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ABSTRACT

Context. The extreme brightness of gamma-ray burst (GRB) aftergkovastheir simple spectral shape make them ideal beacons to
study the interstellar medium of their host galaxies thtoagsorption line spectroscopy at almost any redshift.

Aims. We describe the distribution of rest-frame equivalent hsdEWs) of the most prominent absorption features in GR&gtthw
spectra, providing the means to compare individual speéctilae sample and identify its peculiarities.

Methods. Using 69 low-resolution GRB afterglow spectra, we condustualy of the rest-frame EWSs distribution of features with an
average rest-frame EW larger than 0.5 A. To compare an ia/iGRB with the sample, we devel@&V diagrams as a graphical
tool, and we give a catalogue with diagrams for the 69 speétesintroduce &ine strength parameter (LSP) that allows us to quantify
the strength of the absorption features in a GRB spectrunorapared to the sample by a single number. Using the disimitsibf
EWs of single-species features, we derive the distributfdheir column densities by a curve of growth (CoG) fit.

Results. We find correlations between th&P and the extinction of the GRB, the UV brightness of the ho&xdas and the neutral
hydrogen column density. However, we see no significantutianl of theLSP with the redshift. There is a weak correlation between
the ionisation of the absorbers and the energy of the GRBatidg that, either the GRB event is responsible for patthefionisation,

or that galaxies with high-ionisation media produce morergetic GRBs. Spectral features in GRB spectra are, on g&e2zb times
stronger than those seen in QSO intervening damped Lyn(@1-A) systems and slightly more ionised. In particular welfanlarger
excess in the EW of @211549 relative to QSO DLAs, which could be related to an exoé¥¥olf-Rayet stars in the environments
of GRBs. From the CoG fitting we obtain an average number ofpmorants in the absorption features of GRBs MOG}OO The
most extreme ionisation ratios in our sample are found foB&Rith low neutral hydrogen column density, which could bkated

to ionisation by the GRB emission.

Key words. Gamma-ray burst: general; Techniques: spectroscopi@x@sal ISM; Galaxies: high-redshift; dust, extinction

1. Introduction Most of the knowledge that we currently have about the in-
terstellar medium (ISM) of GRBs comes from the study of indi-
vidual events. However, as the samples of GRB afterglows be-
gme larger, much can be gained from statistical studies Th
wever, does not come without complications: Due to thg ver
ide range of redshifts, very filerent rest-frame wavelength

Long gamma-ray burst afterglows (GRBs) shine, during ttsé fir
hours, as the most luminous objects that can be detecte
the Universel(Kann et &l. 2007; Racusin et al. 2008). Thegh
been observed at almost any redshift, from nearby (GRB 9804%

was the nearest one,a& 0.008/Galama et &l. 1998) to the very @"

distant Universe (GRB090429B is the current record- holdBoN stuc_iy. Furthermore, the I_arge samples of GRB afterglows
with a photometric redshift o = 9.4,[Cucchiara et al. 2011, 2'¢ dominated by low resolution spectra. In these spedies, t

GRB 090423 being the furthest spectroscopically confirnted line profiles cannot be fitted to derive column densities dued t
z = 8.2,[Tanvir et al. 200¢: Salvaterra ef al. 2009). Their optic Ifferent components that form each feature cannot be resolved.

spectra are normally well reproduced by a clean, simple pow his means that we can only measure equivalent widths (EW)
law, making them ideal beacons to probe the material in tiee |I]?f the Ilnesl which I|m|tsche information that can b% exteal
of sight of the GRBs. Using optical spectroscopy it is pdssit romasingle spectrum. However, we can attempt to erivessom
study the dust extinction, that introduces a curvatureersthec- of the information contained in these spectra through tieeatfis

tra (see e.g. Kann etlal. 2010; Schady ét al. 2010; Zafat etSiptistical analysis of large samples.

2011), we can learn about intervening systems, locateddsgtw  In this paper, we use 69 low resolution optical spectra to
the host galaxy of the GRB and the observer (Prochter et siudy the absorption features created by material witler@RB
2006; Tejos et al. 2007; Vergani et al. 2009) or about the mateost galaxies. In particular we look at the distributionha test-
rial located within the host galaxy itself (Vreeswijk et|aD07; frame EWs of the most prominent lines found in GRB afterglow
D’Elia et al.[2009). spectra. Based on this, we devise observational tools fity eas
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evaluate the dierent types of environments that host GRBs an®@l1. EW histogram fitting
understand their properties and diversity.

The paper is structured as follows: Section 2 presents tg
sample, the methods used and the biases and limitationsrof g
study, section 3 presents the results of the analysis,osedti
discusses the results and finally, section 5 gives our ceiteis.

sing the data described above we build histograms of EWSs in
fogarithmic scale (see Figl 1 for an example). To consiuer t
W uncertainties, we do not give all the weight of the measure
ment to a single bin, but instead we use a gaussian diswibuti
to distribute the weight over theftiérent bins according to the
uncertainty of the measurement. For the detection limiesdis-
tribute the weight evenly over all the possible values belosy

3-o- limit in linear space.
2. Sample and method

This work is based on the sample presented by Fynbg et al.
(2009) selecting those spectra with known redshifts andsa re i
olution 300 < R < 2000, to have data of similar character- 10r
istics. The selection criteria of this sample, first progbby [
Jakobsson et al. (2006b) and later refined by Fynba|et alSj200 8 :
were chosen to achieve a high degree of completeness and to
be as independent as possible of the optical propertieseof th i
afterglow: (1) burst duration longer than 2 s, (2) precisalza- A
tion, normally provided in X-rays b@wift/XRT, and distributed I 1
within 12 hr of the burst, to allow a rapid follow-up, (3) srhal oF i .
Galactic extinction Ay < 0.5 mag), (4) favourable declination ; PP N 1
for optical follow-up observations (-76< § < +70°), and a dis- ‘ =
tance between the sun and the field of more th&n5allow at 0.01 0.10 1.00 10.00 100.00

least 1 hr of observations to secure spectroscopy. EW . A

We add 8 further low-resolution spectra to those presentegh 1 gw distribution of the Sill feature at 1527A. The thick
by [Fynbo et al.|(2009), obtained after the publication buhwipack line histogram indicates only detections, whereasiot-
similar criteria, as detailed in Appendix |1 of the onlinet@dal.  teq histogram includes also the limits. The red line is that fie
The total sample comprises 69 spectra. This includes 7 8pegjs the complete histogram with a lognormal distribution anel
that were part of the sample lof Fynbo et al. (2009) but that dighshed blue line is a physical fit as described in Se€fidni8.4.
not meet all the criteria outlined in the previous paragraph green we show a histogram of EWs in a sample of DLA systems

This study analyses the distribution of rest-frame EWgsee Sectioh 313) and its lognormal fit. Similar histograonsfi
which is only possible for the most prominent absorption feghe lines in the sample can be found in Hig.IB.1 of the online
tures in GRB afterglow spectra (the number of detectionslis smaterial.

too small for faint features). Our sample is limited to thase In contrast with the work published Hy Christensen ét al.
sorption features that have a rest-frame EW of at least 055 A@017), where the EWs are weighted with the signal to noise ra
the composite spectrum presented by Christensen et allX20%io of the individual spectra to get a typical GRB spectrunm, o
which add to a total of 22 features. Some lines produced Bjm is to study the actual distribution, independently @f $ig-
transitions from excited fine structure and metastablestate nal to noise ratio of the spectra. To give a statistical vaduibe
known to vary during the evolution of the GRB and would indistributions that we obtain, as a first order approximative
troduce a further uncertainty in the results, so we exclaéent fit the histograms (detections plus limits) to a log-normial d
from our analysis. Using the same argument, we exclude frafibution. This gives us a typical EW value for the line and a
our dataset the line at 2186.96 A that Christensenleft al.1(20%tandard deviation in the logarithmic space. The resultbese
identify as due to Mm, as we believe that it is actually not due tdits are displayed in Tabld 3. The table includes also the mumb
this species but most probably to a transition from a finecstruof detections and limits for each of the features in our sampl
ture line or a metastable state. This is supported by theaffatt Figure[2 shows these results graphically, including infatiom

it is only seen in spectra with many other fine structure fesstu on the ionisation potential of each transition (see Table 4)

and that it is detected only in early spectra. Furthermaiegro

Mn1 lines that should have been simultaneously detected are not o )

present in the composite spectrum. 2.2. On the fitting function

We use the EW measurements provided| by Fynbolet &i.our study we assume that the column density of each individ
(2009), together with the 8 other unpublished spectra, ana-c ual species is described by a log-normal distribution. Hexe
plement them with detection limits that we calculate forleadhis does not directly imply that the distribution of EWs Meilso
feature in the individual spectra. To obtain the detectiom | have a similar distribution. The column densities will beneo
its we use the individual spectra with their correspondirrgre volved with the curve of growth (CoG), distorting the origin
spectra and measure the uncertainty at the location of #re fdistribution. In this section we simulate thiext of alog-normal
tures over a wavelength span equivalent to the instrumesdal distribution convolved with typical CoG using Monte Carlms
olution, which is determined by the width of the slit (withighve ulations.
assume that the lines are unresolved with our resolutioichwh ~ Figure[3 shows how a log-normal histogram of column
is generally the case). The limits presented in this work3are densities for Sii1527 with log (N/cm™2) = 145 + 1.0 ran-

o. We excluded from the analysis the regions of the spectta tli@mly generated (5000 tests) is transformed into a digtabu
were dfected by strong telluric features. Tablés 1 Bhd 2 displaj EWs. To do this, we also consider a random distribution
the rest-frame EWSs and limits for the lines in each spectrum. of particle velocities following a log-normal distributiowith

Sill1527 N ;

DLA
— Gaussian fit 7|
— = Physical fit |

Number
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Fig. 2. Average strength of the fierent lines together with their standard deviation, aslaygul in Tablé B. The area of the dots

are proportional to the ionisation potential of each spedige mark in orange the low ionisation lines 10 eV), in blue the high
ionisation lines ¥ 30 eV) and in black the intermediate lines and the blend g6511302,1304. In green we plot the average

EWs for quasar intervening DLAs for a subsample of lines Geet[3.B).

Table 3. Fits to the distribution of lines, including the numbeiTable 4.lonisation potential of the ionised species in our sample,
of detections and detection limits for each species. We shdmem|Morton (2008).

10(09 EW) instead of(log EW) as it allows a more intuitive in-
terpretation. Species lonisation
potential (eV)
Feature Det. Lim. 169" (A)  oigewa élallll 222
Si/Sui11260,1260 15 20 1.08 0.34 Mg 765
OySini11302,1308 22 15 1.95 0.29 Fer 790
Cna1338 23 16 1.64 0.30 Sin 815
Siv11394 19 19 0.88 0.37 Znm 939
Sinl1527 27 16 1.05 0.43 Al m 18.83
Fen11608 19 24 0.71 0.61 Crv 1789
Al 111671 26 13 1.27 0.41
Al m11855 15 27 0.70 0.60
Al m11863 14 29 0.58 0.53
gzﬁfggﬁggégggég 1(13 % 8;8 8:% cases (itis mainly populated by detection limits), we usddig-
Feni2344 23 14 1.59 0.33 normal distribution as a first degree approximation. Furtiure,
Feni2374 17 20 1.08 0.45 the use of such a simple fitting function allows us to perform a
Fen12383 23 15 2.00 0.25 efficient and model independent observational analysis. In sec
Fenl2587 20 16 1.45 0.39  tion[3.4 we attempt to use a more complex fit of the data to deriv
Fen12600 18 16 1.78 0.42  statistical distributions of column densities.
Mg 1112796,2803 27 4 3.76 0.30
Mg 112852 12 18 0.84 0.49
Cani3935 7 8 1.29 0.31 2.3. Biases and limitations
Canl3970 7 8 0.93 0.34
When using this sample, we must be aware that there are obser-

2 In some cases this line is blended with a fine structure tiansi vational biases that limit the statistical value of the gfualen

of the same species. This can be significant in early spextrthe fine if the data were obtained using criteria designed to mirémis
them. Within the sample criteria, there were cases for which

structure line is normally excited by the prompt GRB emissio
spectrum could not be obtained @mdthe redshift was not con-
strained. These missing data will be dominated by faintrafte

log (b/kms™?) = 1.1+0.3 (equivalentto 15kms™1). We can see glows, probably due to high extinctions, or by low density en
how, in the border between the linear and the saturated eggimironments, which produce weaker features. The biasesi®f th
where we find the features studied in this paper, the histogr&ample, which includes1/3 of the bursts meeting the observa-
has a tail to lower values of EWs and is truncated for high EWienal criteria during the period of the study, are expldine

due to the ffect of saturation. This is similar to what we see inletail by Fynbo et all (2009).
Fig.[D and FiglB.IL for most of the lines in our sample. For the spectra with a large amount of limits as compared to
This implies that using log-normal distributions to fit thé&/E line detections, the way in which we treat the limits wiffexct
histograms is not an accurate physical description. Howydue our fits. We have chosen to give equal probability in the linea
to the limited size of the sample, and the fact that the taihef space to all the possible values below the Bmits as this is the

distribution towards low EWs is not well sampled in most af thless model-dependent method.
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3. Results

7 18ill1527 3.1. EW diagrams

By comparing an individual spectrum with the sample of EW

F ] distributions, one can understand the general charatiters

] the GRB environment. To do this in affective way, we create
comparativeEW diagrams, where the EWs of an individual burst
are plotted together with the average and standard dewgatib

the sample, which are the same as shown in[Big. 2 (Seé&lFig. 4
for some examples and Fig._C.1 of the online material for the
complete catalogue of EW diagrams).

These diagrams are useful to quickly estimate the strength
of the absorption features as compared to the sample as
well as to identify environments with unusual charactarist
Independently of the strength of the features, the reldine
strengths should be similar to the sample average if the com-
position of GRB host galaxies is uniform. An EW diagram that
does not follow the shape of the average diagram (see the 3 bot
tom panels of Fid.]4), immediately tells us that the envirenin
of the GRB has peculiarities. As an example, GRB 060526, sec-
ond from the bottom of Fid.14, shows very low EWs for highly
Fig. 3. Convolution of a log-normal distribution of columnionised species, such ast&iCiv or Al ur as compared to their
densities of Si11527, randomly generated, with a CoG tdower ionised transitions & Cu and Ali. For GRB 070411 the
a distribution of EWs. We have assumed a distribution withehaviour is the opposite.
log (N/cm?) = 145 + 1.0 and also a log-normal distribution ~ As EW diagrams can easily reveal anomalous feature
of particle velocities witHog (b/kms™) = 1.1 + 0.3 (equivalent strengths, they are also a useful tool to identify faulty suee-
to 126kms™1). The red continuous line indicates the CoG usingients, features that ar6ected by contamination of intervening
the central b parameter, while the dotted lines are for beslumaterial, artefacts in the data, etc. In fact, while writthg pa-

1-0- above or below. Continuous blue lines mark the distributigper we have identified several such cases, allowing us teeevi
of column densities and its corresponding distribution @< the data and, when possible, correct the measurements.

once convolved with the CoG. The blue dashed line is the EW

distribution that would be produced if the CoG would only dav
a linear regime.

100.000

10.000 ¢

1.000 ¢
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12 18
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3.2. Line Strength Parameter

Comparative studies of spectra over a wide range of redstaift
be a dificult task, as the spectral features can fall at veffigdent
wavelengths in the observer frame. To study the line strengt

On the other hand, there are limitations on the study of EV@%éZ?egﬁV?’reeggﬁ# (;s;[rsiéqlgdsterzﬁntcri]enélry of Itef:e(li/vsalg/ehlgrneg;]qergnge
in low resolution spectra as compared to determining therool ' gihp

densities of material with Voigt profile fitting in high resion as:
spectra. In most of the cases, the lines that we are studyéng a

in the saturated regime, where the strength of the lines are hSP =
linearly related with the amount of material, so line ratingst

be handled with care. In this sense, the study of the EWs of ignare EW is the equivalent width for each of the individual
dividual bursts can give us an idea of the environment withfltected lines in the spectrugiog EW), the central equivalent
GRB host galaxies, but a quantitative description can beemqfigih obtained from the fits in Sect. 3ioq ewi is the standard
challenging (see secti¢n 8.4). deviation (both shown in Tabl@ 3) ahtthe total number of lines
Finally, one must be cautious when studying some of the insed to calculate thieSP.
dividual features due to blending of several species. Thetmo This parameter measures the strength of the absorption fea-
prominent case in our sample is the feature at 1303 A produdedes of a spectrum as compared to the average GRB spectrum.
by the blend of Q11302.17, Sii11304.37 and @ 11304.86. A value of zero would mean that the absorption features in
Both 0111302.17 and Si11304.37 are intense features that carthe spectrum have the same strength as the average spectrum.
not be disentangled at our resolution and that add similaireo Positive values indicate bursts with stronger than aveliags,
butions, whereas ©11304.86 is only important in some veryand equal to 1.0 if the deviation is equivalent to-1h the same
early spectra. In a similar way the two Zrieatures are blendedway a negative value implies weak lines. In Tdble 5 we display
with Cr. Although in most cases the Ziris dominant, the con- the LSP for each of the GRBs considered in the sample. We
tribution of Cru cannot be neglected. In the case of early specti@so calculate the standard deviation (of the summationegal
some Fai features as well as £can be blended with fine struc-in Eq. 1) for each of the GRBs that indicates houfatient is
ture transitions of the same species. These fine structame trthe distribution of line strengths with respect to the ageraf
sitions can be induced by the radiation from the prompt GRBRBSs. In the case of a spectrum where we only have detection
emission and in consequence have an EW that can vary withits, we use the strongest limit given by a single line ttcoa
time. These features are disregarded in the physical fiopagfd late a limit value for the_SP.
in Sect[3.4. In Tablg]3 we indicate the lines that dfeaed by The distribution ofLSPs can be fitted by a gaussian with
blends with other lines. an average value giLSP) = -0.03 and a standard deviation

N\ log EW; —(log EW),

1
N =y Olog EW,i

1)
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examples of individual bursts: GRB 060210, an afterglovhwitong lines; GRB 070125, with weak features; GRB 060521, &

very weakly ionised environment; GRB 070411, with very highisation.

of o .sp = 0.72. The average LSP is not centred on zero but
slightly below, as the distribution of EWSs is not fitted by afpet
gaussian but has a tail towards lower values (see[SectTh@3e

values can be used to calculate the percentile of line dfneng
that corresponds to a specific afterglow (see [Hig. 5) thrahgh

PLSP,i = 50(1 + ERF( ))
To extract further information, we calculate two additibna
LSPs, separately using just high-, or low-ionised species. i th

following formula:
LSP; — (LSP) @)

V20 sp

Fig. 4. EW diagrams: In red we represent the EWs of the spectralresifieach afterglow spectrum. The continuous black line

is the average of the sample of GRBs (see [Fig. 2), whereasotieddines indicate the standard deviations over and uthier
value. Gray regions mark the range where there is no specivatage or it is fiected by strong telluric features. Each panel shows

1.0

0.8

0.6

f(<LSP)

0.2

0.0L

way we can see if the behaviour idt@rent for high ionisation

and low ionised environments. The higher ionisation linesld ) o )

be more Close|y associated with star forming regionS, sathe F|g 5. Cu_mulatlve d|Str|bUt|0n. of the line Strength parameter
ones that produce GRBs, whereas the lower ionisation speci@€ red line are the observations, whereas the the blue dlashe
would be more representative of the overall galaxy. Fordie | line is the best fit to a gaussian distribution.

ionisationLSP we use the lines of species with ionisation poten-

tial lower than 10 eV and for the high-ionisatitSP those that
have potentials higher than 30 eV, as shown in Table 4. Both
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Table 5. Neutral hydrogen column density, derived fromaly ties that lie in the damped Lyman{DLA) regime. In this sec-
LSP, low-ionisationLSP and high-ionisatiorLSP for the 69 tion we measure the rest-frame EWs of a sample of interven-

spectra in our sample.

GRB log Ni; LSP LSP_ LSPy
050319 20.980.20 0.62-0.30 0.640.14 1.2@:0.25
050401 22.680.30 0.5%0.46 0.340.31 0.12:0.03

050408 — 0.490.37 0.34:0.22 —
050730 22.180.10 -0.46£0.27 -0.48:0.22 -0.31+0.12
050802 — 0.410.18 0.480.18 0.26:0.04
050824 — —-0.68:0.24  -0.68+0.24 —
050908 17.680.10 -1.12+0.96 <-319 0.09:0.11

050922C  21.560.10 -0.90+t0.57 -0.64:0.26 -0.75:0.27
060115 21.580.10 0.0%0.22 0.28:0.06 —0.84+0.18
060124 18.580.50 0.280.08 <-155 0.28:0.08
060206 21.850.10 0.5@:0.15 <101 —
060210 21.580.15 1.3%0.71 1.2%0.47 1.480.53
060502A — -0.16:0.21  -0.16£0.21 —
060526 20.080.15 -0.46:0.53 -0.12:0.14 -2.39+0.51
060614 — <-0.37 <-0.37 —
060707 21.080.20 0.36:0.35 0.66:0.20 -0.87+0.19
060714 21.880.10 0.62:0.33 0.52:0.25 0.64:0.23
060729 — —-0.84+0.40 -0.84+0.40 —

060904B — 0.040.13 0.04:0.13 —
060906 21.8%0.10 -042+0.19 -0.31+0.07 -0.29+0.06
060908 — 0.450.10 <-0.18 0.45:0.10
060926 22.680.15 -0.25+0.09 -0.10+0.02 -0.32+0.07
060927 — <0.23 <0.23 —
061007 — 0.650.34 0.65:0.34 —
061021 — -1.00+0.21  -1.00+0.21 —
061110A — -0.05+0.01 -0.05+0.01 —
0611108 — 0.140.24  -0.37+0.11 0.64:0.19
061121 — 0.760.37 0.792:0.43 0.96:0.19
070110 21.780.10 -0.33+0.41 -0.09+0.20 -0.95+0.35
070125 — -2.58+0.80 -3.35+0.71 -1.82+0.39
070306 — < 0.36 < 0.36 <169
070318 — -0.39+0.37 -0.39+0.37 —
070411 19.380.30 -097+0.72 -1.24+0.46 -0.05+0.05
070419A — -0.29+0.12  -0.29+0.12 —
070506 22.080.30 0.5@:0.39 0.54:0.28 0.7@:0.28
070508 — <0.39 < 0.39 —
070611 — -0.81+0.17 -0.81+0.17 <-184

070721B  21.580.20 0.2%0.24 0.120.04 0.560.21
070802 21.580.20 1.12:0.68 1.35:0.68 —0.16+0.03

071020 — 0.5@0.28 0.5@:0.28 <-013
071031 22.150.05 -040+0.32 -0.47+0.30 0.02:0.04
071112C — -0.59+0.32 -0.59+0.32 —
080210 21.980.10 0.220.32 0.02:0.20 0.620.22
0803198 — -0.75+0.23  -0.75+0.23 —
080319C — 0.460.24 0.45:0.10 0.62:0.13
080330 — -0.43+0.42 -1.12+0.34 -0.47+0.10
080411 — -0.08+0.12 -0.15+0.11 —
080413B — 0.1920.28 0.44:0.22 —
080520 — < -0.60 < -0.60 <211
080603B  21.8%0.05 -1.11+0.59 -1.57+0.48 -0.83+0.30
080604 — 0.380.21 0.380.21 —
080605 — 0.540.45 0.6%0.36 1.11%0.24
080607 22.780.15 0.880.47 0.8@:0.30 1.06-0.38
080707 — 0.490.28 0.49:0.28 —
080710 — -133+0.70 -1.33+0.70 —
080721 21.680.10 0.41:0.31 0.52:0.24 0.52:0.22
080810 — -0.19+0.19  -0.79+0.17 0.46:0.09
080905B — -0.02+0.32 -0.06+0.25 -0.51+0.11
080913 — < -0.42 < -0.42 —
080916A — 0.380.08 0.380.08 —
080928 — -0.88+0.62 -0.98+0.62 -0.16+0.03
081007 <343 <343

081008 21.5820.10 -059+0.40 -0.30+0.15 -0.83+0.31
090102 — 0.720.49 0.820.50 0.56:0.12
090516 21.730.10 1.3%0.64 1.250.44 1.230.43

090519 — < -0.55 <0.50 <-0.55
090529 — 0.0#0.17 0.6%0.13 -0.4%0.10
090812 22.380.10 -0.14+0.35 -0.07+0.21 -0.65+0.26
090814A — 0.81%0.34 0.81:0.34 —

low-ionisationLSP (LSP.) and high-ionisatiorL,SP (LSPy)
are displayed in Tablg 5.

3.3. Comparison with quasar DLAs

ing DLA systems in quasar spectra in a similar way to what we
have done for GRBs. We have used the original QSO-DLA sam-
ple from|[Noterdaeme et al. (2009) based on the Sloan Digital
Sky Survey Data Release 7 (SDSS-DR7) database of QSO spec-
tra. These authors automatically searched for DLA linefnre
ing their Ly fits whenever metal lines are detected redward of
the Lya forest. We have selected all systems from their list with
log (Nn;/cm™2) > 20 and redshifts in the range22< z < 3.2, lo-
cated at least 5000 km’sfrom a background QSO witR < 21.

To simplify the analysis we have limited the comparison t® th
following spectral features: £11335, Siva1403, Sini11527,
Civa1549, Alu11671 and Aln11855.

In Fig.[d and FigCCIlL of the Appendix we show the his-
tograms of the EWs for GRBs and in the cases of the lines
where we have DLA data, we also represent additional his-
tograms with DLA data in green. The DLA histograms have
been scaled down to match the smaller number of GRBs so
that the histograms can be plotted together. Similar measur
ments to the ones displayed in Table 3 are given for DLASs in
Table[®. It is immediately clear that the features producgd b
qguasar intervening DLAs are weaker. We find that the EWs
of GRB absorption features are, on averagé, £ 0.6 times
larger than the DLAs. The excess of material in the line of
sight of GRBs as compared to DLAs has been already described
(Savaglio et al. 2003; Jakobsson et al. 2006a) and is iretegr
as due to the dlierent impact parameters: The material gener-
ating the DLA absorptions are produced as the line of sight to
the quasar intercepts the intervening galaxy, which igssitat
cally more probable to happen in the outskirts of the galaxy
(Prochaska et al. 200[7; Fynbo etlal. 2008; Pontzen et al.)2010
On the other hand, GRBs are produced inside the most luminous
regions|(Bloom et al. 2002; Fruchter etlal. 2006; Svenssaf et
2010) of star forming galaxies (Christensen et al. 2004plym
ing that the light will have to interact with much more maatri
before escaping the host galaxy. However, we note that all th
lines in our DLA sample are between 2.3 and 2.9 times weaker
than the ones in the GRB sample except for one. In the case of
Crv, the GRB lines are 3.4 times stronger than those found in
DLAs. This excess of @ could be indicative of an excess of
Wolf-Rayet stars| (Berger etial. 2006) in the GRB host gakxie
as compared to QSO DLAs.

For comparison, we have plotted, in F[g. 2, the average
EWSs measured for DLAs (in green) together with the values for
GRBs.

Table 6. Fits to the distribution of lines for quasar intervening
DLA systems.

Feature 1009 (A) 0o @min)
Cual1335 0.63 0.34
SivA11403 0.30 0.36
Sin11527 0.45 0.39

C1va11548,1551 0.70 0.39
Al 111671 0.43 0.39
Al m11855 0.24 0.37

3.4. Physical fit of the EW distributions

In general, GRBs are produced in environments with larde this section we attempt to fit the distributions of EWs tivat
amounts of neutral gas, with neutral hydrogen column densiave obtained, using CoGs to derive the actual distribution
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Table 7.Distribution of column densities derived from the EWs. Fritva fits we derive that the average number of line components

is 6.00112

total

Species Features (A) <Iog(N/cm‘2)>cOmp Tlog (N/em-2) <Iog(N/cm‘2)>

ST 1527 45072 1107% 1528707
Sitv 1394, 1403 180020 0.80/0% 145800
Civ 1549 1450°028 0.80/0%0 15.28:0%8
Fen 1608, 2374,2587 12985 10082 1507:82
Aln 1671 133&8353 1.20j838 14.16jgfgg
Al 1855, 1863 137:0% 0.90/048 1395:0%
Mg1 2852 1219§835§ 0.80f838 1297§8}5§
Mg 2800 1359028 0.60°040 1437°0%
Cau 3935, 3970 154088 0.50/040 133208

column densities of each species. We use only featuresthatthe best fits, obtained by this method are shown in Hig. 1 and
produced by single species (we exclude thgSdi, Znu/Cru  Fig.[C.] as dashed blue lines. From these results we obfin th
and Sii/Su line blends, as well as theiCand Far that can be the typical number of components generating absorpti@slis
blended with fine structure lines, but we include doublethef 6.003;33. Within our sample, the most abundant species that are
same species such asvCMg). detected in the host galaxies of GRBs ane @nd Sii, with Can

The fit is determined from the distribution of EWs of all theand Mgt being the least common.
features simultaneously. To do this, we must make some gssum
tions: (1) The distribution of column densities is desctilyy a
log-normal distribution (characterised log N) andoiogn). 4. Discussion
(2) The distribution of particle velocities is described djog-
normal distribution (characterised ipg b) andoiog ). (3) The  4.1. lonisation ratios

material producing the features is located in a series ohph) ) )
the same for all the species, this will create a specific nurbe YSINg the elements of our sample that haviedent states of
components. ionisation, we can derive equivalent width ratios that \gille

To limit the amount of free parameters we will assume th d'ca“"? measures of the.typlcall degrees of ionisatioaaih .

the distribution of particle velocities hék) (b/kms*1)> _ 11 © ementin GRB host gala>_<|es. This can be u_sed to compare with
) P 9 K " the environments probed in quasar intervening DLA systems o

(equivalent to 1B5kms™) andoiog pims) = 0.3. This is esti- to identify peculiar GRB environments that depart from e t

mated from the values derived from line profile fitting in L08R jcal values.

afterglows (with a total of 66 velocity components) observe  \ye first compare Si11403 with SinA1527. These two lines

with high spectral resolution using UVES at the Very Largf,, e the advantage of being separated by only 124 A in the rest
Teles.cope (see F"ﬂ. b’, D EI|aFet al. 2007, Piranomontelet ﬂgme, so that they are normally covered in a single spectrum
2008; Fox et al. 2008; D'Elia et al. 2009). Figure[T shows the values of 811403 vs. Sit11527 for both
GRBs (red dots) and QSO intervening DLAs (green squares).
The average ratio of the detections (limits are not consiler
here) are shown with a dashed line (red for GRBs, green for
15 - DLAs), and dotted lines represent the standard deviatians.

L a first glance we see that GRBs seem to have higher ratios of

—| SivA1403Sin11527. However, when we plot the ratio of the
; ’_I' LJ_‘ distributions from Tablgl3 (dashed-dotted line), wherédtkrare

|
0

Number

considered, we see that it lies below the average value atd th
it is almost identical to the one from intervening DLAs. Ireth
1 1 100 case of the DLAs the average value of the detections and the
b parameter (km s”) distribution are consistent. This implies that the presgiaverage
value is biased by non-detections 0i5i1403, which is usually
Fig. 6. Distribution of theb parameter for absorption compo-Weaker than Si11527. This does not seem to be so significant
nents, measured by fitting voigt profiles in high-resolutipec- for the DLA systems, as the two ratios match.
tra of GRB afterglows. The orange line is the log-normal fit. The ratio between ©.41549 and Gi141335 can be a better
estimator of the ionisation as, being both very strong festu
it provides a large number of detections (Fiy. 8). Furtheemo
The fitting code that we have created compares the EW hignong the ionisation ratios given here, this one has thedbwe
tograms to models created in a similar way to what was showfispersion in strength of the features, making the iorosatiut-
in section[2.P. The models are computed for varying coluniers stand out more clearly. Finally, the ionisation paigrof
density distributions and varying number of components TICIV is the highest of our sample (see Table 4). In this case the
method searches for minimuypd values within an allowed range average ratios of the detections and the ratio of the digtdb
of parameters. average are consistent, meaning that the detection limgtaat
To simultaneously use as much information as possible, w&ongly dfecting the results.
fit all the features that we have in our sample together. The re Inthe case of the Ali11855 and Ah11671 ratio, the ionisa-
sults of the fits are displayed in Taldle 7. The distributioiéng tion potentials are not as extreme as in the previous cagss)-m

—

T
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10.0

EW(CIV1549) (A)

o
ARt

04 L ‘
0.1 1.0 10.0
EW(SilV1403) (A)

Fig. 7.SivA1403 vs. Sii11527. Red dots are from GRB spectrdig. 10.C1vA11549 vs. Siva1403. The colour coding is the same
whereas green boxes are from quasar intervening DLA systems in Fig[7.

For clarity, detection limits are only plotted for GRBs. bas
lines are the average values of the line ratios (detectioitdi

are ignored), dotted are the standard deviation of theseegal (2006) suggest that a Wolf-Rayet outflow model would produce

and dashed-dotted lines are the ratios of the average vafue@Psorbersrich in carbon and low in silicon, making the/Sirv
the distributions. See Talé 8 for a summary of the line satio & good tracer these kind of massive stars. In fact, this shtwvs

10.0¢

EW(CIV1549) (A)
5

0.1 1.0 10.0

EW(CII1335) (A)

Fig. 8. CvA1549 vs. GiA1335. The colour coding is the same | log($r4242) | -0.06,0.23| -0.15 | -0.19, 0.24| -0.18

as in Fig[Y.

ing that moderate star formation can account for the exaitat
of Al to these levels (see Fifgl 9).

10.0F

EW(AIIlI1854) (A)

01E

EW(AIII1671) (A)

Fig. 9. Al m21855 vs. Aln11671. The colour coding is the sam
asin Fig[Y.

a more significant dierence with the DLA systems. This indi-
cates a possible excess of Wolf-Rayet stars in the envirotame
of GRBs, consistent with the models that explain long GRBs as
the collapse of massive stars.

The fits to all these line ratios are given in Table 8.

Table 8. EW ratios of selected lines for GRBs and DLAs. Both
the average of the detections (when both lines are deteatetl)

the distributions (ratio of the average of the distributidrom
Tabled 8 andl16) are shown. In the case of the average ratios of
detections we give also the dispersion of the distribution.

GRB DLA
Det. Dist. Det. Dist.
Centreo Centre| Centreo Centre

Ratio

log(§dse) | 0.13,0.43 | 0.16 | 0.07,0.23 | 0.05

log(4/448%2) | -0.20,0.23| -0.26 | -0.29,0.25| -0.25

log( §h9) | 0.47,0.16 | 051 | 0.39,0.24 | 0.37

o

Finally we plot both the ionisation ratios (EW of the highest
ionised species over the EW of the lowest-ionised species) o
carbon and silicon in Fig._11. The ratios of both C and Si
and allow us to easily separate highly-ionised (at the tghtri
of the figure) and low-ionised environments (at the lowet) lef
from the average values found in GRBs (centre). It is curious
to see that the 4 GRBs with highest ionisation, GRBs 050908,
060124, 080810 and 070411 all have very low neutral hydro-
gen column densities, with lod\(;;/cm™2) < 20 (see also
Sect[4.ZB). This relation between high ionisation envinents
and low column density of neutral hydrogen was already noted
by Jakobsson et al. (2006a) and later modelled by Thone et al
(2011). In these very ionised spectra, the photons emiitedéd
GRB itself or of an environment rich in Wolf-Rayet stars waul
ionise the hydrogen. In the case of GRB 090426, the amount

f absorbing H was seen to decrease during the hours that fol-
owed the GRBI[(Thone et gl. 2011), supporting the hypothesi
of the ionising GRB.

On the other side, bursts like GRBs 060526 and 060707

In Fig.[10 we plot the ratio of the two more extreme ionisedhow very low ionisation. Given that GRBs are supposed te hap

species in our sample,1€11549 and Siva14032. Berger et al.

pen in strong star forming regions, we would expect ionised e
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formed/ Christensen etlal. (2011) find a decrease in thegttren

1 of several absorption features of our sample when they caampa

! two composite spectra with average times of 0.4 and 5 hr after
+ i | the burst. Our data shows no significant correlation of the LS

5 Hiﬂ i with time, as shown in Fig._13. We find correlation €itgents

ok RIS 080810, —+050908 of r = —0.015 (for a sample of 65 data points) ang —0.03,

S i‘q% = . L7 1 implying a probability of correlation of 0.21 (B).
i TEe . ]

|
B
i J
060 ‘
060526 ! J
i
i 3
1

W(SilV1403) / EW(Sill1527)
5

E

0.1
0.1 1.0 10.0
EW(CIV1549) / EW(CII1335)

Fig. 11. Comparison between the ionisation ratio of carbonand &
silicon. Dashed dotted lines mark the average values of each
tio and the dotted ellipse thed -area.
2 :
vironments. As a consequence, these bursts with very low ion -3 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
isation might be mostly probing material that is in the lirfe o 0.001 0.010 0.100 1.000 10.000
sight but unrelated to the star forming regions where GRBs ar Rest frame time (hr)
produced.
Fig. 13. Comparison of the. SP with the time of the observa-
tion in rest frame, showing no correlation. The shaded regio
— indicates the uncertainty in the slope of the linear fit.
2 = S
or <—050008 ﬁ%},{@“ 070802 4.2.2. LSP vs. Extinction
e | - *ﬁtﬁ%’“’"’ ] , o .
S L oy 0T T ] We here compare theSP with the extinction, parametrized
2 Yo Y +060526 7 by Ay, the equivalent extinction in the rest-frariveband. Ay
L T ] is usually derived from SED fitting of power-laws with a su-
4l i perposed extinction law. When available, we use the extinct
tolo T ] determined by Zafar et al. (2011), using Kann etlal. (201@) an
; ) o ) Schady et all. (ZO:LO_) for other cases. o
Lsp When a GRB is seen through more material in its host

t galaxy, the absorption features in the spectrum show higher

Fig. 12. Comparison of the high- and low-ionisatiaSPs. The EWs. Furthermore, if the presence of this material is catesl
dashed line indicates equal low- and high-ionisati@P. The with the presence of dust, the spectrum would also be more ex-

dotted lines mark where theyfeér by 1.0. tinguished. This is precisely what we see in [Figl 14 where the
LSP increases with increasing extinction. We obtain correfati

codficients ofr = 0.52 (for a sample of 36 data points) aneg

Many GRBs cannot be included in plots like the one i0.63, indicating a probability of correlation of 0.9999713). A
Fig.[11 because of the lack of several of the species in the spknear fit to the data givelsSP = (0.98+0.28)Ay +(0.59+ 0.20).
trum. In these cases we can study the ionisation of the GRB env
ronment by using th&€ SP_ andLSPy. Fig.[12 compares them
and shows how some extreme environments, with very low #2-3- LSPvs. No
very high ionisation levels stand out. As the amount of material producing the absorption featires
creases in the line of sight, together with the increaseaf 8P,
we would expect to see an increase in the column density of neu
tral hydrogen, measured through the fitting of the absomptya
In the following paragraphs we study correlations (or thok laf ~ feature.
them) between the strength of the absorption featuresugro  Figure [I% (top) plots theLSP as a function of the
the LSP) and several properties of the GRB and its host galaxye-derived column density of neutral hydrogeny & (from
environment. For each case we use parametric (Peansoais [Fynbo et al. 2009). Unfortunately, this is only possible team
relation codiicient) and non-parametric tests (Spearsmante  sure from the ground for GRBs with redshift larger ttar2,
determine the strength of the correlations. when the 1215 A feature is redshifted into the visible range.
Although there is some tendency to find highey M large
LSP spectra, there is a great dispersion, pointing to a large
dispersion in the metallicities of GRB environments or inde
As a first check, we study how the LSP correlates with the tinpendent regions generating the absorptions. Correlatef- c
after the GRB (rest frame) in which the observation was pdieients ofr = 0.32 (for a sample of 27 data points) and

4.2. LSP correlations

4.2.1. LSP vs. Observation time
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fore (Jakobsson et al. 2006a; Campana et al.|2010; Thore et a
2011) and interpreted as due to the ionisation of hydrogéimen
near GRB environment (Lazzati etlal. 2001; Watson et al.[p007

4.2.4. LSP vs. Ny x

Using X-ray measurements we can also obtain an estimate of th
column density of neutral hydrogeiy x) by fitting the spec-
trum of the X-ray afterglow with a power law and an extinction
] curve (Campana et al. 2010). However, this extinction isdiot
P ‘ ] rectly caused by hydrogen but by metals, so it is very depen-
0.01 010 1.00 dent on the composition of the host galaxy. The relation betw
A (mag) the extinction andNy is well known for the Milky Way, but the
v uncertainty is large in GRB host galaxies (Watson & Jakobsso
Fig. 14.Correlation between theSP and the intrinsic extinction 12012). Comparing theSP with the X-ray derivedNy (Fig.[16)
of the GRB. The shaded region indicates the uncertaintyen tBhows a correlation but with large dispersion. We obtaimesor
slope of the linear fit. lation codficients ofr = 0.39 (for a sample of 44 data points)
andp = 0.40, indicating a probability of correlation of 0.993
(2.60). Alinear fit givesLSP = (0.48+ 0.17) log (Ny.x /cm2) —
p = 0.15, with a probability of correlation of 0.56 () con- (10.51+3.74).In this case we find no significantidirence when
firms the weakness of the correlation. A linear fit to the dagonsidering the low- and high-ionis&$Ps.
givesLSP = (0.19 + 0.11)log N4 .0/cm™?) — (3.98 + 2.39).
However, we note that the fit is constrained by those GRBs with
log (Ny;/cm2) < 20. If we exclude those bursts the fit is uncon-
strained.

LSP
o
T

LSP

LSP

200 205 210 215 220 225 230
logN__(cm”)

Fig. 16. Correlation between theSP and the X-derivedNy of
the GRB. The shaded region indicates the uncertainty in the
slope of the linear fit.

4.2.5. LSP vs. Redshift

LSP

Thanks to the very broad redshift distribution of GRBs, thawg
help to answer questions related to the evolution of gasaael

+ High-on (>30 V) their star formation history. In this section we look for espible

3E rowon (<10 5 evolution of theLSP with the redshift. FigurEZ17 shows a large

i ‘ ‘ ‘ : : : dispersion in th& SPsbut no significant evolution. A linear fit to
17 18 19 20 21 22 23

-2,
IogNH.O (cm”™)

the dataset returns a slope of 0:90.08, consistent with no red-
shift evolution. We obtain correlation cfiieients ofr = 0.016
Fig. 15. Relation between theSP and the Lyr-derivedNy of  (for a sample of 69 data points) apd= 0.06, indicating a very

the GRB. The shaded regions indicate the uncertainty in tlg&v correlation probability of 0.41 (60).
slopes of the linear fits. It has been shown that DLAs show a significant evolu-

tion of their metallicity with redshift (Wolfe et al. 2005)yith
lower metallicities for high redshifts. For lower metaifies,

It is interesting to see how the plot changes when we coore would expect to see, on average, weaker absorption fea-
sider separately theSP, andLSPy. Figure[15 (bottom) shows tures due to metal lines. For GRBs, this evolution is shadlow
that GRBs with column densities lobyi§; o/cm2) < 20 present (Fynbo et all 2006; Thone etlal. 2012), so that it only become
extreme ionisation states, showing predominantly venhllig significant at very high-redshift. In our sample there arky @n
ionised environments, although there is also the case ofya V&RBs atz > 5 and, in those cases, we only have limits for their
low ionised burst. The relation of low neutral hydrogen coltSP. Although this could be indicative of a lowe6P, the sam-
umn densities and high-ionisation has been already seen ple-is not big enough for a highstudy.
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4.2.7. LSP vs. host galaxy absolute magnitude

In this section we compare theSP with the absolute host mag-
nitude at a rest-frame wavelength of 1700 A. These data are ob
tained from Schulze et al. (in prep.), using the observaticom
the TOUGH samplel (Hjorth et all 2012, Malesani in prep.), the
GHostS sampleéd and theKeck GRB host project imaging cata-
lod. Figure[I® shows the fit of theSP versus host absolute
magnitude comparison. In spite of the dispersion, therelieax
correlation that followd. SP = (—0.27+0.08)Mpos.1700— (5.02+
1.59). We obtain correlation céi&cients ofr = —0.62 (for a sam-
ple of 19 data points) and= —0.64, indicating a probability of
0 2 4 6 8 correlation of 0.997 (Zo).

Redshit Larger, more luminous host galaxies, contain more material
Fig. 17. Relation of theLSP with redshift. The shaded regionénF?BSsh?hu;? tr;]reoduce, on average, stronger lines in the spetr
LN L - : y host. Due to the random location of the GRB
indicates the uncertainty in the slope of the linear fit. within the galaxy, the relation between the strength of thes
and the host magnitude will have an intrinsic dispersiorictvh
is also seen in the plot. We have done a similar exerciseS&
andLSPy looking for differences in the correlation, which could
be indicative of diferent locations for lower and higher ionised
4.2.6. lonisation vs. Ejg species within the host, such as a higher ionisation ne@ R,

but found no significant dlierence.

Here we compare the ionisation of the GRB environment, char-
acterised by the flierence between the high-ionisatitusP
(LSPy) with the low-ionisation.SP (LSP, ), with the isotropic
equivalent energy release inrays of the GRB|(Butler et al.
2007;/ Sakamoto et gl. 2011). Fig.]18 shows that the ionisatio
grows with Ejs, with correlation cofficients ofr = 0.35 (for a
sample of 35 data points) apd= 0.30, indicating a correlation
probability of 0.92 (17¢). A linear fit gives(LSPy — LSP,) =
(0.41+0.19)log Eiso/€rg) — (21.98+ 10.17).

Although this correlation is weak, it gives a hint of an in-
teresting €ect: It could mean that part of the ionisation that
we see in afterglow spectra are due to the GRB, or that highly
ionised hosts (probably due to intense star formation) yced -
more energetic GRBs. Part of the dispersion of this coiicelat 16 -7 18 19 20 21 -22
can be caused by using the isotropic equivalent energy @vher HostM  (mag)
we assume that the energy is emitted isotropically) instefad
the beaming-corrected energy (which is the real energyishatig. 19. Relation of theLSP with host galaxy magnitude. The
released through jets). Unfortunately, we do not have elmoughaded region indicates the uncertainty in the slope ofitieaut
data to perform a study with the beaming-corrected energy. fit.

LSP

LSP

w 3 4.2.8. LSP vs. galaxy offset

] In this final section we compare thé&P with the projected fi-

A set of the GRB afterglow with respect to the centroid of thstho
galaxy. The ffset values have been obtained from Malesani et
al. (2012 in prep.). Figufe 20 shows, in its lower panel,lt5&
versus the fiset, using a colour coding for each object, where
redder dots imply higher extinction and bluer ones loweinext
tion. Those objects for which there is no reliable extinctioea-
surement are coloured black. The top panel shows the histogr

L

LSPH—LSP

3 ‘ f of offsets, where we can see that the medifiset is 1.16 kpc,
510 515 520 525 530 535 540 545 similar to the value of 1.3 kpc obtained by Bloom et al. (2002)
log(E /erg) for an HST sample.
If the GRBs could happen at any position within the host
Fig. 18. Relation of the ionisation, characterised b$Py — galaxy, we would expect that the maximw8P would decline
LSP, with Ejs. The shaded region indicates the uncertainty in
the slope of the linear fit. L httpy/www.dark-cosmology.gf OUGH

2 httpy//www.grbhosts.org
3 httpy/www.astro.caltech.edudperleyhosts
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Fig. 21. Cartoon showing a limited region of the host in which
the GRBs are generated (dark circle) and ttfeat that an ex-
tended region surrounding the previous (or the lack of ithhdo
0 1 2 3 4 have in the distribution oE SPs as a function of the galaxyf
Offset (kpc) sets. We indicate how the 'range’ of intervening materiahdr
the inner region is reduced as th&set increases, while the
'minimum’ material, given by the extended region incesa

Fig. 20. Bottom: Relation of the.SP with the projected fiset
between the afterglow and the host galaxy. The colour codi

indicates the extinction of the afterglow, being red the heoss hithe dfset.

tinguished and blue the least ones, those bursts witholicalee

extinction measurement are indicated in black. Green lares

qualitative indicators of the distribution limits. Top: $fbgram — For each spectral feature we calculate the average EW and
of offsets. The red-dashed line indicates the meditseb its standard deviation, from which we obtain a picture of the

typical GRB afterglow spectrum and the range of variations

. - _ that can be expected.
as the @setincreases, whereas the minimu&P would be lim- _jgjng these values we propose the use of the EW diagrams as
ited by the detectability of lines and would not depend on the anhical tools to compare an individual GRB to the sample
offset. In Fig[2D we see that the first statement is matched, but ;4 give a catalogue with all our 69 spectra.
the second is not. We see how the minimum value otBBin-  _ ag compared with a sample of quasar intervening DLA spec-
creases as we increase theset. A possible explanation to this, tra, we find the GRB absorbers to be, on average, 2.5 times
is that GRBs only occur within limited areas of the host galax str(’)nger and slightly more ionised. Thefdience of line
(e.g. the most prolific star forming regions). In this caseréh  gyrength is more significant in the case of thev@hat is
would be additional material, producing the minimwsP in 3.4 times stronger in GRBs. There is also an excess in the
an extended region of the galaxy where no GRBs would form. ¢,y 31549si1v11403 ratio. This excess of € can be re-
Due to a projection fect, the minimumLSP value produced  |ateq 0 the existence of an excess of Wolf-Rayet stars in the
by this extended region of the host is higher for largisets, environment of GRBs, consistent with the massive star ori-
as depicted in Fid. 21 for a very simplified example. Fidure 20 gin of the explosions.
also shows how the bursts at the top of the distribution, Wwhic _ We introduce theLSP as an overall measurement of the
are the ones located behind most of the host galaxy mateeial a strength of the absorption features in a GRB spectrum rel-

also the ones that show the highest extinction, as one watld @ 546 1 the sample as a single number. We give the distribu-
pect. We have also considered if other biases would prodigce t i, of LSPs so that one can derive, for a specific spectrum

increase in the minimurbSP with the dfset, like having fainter 6 percentile of line strength in which it lies. SimilaSPs
afterglows at higherf@sets, diferences in the host galaxies, etC. 516 optained for each GRB afterglow spectrum considering
Althoughwe have not found evidence of any significant bias, w only low- and highly-ionised species respectively.

cannot discard otherffects. — We find correlations between théSP and the extinction of
the GRB, the hydrogen column density and the brightness
of the host. However, theSP is independent of the redshift
and the time at which the observation was performed.

We have used 69 low-resolution optical spectra of GRB after— There is a correlation between the ionisation of the abssrbe
glows, covering the redshift rangel? < z < 6.7, to perform in the GRB afterglow spectrum and the energy of they

a statistical study of the rest-frame equivalent widthstodrey emission, indicating that, either the GRB event s resgsasi
absorption features. 61 of those spectra come from the sampl for part of the ionisation, or galaxies with higher ionigati
presented by Fynbo etlal. (2009) while the measurement®of th (i.e. stronger star formation) produce more energetic GRBs
other 8 are presented in this paper. The study includes 22 spe- When comparing th&SP with the projected fiset between

tral features produced by 12fféirent atomic species. To obtain  the host and the afterglow, we detect a decay in the maximum
a consistent statistical analysis we include in our sampté b value as the afterglow lies further away from the galaxy, as
detections and detection limits of these spectral featéream- it would be expected. However, we also detect an increase in
mary of the observations is presented in Tables 1[dnd 2. This the minimumLSP, which could be due to an observational
collection of observations is used for the following: bias that we did not consider, but also due to a geometric

5. Summary and conclusions
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effect that could provide information on the structure of theorton, D. C. 2003, ApJS, 149, 205
host galaxy. Larger samples will be needed to confirm thisNoterdaeme, P., Petitjean, P., Ledoux, C., & Srianand, B928&A, 505, 1087

_ ; iatribg it ; ; anomonte, S., Ward, P. A, Fiore, F., et al. 2008, A&A, 4825
Using the distributions of EWs of single species featur Antzen, A, Deason. A.. Governato, F., et al. 2010, MNRAR, 4523

we use a CoG fitting method to derive the distribution gf;ocnaska 3. X.. Chen. H.-W. Dessauges-Zavadsky, M..corB] J. S. 2007
their column densities and the number of components thatapj, 666, 267
make those features. For this we assume that the distrilfwechter, G. E., Prochaska, J. X., Chen, H.-W., et al. 2008, 848, L93

tion of velocities of the absorbing atoms is described Hy‘cusmv J. L., Karpov, S. V., Sokolowski, M., et al. 2008/Na, 455, 183
akamoto, T., Barthelmy, S. D., Baumgartner, W. H., et al12@pJS, 195, 2

-1 .
<|Og (b/kms )> = 11 andoogprmsyy = 0.3, as derived saaterra, R., Della Valle, M., Campana, S., et al. 2009uiéa461, 1258
from line profile fitting of a sample of high resolution GRBSavaglio, S., Fall, S. M., & Fiore, F. 2003, ApJ, 585, 638

spectra. From the fit we obtain that the average number3#ady. P, Page, M. J., Oates, S. R., etal. 2010, MNRAS 2008
P - 9 ?vensson, K. M., Levan, A. J., Tanvir, N. R., Fruchter, A.&Strolger, L.-G.
components that produce features in GRB afterglow spectra,g;o vnRAS. 405, 57

is_ 6.00_j:‘2"5’. The column densities of each of the species af@nvir, N. R., Fox, D. B., Levan, A. J., et al. 2009, Nature] 46254
given in Tabld . Tejos, N., Lopez, S., Prochaska, J. X., Chen, H.-W., & DegssiZavadsky, M.
— The most extreme ionisation ratios in our sample are 2007, ApJ, 671, 622

: i Thone, C. C., Campana, S., Lazzati, D., et al. 2011, MNRAS, 479
found for GRBs with low neutral hydrogen column densn_ héne. C. C. Fynbo. J. P. U.. Goldoni, P., et al. 2012, a0@06.2337

Whether this is due to ionisation by the GRB emission Wilthsne. c. C.. Jakobsson, P., De Cia, A, et al. 2009, GRB@aates Network,
have to be determined in further detailed studies. 9409

Vergani, S. D., Petitjean, P., Ledoux, C., et al. 2009, A&B35771

Vreeswijk, P. M., Ledoux, C., Smette, A., et al. 2007, A&A #A®B3

Watson, D., Hjorth, J., Fynbo, J. P. U., et al. 2007, ApJ, €801

Watson, D. & Jakobsson, P. 2012, ApJ, 754, 89

Wolfe, A. M., Gawiser, E., & Prochaska, J. X. 2005, ARA&GA, £51
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Table 1. Rest-frame EWs (in A) of lines with wavelength below 2000AeTable displays detections or upper limitssfBwhenever the spectrum covers the range of the feature arfdature is

not dfected by strong telluric absorptions.

GRB z 1260 1303 1335 1394 1403 1527 1549 1608 1671 1855 1863
Sin Oy/Sin/Or* Cu/Cu* Siv Siv Sin Cwv/Civ Fen Al 1 Al m Al m
050319 3.24 182055 27&0.75 21&0.55 <2.05 2.15 0.67 <2.27 <2.26 <257 — — —
050401 2.89 <3.39 3.6@1.03 3.0&0.77 <3.60 <153 3.08051 254026 212039 18&0.36 1930.18 1.93+0.21
050408 1.24 — — — — — — — — — — —
050730 3.97 1.140.06 <1.43 0.920.04 0.820.03 0.46:0.05 — — 0.26:0.04 0.62 0.06 — —
050802 1.71 — <14.18 < 4.66 <2.48 <2.04 <1.58 2.7% 0.55 <1.63 <144 <1.08 <0.97
050824 0.83 — — — — — — — — — — —
050908 3.34 <0.08 0.3 0.05 0.14 0.04 <1.50 0.5% 0.04 <0.61 3.23 0.05 — <0.15 <0.18 <0.18
050922C 2.22 0.6560.06 <217 0.3%0.06 0.440.03 0430.03 062003 124003 0.190.03 0.840.03 <0.10 <0.11
060115 353 <1.19 2.540.40 196 0.40 <1.02 <1.04 1.330.35 1.320.35 <1.29 — <2.63 <2.29
060124 2.30 <0.85 <0.64 <0.70 1.09 0.28 <0.50 <0.39 2.93 0.22 <0.32 <0.35 <0.33 <0.33
060206 405 <237 2.7&0.02 2.2%0.03 — — — — — — — —
060210 391 442009 48%0.08 4320.08 3.030.06 1980.03 3.6A0.04 8.630.05 1.6%x0.04 — — —
060502A 1.50 — — — — — — — — — <2.95 <2.78
060526 321 1.480.07 1.7&0.10 1.7&0.10 <0.18 <0.16 0.7& 0.10 0.450.10 <0.15 0.86:0.10 — <0.33
060614 0.12 — — — — — — — — — — —
060707 3.43 <1.00 3.420.70 2.350.29 <0.53 <0.53 2.3@¢0.32 1.290.27 <0.58 2.12 0.36 <0.78 <0.79
060714 271 194016 342016 2.830.13 156011 135011 1.820.13 353011 1.3%0.13 205013 245%0.13 1.16+£0.13
060729 0.54 — — — — — — — — — — —
060904B 0.70 — — — — — — — — — — —
060906 3.68 0.860.21 118024 1.3&0.19 0.6&0.17 <0.34 <042 <0.47 <0.47 — <0.76 <0.67
060908 1.88 — — — <1.33 < 1.40 <0.89 3.23 0.52 <0.71 < 1.08 <0.43 <0.43
060926 3.21 <0.74 <0.72 1.3% 0.33 <0.73 <0.73 0.950.26 1.9a0.29 <041 — — —
060927 547 <1.29 < 2.96 <2.67 — — — — — — — —
061007 1.26 — — — — — — — <8.18 <6.73 <3.70 < 3.62
061021 0.35 — — — — — — — — — — —
061110A 0.76 — — — — — — — — — <12.17 <11.69
061110B 3.44 <2.28 2.6%0.47 15%032 149027 1.3%0.29 0.720.18 — <0.44 0.92 0.29 <0.76 <0.80
061121 1.31 — — — — — 2.060.06 4.420.06 1930.03 2.3%0.03 2.030.03 1.62+=0.03
070110 235 134012 212012 1.120.09 0420.09 042009 1.040.09 0.920.09 0.7%0.09 0.9¢0.09 0.320.09 0.30+£0.09
070125 1.55 — — — — — <0.25 0.6% 0.12 <0.19 <0.16 <0.14 <0.14
070306 1.50 — — — — — <9.25 <7.64 <5.84 <4.21 <3.37 <3.31
070318 0.84 — — — — — — — — — — —
070411 295 0.280.08 0.330.08 0.7%0.13 0.78&0.10 0.660.10 0.430.10 2.560.13 <0.13 0.46- 0.08 — —
070419A 0.97 — — — — — — — — — — —
070506 231 272030 3.230.33 <1.31 142021 2150.27 1.75%0.12 29920.15 142009 1.240.09 1.120.06 0.51+0.06
070508 0.82 — — — — — — — — — — —
070611 2.04 <0.92 <0.92 <0.94 <0.78 <0.77 <0.67 <0.65 <0.59 <0.52 <041 <0.40
070721B 3.63 <1.30 1.4G 0.41 <0.89 13041 15%0.48 1.250.41 3.150.56 <1.02 — <1.33 <1.91
070802 2.45 <5.70 < 4.56 <3.91 <2.70 <257 2.9@ 058 212052 3.04046 4.140.35 <0.70 <0.82
071020 215 <5.33 <4.87 < 4.08 <3.19 <3.42 < 2.36 <2.16 <1.84 1.9@¢ 0.63 <0.99 <1.01
071031 269 0742004 133003 12%0.04 1.0&0.04 0.75%0.04 054003 218004 0.880.04 0.620.03 0.260.03 —
071112C 0.82 — — — — — — — — — — —
080210 264 116019 2660.16 239014 154011 1.290.11 146008 3.490.11 1.020.08 1.7&¢0.08 1.040.08 0.66+0.08
080319B 0.97 — — — — — — — — — <3.44 <3.23
080319C 1.95 — — <2.88 <1.98 <1.87 <0.95 3.590.24 <0.67 1.930.31 1.46:0.20 1.42+0.20
080330 151 — — — — — <0.92 1.7%0.28 <0.74 <0.62 <0.44 <0.44

eJ109ds mojbiaye gyo Buo| ul syusAINba Jo uonnguisip ayl :'Je 18 obnsod auebn ap v



Table 1.continued.

GRB z 1260 1303 1335 1394 1403 1527 1549 1608 1671 1855 1863
Sin Oy/Sin/Or* Cu/Cu* Siv Siv Sin Cwv/Civ Fen Al 1 Al m Al
080411 1.03 — — — — — — — — — — 0.7@ 0.05
080413B 1.10 — — — — — — — <0.09 2.320.48 0.380.10 0.38+0.10
080520 1.55 — — — — — < 8.69 <10.25 <4.74 <6.59 <4.40 <4.35
080603B 2.69 <0.11 0.720.04 1.05%0.04 0.5%0.04 0.340.04 015004 1.120.04 <0.33 0.42 0.04 — —
080604 1.42 — — — — — — — — — — —
080605 1.64 — — <6.89 <3.89 <2.74 194023 51%0.30 0.6%0.19 23%0.19 2120.11 1.55+0.11
080607 3.04 — — — 2.670.10 1.450.07 194004 515006 3.6A0.05 2290.02 1.840.03 1.52+0.04
080707 1.23 — — — — — — — — — <1.28 <1.26
080710 0.85 — — — — — — — — — — —
080721 259 1.760.19 1.7&0.19 1980.19 134014 0.840.14 16%#0.11 4.460.17 245014 1.420.11 <0.23 <0.24
080810 3.35 <0.42 <0.43 <0.43 <0.39 <041 0.480.14 313021 — — — —
080905B 2.37 <1.86 2.6% 0.59 <1.18 <0.87 <0.84 0.74 024 1.660.21 <0.43 1.0 0.18 0.8@0.18 <0.41
080913 6.70 <0.78 <151 <7.87 — — — — — — — —
080916A 0.67 — — — — — — — — — — —
080928 1.69 — <214 <1.44 <1.01 <0.90 <0.49 2.120.26 0.520.15 <0.32 <0.26 <0.26
081007 0.53 — — — — — — — — — — —
081008 1.97 104024 1580.17 1.4%0.10 0.44£0.07 0.440.07 0.63x0.05 1.040.07 059005 0.790.04 0.290.04 0.17+0.04
090102 1.55 — — — — — <2.19 3.5 0.65 303048 186039 1580.29 0.67+0.20
090516 4.11 <6.83 <6.83 58%0.04 284004 172004 4.0%0.06 584010 3.090.06 4.540.06 <4.04 <2.39
090519 385 <159 <224 <1.95 <1.45 <1.59 <2.78 <1.63 — <2.55 <6.22 <3.72
090529 2.62 <2.04 <1.64 <152 <1.50 <1.34 1.930.44 1.7%0.47 <1.43 <1.25 <1.18 <1.17
090812 245 114024 22&030 1.94021 054013 054012 0.760.13 1.120.13 1.840.17 1.120.08 0.540.08 0.75:£0.14
090814A 0.70 — — — — — — — — — — —
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Table 2. Rest-frame EWs of lines with wavelength above 2000A. Theetdisplays detections or upper limits ¢3-whenever the spectrum covers the range of the feature anféédture is not
affected by strong telluric absorptions.

GRB z 2026 2062 2344 2374 2383 2587 2600 2800 2852 3935 3970
Znu/Cru Cru/Znu Fen/Fen* Fen Fen/Fen* Fen Fen*/Fen Mgt Mg Can Can
050319 3.24 — — — — — — — — — — —
050401 289 1.4#021 1.44+0.23 1.41+0.18 159+0.26 1.59%0.26 — — —
050408 1.24 <1.58 275+ 0.67 245:0.34 1.34+030 1.88:£0.29 1.58+0.19 3.50+0.25 4.87+0.29 1.55+0.17 <0.35
050730 3.97 — — — —
050802 1.71 <0.90 <1.59 2.62+ 0.33 <0.87 2.69+0.33 1.85+0.41

050824 0.83 <4.84 < 2.36 0.98+ 0.27 < 2.46 < 2.46 0.82+ 0.22 <0.57 2.19+0.33 <0.49 <0.49 <041
050908 3.34 1.150.23 — — — — — — — — — —
050922C 2.22 <0.14 <0.13 — — — — — — — — —
060115 3.53 — — — — — — — — — — —
060124 2.30 <0.23 <0.34 — — <0.80 — — — — — —
060206 4.05 — — — — — — — — — — —
060210 3.91 — — — — — — — — — — —
060502A  1.50 <0.71 <0.59 0.92£0.22 1.09+0.12 2.40+0.11 0.83+0.10 1.56+0.09 3.60+0.11 0.90+0.08 <0.17 —
060526 3.21 <0.36 <0.36 — — — — — — — — —
060614 0.12 — — — — — — — — — — <0.99
060707 3.43 — — — — — — — — — — —
060714 2.71 <0.16 — 216+ 0.30 1.83+0.27 2.59+0.27 — — — — — —
060729 0.54 — — <0.37 <0.29 <0.25 <0.05 0.45+0.13 1.82+0.04 0.59+0.04 0.75+0.038 0.55+0.03
060904B 0.70 — — — — — 0.940.18 1.82+0.18 4.65+0.12 1.00+£0.12 1.35+0.12 1.06+0.12
060906 3.68 — — — — — — — — — — —
060908 1.88 <0.36 <0.34 — — — — — — — — —
060926 3.21 <0.76 <1.05 — — — — — — — — —
060927 5.47 — — — — — — — — — — —
061007 1.26 <2.84 < 2.64 2.83:0.75 3.54+0.88 2.26+0.66 3.23+0.58 2.61+0.62 5.40+0.97 <1.10 <1.04 —
061021 0.35 — — — — — — — 1.85 0.52 <0.96 <0.82 <0.49
061110A 0.76 < 6.60 <6.27 <341 < 3.36 < 3.46 <2.85 <281 3.64+ 0.80 <2.23 <2.32 —
061110B 3.44 — — — — — — — — — — —
061121 131 1.050.03 1.00+0.03 2.83:0.03 2.60+0.03 3.69+0.03 3.18+0.04 3.81+0.03 8.64+0.05 247+0.04 1.76£0.08 1.43+0.07
070110 2.35 0.6&0.12 — 0.87£0.24 0.99+0.18 2.12+0.24 <0.82 2.03+ 0.18 <1.76 <1.24 — —
070125 1.55 <0.13 <0.13 <0.13 <0.13 <0.13 <0.13 <0.13 0.35+ 0.08 <0.14 <0.19 —
070306 1.50 <271 < 2.65 <2.70 < 2.68 < 2.60 <2.50 <2.52 — — <2.35 —
070318 0.84 <0.91 <0.70 0.76:£0.16 0.43+0.11 1.20+0.16 < 3.64 < 3.64 2.61+0.16 0.65+0.11 2.07+£0.22 0.98+0.22

070411 2.95 — — — — — — — — — — —
070419A 0.97 — — — — — — — — — 1.250.16 0.61+0.15
070506 231 094021 0.88:0.24 — — — — — — — — —

070508 0.82 — — <8.79 <8.21 <7.80 <572 <572 < 4.96 < 4.95 <4.83 < 3.56
070611 2.04 <0.40 <0.42 <0.53 <0.55 <0.61 <0.82 <0.68 2.11+ 0.69 <0.65 <0.87 —
070721B 3.63 <8.24 — — — — — — — — — —
070802 245 1.220.29 <0.86 4,78+ 0.58 3.68+0.43 5.45+0.43 5.65+0.38 8.41+0.38 — — — —
071020 2.15 <1.06 <1.10 <1.38 <1.44 1.90+ 0.63 2.22+0.63 3.49+0.63 7.62+0.13 <2.36 <157 —
071031 2.69 <0.10 — 1.17+ 0.07 0.66+0.09 1.21+0.05 0.93+0.16 1.40+0.09 — — — —
071112C 0.82 <2.77 <1.99 1.10+ 0.27 <0.71 0.88+0.27 1.10+£0.27 1.32+0.27 2.69+0.33 <0.58 <0.51 <0.73
080210 264 0.630.11 <0.16 1.73+ 0.11 0.49+0.14 1.87+0.14 <0.54 <0.77 — — — —
080319B 0.97 <0.90 <0.94 <0.67 <0.64 <0.62 0.91+ 0.25 <0.53 1.88+ 0.51 <0.50 <0.49 —

080319C 195 0.7&0.24 0.78+0.20 — — — — — —
080330 151 1.7%0.16 <0.37 <0.53 <0.36 0.88+0.20 <0.36 <0.36 2.07£0.12 — <0.39 —
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Table 2. continued.

GRB z 2026 2062 2344 2374 2383 2587 2600 2800 2852 3935 3970
Znu/Cru Cru/Znu Fen/Fen* Fen Fen/Fen* Fen Fen*/Fen Mgt Mg Can Can
080411 1.03 0.640.03 0.55+0.04 <141 <4.59 <4.59 <4.12 <4.12 3.17+0.07 0.58+0.05 1.08+0.15 1.11+0.15
080413B 1.10 0.6#0.10 0.67+0.05 2.17+0.04 1.45:0.07 2.42+0.07 <7.54 <7.54 6.38+ 0.10 1.04+ 0.05 — —
080520 1.55 <3.36 <3.46 <3.21 <3.15 <3.09 < 2.65 <2.62 <2.45 <2.46 <261 —
080603B 2.69 — — — — — — — — — — —
080604 1.42 — — 1.98 029 1.78:0.25 1.94+0.25 2.64+0.21 2.64+0.21 5.37+0.37 <0.37 — —
080605 1.64 0.6%:0.11 0.38:0.11 2.50+0.11 <4.39 <4.39 2.12+0.11 — 8.56+0.23 2.31+0.11 <0.25 —
080607 3.04 1.5%#0.04 — — — — — — — — — —
080707 1.23 <1.25 <1.16 2.29+ 0.40 <0.79 2.38+0.40 1.75+0.36 2.06£0.36 7.35+0.49 2.20+0.36 <0.85 <3.28
080710 0.85 — — 0.420.03 0.21+0.02 0.57+0.02 0.41+0.02 0.71+0.02 2.26+0.02 0.36+0.02 <0.03 —
080721 2.59 <0.33 <0.31 — — — — — — — — —
080810 3.35 — — — — — — — — — — —
080905B 2.37 0520.18 0.83+0.15 151+0.30 1.57+0.18 1.28+0.21 1.51+0.18 1.66+0.42 5.93+1.19 <1.55 <1.08 —
080913 6.70 — — — — — — — — — — —
080916A 0.67 — — <3.05 < 3.86 <3.74 <2.55 <2.46 491+ 0.84 <212 <1.80 <1.51
080928 1.69 <0.22 <0.23 0.74+ 0.15 0.63+0.11 0.45:£0.07 0.52+0.07 0.82+0.11 2.38+0.22 <0.25 — —
081007 0.53 — — — — — — — — — — <18.80
081008 1.97 0.220.05 0.24+0.05 — — — — — — — — —
090102 1.55 <0.95 <0.94 2.97+ 0.87 <1.11 249+ 0.78 2.46+045 3.66+£051 10.13+0.63 5.00+0.93 <1.93 —
090516 411 — — — — — — — — — — —
090519 3.85 — — — — — — — — — — —
090529 2.62 <1.72 <1.67 <2.13 <2.40 <2.94 <5.25 <7.27 — — — —
090812 245 0.5%0.08 0.50+0.07 1.04+0.09 1.19+0.10 1.81+0.10 1.24+0.21 1.61+0.14 <23.03 <43.12 — —
090814A 0.70 — — <14.05 <12.83 <12.83 <12.83 <14.05 4,16+ 0.79 <12.83 251+ 0.66 2.690.72
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Appendix A: Additional spectra A.3. GRB 090102

In this section we present further spectra complementieg tiihe spectrum presented here (see TAblé A.3 and Fig. A.3) has
sample of Fynbo et al. (2009), analysed in an equivalent way.only been published in a GCN _(de Ugarte Postigo &t al. 2009d).
The spectrum an exposure time of 2700s and was obtained with
AIFOSC at the 2.5m NOT telescope. From the absorption fea-
tures we determine a redshift of 1.548001.

This spectrum has not yet been published. It was a 2700s expo-

sure obtained with FORS2 at the VLT using the 300l grating. .
shows evidence of 2 emission lines (see Thblé A.1 andFig. AJ[}abIe A.3. GRB090102 £ = 1.548). Observed-frame equiva-

A.1. GRB 081007

at a redshift o = 0.530, in agreement of the redshift suggesteg"t Widths.
byBerger et al. (2008). The lack of [@] 45008 is probably due Wavelength Foature = =y
to contamination by a sky line. 39496 CIVECIV 1549 59017
4096.0 Fell 1608.45 1.5466 “8.2
. 4257.7 Alll 1670.79 1.5483 441.0
I'I'able ﬁ\ﬁ GRB 081007 £ = 0.530). Observed-frame equiva- 4728.8 Allll 1854.72 15496 440.7
entwiaths. 4746.4 Al 186279  1.5480 1405
VR —— = 5975.1 Fell 2344.2 1.5489  %B&.2
v u z 6055.8 Fell 2374.5 1.5503 5:2.0
7438.2 Hp 4862.68 0.5297 emission 6072.4 Fell 2382.8 1.5484 6:2.0
7589.5 [Ol1]14960.29 0.5300 emission 6590.9 Fell 2587 1.5480 6:3.1
6620.4 Fell 2600 1.5461 93.3
7134.0 Mglk-Mgll 2800 25.8:1.6
7266.9 Mgl 2852 15471 12.#2.4

A.2. GRB081008

The data presented here (see Tabld A.2 andFid. A.2) were ini-
tially published as a GCN circular (D’Avanzo et al. 2008) and
later in a more detailed study (D’Elia et'al. 2011). The obsef-4 GRB 090516

vati(_)n was perfor_med using FORS2 at the VLT With.the 60081 spectrum of GRB 090516 (see TdbIE]A.4 and[Fig] A.4) has,

grating and consisted of<®00 s exposure. We obtain a redynj| now, only been reported in GCNs (de Ugarte Postigolet al

shift of 1.969:0.001, consistent with the value determined B¥n09[ ). It was obtained with FORS? at the VLT with the 300V

D'Elia etal. (2011). From the fit of the Ly absorption, we de- gism and an exposure 0fx2800s. From the absorption fea-

termine a neutral hydrogen column density of IB@(/cM™) = {res we determine a redshift of 4.1401.006. By fitting the

2159+ 0.10. Lya absorption we determine a neutral hydrogen column den-
sity oflog (Ny;/cm™?) = 21.70+ 0.10.

Table A.2. GRB 081008 £ = 1.969). Observed-frame equiva-

lent widths. A.5. GRB 090519
Wavelength Feature z EW This spectrum has been only reported in a GCN circular
3741.5 S”+5*'” 1259.9 19696  340.7 (Thone et al. 2009). It was obtained with FORS2 at the VLT and
g;ggz S(':'I 11227674-27 54 11-%%%57 133-? grism 300V with an exposure time 0%&3800s. The spectrum
3865.0 01130217 19689 405 has low signal to noise ratio and shows no absorption feature
3874.1 Sill 1304.37 19701 : (see Fig[A.b) and the redshift is determined by the ideatific
3887.5 Sill*1309.28 19692 1103 tion of the Lyman break as well as broad absorptions of apd
3964.3 Cl11334.53 1.9706 4P.3 LyB.
4138.5 SilV 1393.76 1.9693 140.2
4165.4 SilV 1402.77 1.9694 8.2
4434.0 2 1.20.3 A.6. GRB 090529
4532.5 Sill 1526.71 1.0688 1.88.14 These data have been only reported in a GCN _(Malesani et al.
4553.0 Sill* 1533.43 1.9692 1.%®.13 - - -
4600 CIV 2009). The spectrum is ax2800 s exposure obtained using
. 4+CIV 1549 3.10.2 . . -
FORS2 with grism 300V at the VLT. From a limited amount of
4775.4 Fell 1608.45 1.9690 1¥@.15 ) :
4786.2 Fell 161120  1.9706 0£0.19 absorption features (see Table]A.5 and Eig] A.6) we determin
4811.6 2 0.840.19 redshift of 2.6240.003.
4960.5 Alll 1670.79 1.9690 2.34.13
5053.9 ? 0.510.11
5367.9 Sill1808.01  1.9690 0.26.12 A.7. GRB (090812
5506.8 Allll1854.72 1.9691  0.80.12 The data presented here (see Table]A.6 and FEigl A.7)
5530.8 Allll 1862.79 1.9691 0.310.13 h . v b blished v in th ircul
6015.7 Znll 2026.14 19690 0.85.15 ave previously been published only in the GCN circulars
6105.5 Crll 2056.26 1.9692 0.26.14 (de Ugarte Postigo et al. 2009a). It is a FORS2 spectrum from
6123.2 CrikZnll 2062.4 1.9690 0.790.14 the VLT, which shows multiple absorption features at a commo
6133.9 Crll 2066.16 1.9687 0.48.15 redshift of 2.452%30.0010. From the Ly absorption we deter-

mine a neutral hydrogen column density of 1dg(/cm2) =
22.30+ 0.10.
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Table A.4. GRB090516 £ = 4.111+ 0.006). Observed-frame Table A.6.GRB 090812. Observed-frame equivalent widths.

equivalent widths. 2.452
Wavelength Feature z EW Wavelength Feature z EW

6327.8 NV 1232.8 4.1329 12#4-03 4351.3 Sill 1260 .42 2.4523 3.88.83
6347.9 NV 1242.9 4.1073 4365.2 Sill* 1264.74 2.4515 2.06®.50
6393.6 SI11250.6 41124  35#60.3 4499.2 O#-Sill 1303 7.5%1.02
6410.6 SI11253.8 41129 4608.3 Cll 1334.53 24531 6.ZD.72
6440.4 Sill 1260.4 4.1098 4811.9 Silv 1393.76 24525 1.80.44
6460 1 Sill* 1264.7 4.1080 4840.5 SilV 1402.77 2.4507 1.90.43
6658.5 011302.2, Sill 1304.4 34.9-0.2 5270.2 Sill 1526.71 2.4520 2.6R.45
6686.2 Sill* 1309.3 4.1067 5292.3 Sill* 1533.43 24513 0.99.28
6735.7 Nill 1317.2 41136 2.8-0.2 5348.3 CIV+CIV 1549 3.85:0.44
6749.2 ? 5414.1 ? 1.480.46
6816.6 CIKCII* 1335 29.7+/-0.2 5483.9 ? 0.880.26
6881.7 Nill 1345.9 41131 7.2/-0.3 5554.4 Fell 1608.45 24533 6458
7118.3 Silv 1393.8 41071 144-0.2 5596.7 Fell* 1621.69 24512 1.20.33
7165.0 SilV 1402.8 41076 88-0.2 5638.7 Fell*? 1.730.45
7797.3 Sill 1526.7 41073 2047-0.3 5722.5 Cl11656.93 24537  1.42.37
7831.8 Sill* 1533.4 4.1075 3.8/-0.2 5767.6 Alll 1670.79 2.4520 3.88€.28
7908.8 CI\ACIV 1549 30.0+/- 0.5 6241.1 SkSi 111808 2.920.42
7963.0 2 1.14/-0.2 6276.3 Sill* 1817.45 2.4534 1.30.37
8220.9 Fell 1608.5 41109 158-0.3 6315.7 Mgl 1827.94? 1.08.35
8318.8 Fell 2249.9 2.6974 048-0.2 6402.2 Allll 1854.72 2.4518 1.99.26
8357.6 Fell 2260.8 2.6967 1:9-0.3 6434.3 Allll 1862.79 24541 2.580.47
8536.2 Alll 1670.8 41090 23.2/-0.3 6880.7 ? 4.320.47
8635.5 ” 1.04-0.3 9663.6  ZnlkCrll+Mgl 2026 1.89:0.26
8667.7 Fell 2344.2 2.6975 6:3-0.3 7096.8 Crll 2056.26 24513 0.29.27
8778.1 Fell 23745 2.6968 347-0.3 7118.8 Crik-Znll 2062 1.74:0.23
8811.5 Fell 2382.8 2.6980 1045-0.3 7131.4 Crll 2066.16 2.4515 0.76.24
09242.7 Sill 1808.0 4.1121 24-0.3 7766.2 Fell 2249.88 24518 1.88.39
7805.1 Fell 2260.78 2.4524 18832
. . 7998.0 Nill 2316.70 24523 1.4D.46
Table A.5.GRB 090529. Observed-frame equivalent widths. 8051.7 Fell* 2333.52 24505 1.86.33
2.624 8072.8 Fell* 2338.72 24518 1.16.33
8092.6 Fell 2344.21 2.4522 3.58.30
Wavelength Feature z EW 8108.0 Fell* 2349.02 2.4517 0.88.23
5532.3 Sill1526.7 26237 7916 8147.4 Fell* 2359.83 2.4525 1.46.28
5611.7 CIV15481550 6.2+ 1.7 8168.7 Fell* 2365.55 2.4532 1.4P.45
8196.9 Fell 2374.46 24521 4.00.34
8224.8 Fell 2382.77 24518 6.28.36
A.8. GRB090814A 8246.7 Fell* 2389.36 2.4514 0.88.28
. 8270.8 Fell* 2396.15 24517 1.70.34
This spectrum (see Talle_A.7 and Hig. ]A.8) has only been pub-  gog4.7 Fell* 2399.98 2.4520 1.88.49
lished in a GCN circular (Jakobsson el al. 2009). It was oleti 8304.7 Fell* 2405.16 2.4529  3.80.46
with FORS2 at VLT. Using a limited amount of absorption fea- 8325.8 Fell* 2411.25 2.4529  3.10.42
tures we determine a redshift of 0.6931002. 8697.3 ? 2.180.48
8930.5 Fell 2586.49 2.4527 A420.74
8952.7 Mnll 2594.36 2.4508 2.60.63
8975.3 Fell 2600.23 2.4517 550.48
8997.7 Mnik-Fell* 2607 2.760.50
9018.1 Fell*Fell* 2612 2.32.0.48
9078.6 Fell* 2629.08 24531 5.6P.71
9280.6 ? 1.820.51
9347.5 ? 10.1€1.38

Table A.7. GRB 090814A. Observed-frame equivalent widths.

z=0.694
Wavelength Feature z EW
4744.6 MglkMgll 2800 7.08+ 1.34
6666.1 Call 3934.78 0.6941 4.271.13

6720.7 Call 3969.59 0.6930 4.581.22
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Fig. A.1. Spectrum of GRB 081007. The GRB afterglow is the centraktin¢he image.
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Fig. A.2. Spectrum of GRB 081008. The GRB afterglow is the centraktiatche image.
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Fig. A.3. Spectrum of GRB 090102.
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Fig. A.7. Spectrum of GRB 090812. The GRB afterglow is the centraktin¢he image.
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Fig. A.8. Spectrum of GRB 090814A. The GRB afterglow is the centraldria the image.
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Appendix B: Line fitting

Figure[B.1 shows the distribution of the EWs of each the
lines. The thick black line histogram indicates only detat,
whereas the dotted histogram includes also the limits. €de r
line is the best fit of the complete histogram with a lognormal
distribution and the dashed blue line (when available) ibysp

ical fit as described in Sectidn 8.4. In a limited amount of fea
tures we also show in green a histogram of EWs in a sample of
damped Lymanx systems (see SectlonB.3).
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Fig.B.1. EW distribution of the dierent spectral features. The thick black line histogranicates only detections, whereas the

dotted histogram includes also the limits. The red line &sllst fit of the complete histogram with a lognormal distidou In

some cases there is a dashed blue line for the physical figszsided in Sectidn 3.4. In green we show a histogram of EvWita

correspondent lognormal fit, of a sample of DLA systems (si@{3.8) for a subsample of lines.
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Appendix C: Catalogue of EW diagrams

Figure[C.1 shows a catalogue of all the GRBs, where we show
the strength of each of the features and compare them with the
distributions calculated in this work.
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