel15660....1T/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021GCN.30771....1T/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012GCN.13532....1T/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013GCN.14366....1T/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature08459
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009Natur.461.1254T/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018GCN.22384....1T/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016GCN.20104....1T/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015GCN.18524....1T/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016GCN.20321....1T/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016GCN.19419....1T/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014GCN.16125....1T/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012GCN.14009....1T/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013GCN.14567....1T/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013GCN.14567....1T/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014GCN.16150....1T/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2010GCN.11123....1T/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2010GCN.11230....1T/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012GCN.13441....1T/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2011GCN.12225....1T/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013GCN.14882....1T/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015GCN.18080....1T/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015GCN.18080....1T/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012GCN.13118....1T/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012GCN.13628....1T/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021GCN.30487....1T/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1998IAUC.6896....3W/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1134/S0021364022602408
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022JETPL.116..767T/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022GCN.31433....1T/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020GCN.27012....1U/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2011.19723.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012MNRAS.419..614U/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019GCN.25565....1V/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021GCN.30233....1V/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022GCN.31406....1V/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aad6ea
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018ApJ...864..163V/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020GCN.26998....1V/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020GCN.29077....1V/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2008.14063.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009MNRAS.392...91V/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stu999
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014MNRAS.442.2586V/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014MNRAS.442.2586V/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2003GCN..1785....1V/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20040086
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2004A&A...419..927V/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/318308
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2001ApJ...546..672V/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018GCN.22996....1V/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20066780
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2007A&A...468...83V/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1999GCN...496....1V/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2010.16787.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2010MNRAS.406.1944W/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/0067-0049/219/1/9
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015ApJS..219....9W/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/508049
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006ApJ...652.1011W/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2011GCN.12431....1W/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009GCN..9673....1W/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009GCN..9673....1W/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20078050
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2008A&A...481..319W/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021GCN.30490....1W/abstract
http://arxiv.org/abs/2210.13052
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac999
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022MNRAS.514.2397X/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac478a
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022ApJ...924L..29X/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac1420
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021ApJ...920...43X/abstract
http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.02186
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012GCN.13460....1X/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012GCN.13460....1X/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013GCN.15407....1X/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016GCN.19109....1X/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009GCN..9482....1X/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017GCN.20458....1X/abstract


Xu, D., Heintz, K. E., Malesani, D., Wiersema, K., & Fynbo, J. P. U. 2016b,
GCN, 19773, 1

Xu, D., Izzo, L., de Ugarte Postigo, A., et al. 2021a, GCN, 30357, 1
Xu, D., Izzo, L., Fynbo, J. P. U., et al. 2021b, GCN, 29432, 1
Xu, D., Levan, A. J., Fynbo, J. P. U., et al. 2014a, GCN, 16983, 1
Xu, D., Malesani, D., Fynbo, J. P. U., et al. 2016c, GCN, 19600, 1
Xu, D., Vielfaure, J. B., Kann, D. A., et al. 2020, GCN, 28847, 1
Xu, D., Vreeswijk, P. M., Fynbo, J. P. U., et al. 2014b, GCN, 17040, 1
Xu, D., Zhu, Z. P., Izzo, L., et al. 2022, GCN, 32141, 1
Yao, Y., Miller, A., Ho, A., & Perley, D. 2021, GCN, 29673, 1
Yuan, H.-Y., Lü, H.-J., Li, Y., et al. 2022, RAA, 22, 075011
Zhang, B. 2018, The Physics of Gamma-Ray Bursts (Cambridge: Cambridge

Univ. Press)

Zhang, B., Fan, Y. Z., Dyks, J., et al. 2006, ApJ, 642, 354
Zhang, B., & Mészáros, P. 2002, ApJ, 571, 876
Zhang, B., Zhang, B.-B., Virgili, F. J., et al. 2009, ApJ, 703, 1696
Zhang, B. T., Murase, K., Ioka, K., et al. 2023, ApJL, 947, L14
Zhang, Z. B., Zhang, C. T., Zhao, Y. X., et al. 2018, PASP, 130, 054202
Zhao, Z.-C., Zhou, Y., & Wang, S. 2023, EPJC, 83, 92
Zheng, Y. G., Kang, S. J., Zhu, K. R., Yang, C. Y., & Bai, J. M. 2023, PhRvD,

107, 083001
Zhu, J.-P., Wang, X. I., Sun, H., et al. 2022, ApJL, 936, L10
Zhu, Z. P., Izzo, L., Fu, S. Y., et al. 2021a, GCN, 30692, 1
Zhu, Z. P., Xu, D., Fu, S. Y., & Liu, X. 2021b, GCN, 30164, 1
Zou, L., Zhou, Z.-M., Xie, L., et al. 2019, ApJ, 877, 153
Zou, Y.-C., Wang, F.-F., Moharana, R., et al. 2018, ApJL, 852, L1

22

The Astrophysical Journal Letters, 949:L4 (22pp), 2023 May 20 Lan et al.

https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016GCN.19773....1X/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021GCN.30357....1X/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021GCN.29432....1X/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014GCN.16983....1X/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016GCN.19600....1X/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020GCN.28847....1X/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014GCN.17040....1X/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022GCN.32141....1X/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021GCN.29673....1Y/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/1674-4527/ac712d
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022RAA....22g5011Y/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/500723
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006ApJ...642..354Z/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1086/339981
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2002ApJ...571..876Z/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/703/2/1696
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009ApJ...703.1696Z/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/acc79f
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023ApJ...947L..14Z/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1088/1538-3873/aaa6af
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018PASP..130e4202Z/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-023-11246-y
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023EPJC...83...92Z/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.083001
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023PhRvD.107h3001Z/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023PhRvD.107h3001Z/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac85ad
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022ApJ...936L..10Z/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021GCN.30692....1Z/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021GCN.30164....1Z/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab17dc
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019ApJ...877..153Z/abstract
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/aaa123
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018ApJ...852L...1Z/abstract

	1. Introduction
	2. GRB Sample Selection
	3. Energy Distribution Function
	4. Statistic Investigation
	4.1. T90 Distribution
	4.2. Minimum Variability Timescale Distribution
	4.3. Amati Relation
	4.4. Spectral-lag Distribution
	4.5. X-Ray and Optical Afterglow Properties
	4.6. Energy Relation between the Eγ,iso and EX,iso
	4.7. Initial Lorentz Factor Distribution
	4.8. Host Galaxy Properties

	5. Conclusion and Discussion
	References



