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ABSTRACT

The Swift Burst Alert Telescope (BAT), operating in the 15-150 keV energy band, struggles to detect
the peak energy (E,) of gamma-ray bursts (GRBs), as most GRBs have E,, values typically distributed
between 200-300 keV, exceeding BAT’s upper limit. To address this, we develop an innovative method
to robustly estimate the lower limit of E, for GRBs with £, > 150 keV. This approach relies on
the intrinsic curvature of GRB spectra, which is already evident within the BAT energy range for
such GRBs. By fitting BAT spectra with a cutoff power-law model and extrapolating the spectral
curvature beyond BAT’s range, we, therefore, can estimate the cutoff energy (E;) beyond 150 keV
and the corresponding peak energy (E;) We applied this method to 17 GRBs, categorizing them into
two main groups. Group I (10 bursts) maintains « within a typical range (from ~ -0.8 to ~ -1.20)
with increasing E.; Group II (2 bursts) maintains F. within a typical range (300-500 keV) but with
varying a. Our results show that for E. <1000 keV, the estimated E; aligns well with observed values.
Moreover, the reliability of Eé also depends on «: bursts with harder « (e.g., a 2 —2/3) show reduced
accuracy, while bursts with softer « (e.g., & < —2/3) yield more precise estimates. In conclusion, this
method is well-suited for GRB spectra with moderately observed E. (E}) values and « indices that
are not too hard.

Keywords: Gamma-ray bursts (629); Astronomy data analysis (1858); Time domain astronomy (2109)

1. INTRODUCTION

Gamma-ray bursts (GRBs) are among the most ener-
getic events in the Universe, characterized by brief yet
intense emissions of high-energy emission (mostly in ~-
ray). Understanding the spectral properties of GRBs is
essential for uncovering the physical mechanisms driv-
ing these events(e.g., Preece et al. 2000; Kaneko et al.
2006; Goldstein et al. 2012, 2013; Gruber et al. 2014;
Yu et al. 2016; Acuner & Ryde 2018; Li 2019a,b; Li

observed spectra(e.g., Precce et al. 1998; Lloyd & Pet-
rosian 2000; Geng et al. 2018; Ryde et al. 2019; Acuner
et al. 2020). Based on observational data, one of the
most frequently used spectral models in the GRB spec-
tral study is the Band function (Band et al. 1993), an
empirical model effectively fits the photon spectra across
a wide energy range. Phenomenologically, the photon
number spectrum of the Band function is defined as

E E
o —%), E<(a—p)E
et al. 2019; Li & Zhang 2021; Li 2023, and references Niana(E) = 4 x {(apivﬁ))EiX(la(_B;EO) . (a—B) é
therein). The photon spectrum of a GRB provides crit- [T] exp(B8 — a)( Epiv) B> (a—p)

ical insights into the energy distribution of the radia-

. . . where A is the normalization factor in units of ph
tion, with several models proposed to characterize the

em ™ ?keV~lsT E,iy is the pivot energy always fixed
at 100 keV, a and B are the low- and high-energy
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asymptotic power-law photon indices, respectively, Ey
is the characteristic break energy correlated with the
peak energy of vF, spectrum (assuming 8 < —2) by
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E, = (2+ ) Ey, representing the turning point at which
the spectral shape changes from one form to another.

According to the definition, the Band model includes
a four-free model parameter (A, o, E,,, and 3). Observa-
tionally, the spectral indices (« and 3) and the peak en-
ergy (Ep) are typically distributed around a ~-0.8 (be-
low the break energy), 8 ~-2.2 (above the break energy),
and E}, ~220 keV, respectively (e.g., Preece et al. 2000;
Goldstein et al. 2013; Gruber et al. 2014; Yu et al. 2019;
Liet al. 2021; Li 2022; Li et al. 2023). It provides a phe-
nomenological fit to GRBs’ photon spectra, capturing
the emission’s complex behavior across different energy
ranges and characterizes two distinct spectral regimes:
a low-energy power-law component with a photon index
« and a high-energy power-law tail with a photon in-
dex B, which are smoothly connected at a characteristic
break energy, (a-3)Ey. This smooth transition ensures
continuity in the spectrum while fitting the photon spec-
tra across a wide energy range. The model has proven
highly effective in describing the emission spectra of the
majority of observed GRBs, capturing essential features
without assuming specific physical mechanisms (e.g., Yu
et al. 2019; Li 2022).

In some cases, the Band function can be replaced by
a simpler cutoff power-law function (CPL), which de-
scribes a power law with an exponential cutoff. This is
particularly useful when the high-energy power-law in-
dex (B) is poorly constrained. The CPL function (the
first portion of the Band function) is given by

E

EE) ep(-5) @)

NepL(E) = A (

where E is the cut-off energies, which defines the energy
at which the photon spectrum transitions from the low-
energy power law to the high-energy exponential cutoff,
and correlated with the peak energy E;, of the vF, spec-
trum through E, = (2 + a)E..

Observationally, GRB prompt emission is well known
to have strong spectral evolution (e.g., Yu et al. 2019;
Li et al. 2019, 2021, 2023, and references therein). The
Band model is often preferred for time-integrated spec-
tral analysis, as it accumulates more high-energy pho-
tons, ensuring that the high-energy segment can be
better constrained. Conversely, the CPL model is fre-
quently used for time-resolved spectral analysis, as short
timescales often lack sufficient high-energy photons for
robust fitting. Both models are standard tools for char-
acterizing the observed spectra, providing nearly equiva-
lent fits to observational data and being widely adopted
in nearly all GRB studies (e.g., Kancko et al. 2006; Gold-
stein et al. 2012; Gruber et al. 2014; Li 2019a, 2022, 2023,
and references therein).

The peak energy, Ey, refers to the energy at which
the photon spectrum reaches its maximum in the vF,
representation, represents the energy at which most of
the energy of the selected spectrum (time-resolved anal-
ysis) or the entire burst (time-integrated analysis) is re-
leased. Therefore, E, may holds important information
and clues for understanding the radiation mechanism of
GRBs. Here, we discuss the potential physical meaning
of E}, and its relevance to GRB studies.

e Distinguishing radiation mechanisms. For syn-
chrotron radiation, £, is typically in the range of a
few hundred keV, emitted by relativistic electrons
in a magnetic field. In contrast, inverse Comp-
ton scattering, where these relativistic electrons
upscatter lower-energy seed photons, shifts F;, to
tens to hundreds of MeV range (Piran 2004).

e Dynamical properties of the relativistic jet. The
observed value of F, is affected Doppler boost-
ing depending on the Lorentz factor of the jet. A
larger Lorentz factor results in a higher observed
E,, making it a key diagnostic of the jet’s velocity
(Lithwick & Sari 2001).

e Differentiating thermal and non-thermal compo-
nents. Thermal emission, typically associated with
the GRB photosphere, produces a well-defined
Planck-like peak near Fy, reflecting the character-
istic temperature of the emitting region. In con-
trast, non-thermal processes, such as synchrotron
radiation from relativistic particles, produce a
broader and more complex spectral shapes around
E, (Pe’er & Ryde 2011).

e GRB classification. SGRBs, typically resulting
from compact object mergers (Eichler et al. 1989;
Berger 2014; Abbott et al. 2017), exhibit higher E,,
values compared to LGRBs, which are associated
with the collapse of massive stars (Woosley 1993;
MacFadyen & Woosley 1999; Hjorth et al. 2003).
This difference is attributed to the jet properties:
SGRB jets are generally less baryon-rich and are
launched with higher Lorentz factors, leading to
more energetic photons and a higher E},. By con-
trast, LGRBs, with slower jets and more massive
outflows, tend to produce lower E|, values (Kou-
veliotou et al. 1993).

e Redshift and cosmological implications (standard
candle). The empirical correlation between E,
and the isotropic energy FE. iso, known as the Am-
ati relation (Amati et al. 2002), along with simi-
lar correlations such as the Yonetoku relation be-
tween E,, and the peak luminosity (Yonetoku et al.
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2004), establishes GRBs as tool for measuring the
redshfits. These relations highlight the potential
of GRBs as standard candles, similar to Type Ia
supernovae, for probing the universe’s expansion
history by the observational quantities (Nava et al.
2011).

Since 2004, NASA’s Swift satellite has revolutionized
GRB studies (Gehrels et al. 2004; Burrows et al. 2005;
Berger et al. 2005; Campana et al. 2006). It enabled
rapid localization and multi-wavelength observations of
these events. Major breakthroughs include the discov-
ery of GRB afterglows and confirming distinct origins
for long and short GRBs. Swift also advanced research
on supernovae, black hole formation, and high-redshift
cosmology (Gehrels et al. 2009). The satellite carries
three instruments: the Burst Alert Telescope (BAT;
Barthelmy et al. 2005), the X-Ray Telescope (XAT;
Burrows et al. 2005), and the UV-Optical Telescope
(UVOT; Roming et al. 2005). The Swift/BAT (15-
350 keV) instrument', while highly effective in detect-
ing and localizing GRBs, has limitations in its energy
range, which is restricted to 15-150 keV. This constraint
makes it less sensitive to higher-energy emissions, neces-
sitating complementary data from other instruments like
Fermi/GBM (Meegan et al. 2009) for broader spectral
coverage.

Observational data from multiple satellites with a
wider spectral window (e.g., Fermi/GBM) have revealed
that the E, distribution of GRBs covers at least 3 orders
of magnitude, with peak values typically falling within
the range of 200-300 keV. Consequently, for most GRBs,
the typical E}, exceeds the upper limit of the effective
energy range (15-150 keV) observed by the Swift/BAT.
This situation implies that many GRBs detected by
Swift do not have their E, measured within the BAT
energy band, leading to challenges such as uncertainties
in spectral k-corrections (1-10* keV) and accurate cal-
culations of isotropic total release energy F. iso. To es-
timate a E, for Swift/BAT GRBs, several attempt has
been made by many authors. For instance, Sakamoto
et al. (2009) has employed a simple empirical corre-
lation (I'sar — Ep) between the photon index I'par
and the peak energy (E,) to provide rough estimates
of E,, where I'gar is the photon index derived from
the power-law model fit. However, this approach suf-
fers from significant random uncertainties for individual
GRBs, which can result in inaccurate estimates. More-
over, some recent studies (Yu et al. 2019; Li et al. 2021)
have suggested that the oo — E, correlation may not al-

L The effective energy is 15-150 keV.

ways exhibit strong consistency if we consider that I'gar
measured from Swift/BAT is the same as a obtained
from Fermi/GBM; variations in correlation have been
observed across different samples and even among dis-
tinct bursts.

In practice, when analyzing a GRB spectrum within a
relatively narrow energy band (e.g., Swift/BAT GRBs)-
especially when the upper limit of the observed energy
range is much lower than E,-the spectrum may only
be adequately fit by a single power-law function, which
can be defined as N(E) = A(E/E,y)~". However,
the intrinsic GRB spectrum is likely curved across a
broader energy range. Due to the limitations imposed
by the narrow observational band, £, and significant
non-linear spectral features may go undetected. Con-
sequently, the relationship I' # « may arise. This dis-
crepancy may helps to explain the inconsistencies ob-
servation between the typical I' values obtained from
Swift /BAT and the typical « values from Fermi/GBM,
with the former typically yielding softer spectral indices
compared to the latter.

Following these lines of argument, well-determined
E, of Swift/BAT GRBs is important for both the
GRB physics and observation. Together with XRT and
UVOT instruments, one can provide a full data analysis
of multi-wavelength observation covering both prompt
emission and afterglow emission from the same satellite
and therefore ensure a consistency data analysis. On
the other hand, we cannot rule out the possibility that,
although some statistical criteria to assess the goodness-
of-fit, such as reduced chi-squared x? (GBM Band) is
better than x? (BAT PL), when we perform model fit-
ting, the intrinsic spectral data may contribute more
weight to the fitting in the high-energy range (>150
keV).

In this paper, we develop a novel method (spectral
shape curvature extrapolation method) to search GRB
peak energies E, beyond the Swift/BAT limit. Further,
we also compare several other possible approaches (e.g.,
empirical correlation method). The paper is organized
as follows. The methodology is presented in Sections
2. The results are presented in Section 3. The dis-
cussions are presented in Section 4 and our conclusions
are summarized in Section 5. Throughout the paper,
the standard A-CDM cosmology with the parameters
Hy = 67.4 kms™! Mpc™t, Qur = 0.315, and Qp = 0.685
are adopted (Planck Collaboration et al. 2018).

2. METHODOLOGY

The Swift/BAT instrument, with its narrow energy
range (15-150 keV), struggles to detect the peak energy
(Ep) of GRBs. Some new methods for estimating E,
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beyond the Swift/BAT limit, such as the curvature ex-
trapolation method based on spectral shape, can be at-
tempted. The underlying principle is that GRB spectra
are intrinsically curved. Therefore, even when the in-
trinsical £}, of a GRB spectrum is significantly higher
than the observational limit of the Swift/BAT instru-
ment, a well-defined spectral shape within the BAT en-
ergy range may still provide valuable information, such
as curvature. By using the properties of this curvature,
it is possible to estimate a lower bound for £, above 150
keV with reasonable accuracy.

2.1. Spectral Model Selection: Band versus Cutoff
Power Law

The purpose of this study is to estimate the peak en-
ergy (E,) of GRB spectra for those bursts whose de-
tected by the Swift/BAT instrument, where E;, lies be-
yond the BAT limit, based on the standard GRB spec-
tral model (either Band or CPL model) using an extrap-
olation method. For the Band model, E, can be directly
measured from the observed spectral data. However, the
CPL model provides the cutoff energy (E.) as the mea-
sured parameter, with F, being closely related to both
the low-energy spectral index (a) and the cut-off ener-
gies (E.).

By definition, the Band function consists of two
components: the low-energy CPL-function component
and the high-energy power-law [g-function component.
These components are mathematically independent,
with no intrinsic connection between their power-law
indices. The high-energy (B function has minimal in-
fluence on the curvature x and other properties of the
low-energy spectrum. Consequently, 5 contributes little
to estimates based on the low-energy component. Obser-
vationally, I, is already estimated from the low-energy
component, and the lack of direct observations in the
high-energy 3 regime (E > E,) makes § values even
more uncertain. In contrast, the cutoff energy E. from
the CPL model directly reflects the low-energy compo-
nent and is closely related to parameters like the spec-
tral index o and curvature x. This connection makes
FE. crucial in shaping the low-energy spectrum. In ad-
dition, we also test the Band function for estimating
E;, both with a fixed 8 and with 8 as a free parame-
ter, yielded suboptimal results for GRBs 140426A and
090510 (see Appendix). Practically, whether the intrin-
sic GRB spectrum is CPL-like or Band-like, E. can be
estimated from the spectral curvature of the low-energy
component. The peak energy E, can then be calculated
using F, = (2 + a)E.. Therefore, our primary method
relies on the CPL function.

2.2. Sample Selection

Our sample selection primarily relies on the
Fermi/GBM burst catalog (Li 2023) for its comprehen-
sive coverage of GRBs with known redshifts and detailed
spectral parameters. The detailed selection considera-
tions:

1. All the bursts in our target sample are selected
from the Fermi/GBM observation. The Fermi/GBM ob-
servational bandwidth encompasses the energy range of
Swift-BAT, allowing us to select the lower-energy por-
tion corresponding to the BAT energy range to mimic
Swift-BAT fitting. The higher-energy data are then used
to test our method for estimating £, beyond the BAT
energy limit.

2. Since the effective energy range of Swift-BAT spans
15-150 keV, our sample excludes bursts with observed
E, values below 150 keV, as these are directly measur-
able within the BAT energy range.

3. To capture the intrinsic curvature of spectral data
within the Swift/BAT energy range, we prioritize bright
bursts. This is because high-quality spectral data are
more readily obtained from bright bursts compared to
weaker ones, allowing for a more detailed investigation
of the curvature features of the CPL function in the low-
energy region below Ej,.

4. Previous studies (e.g., Ryde et al. 2010) revealed
that a significant fraction of GRBs may exhibit coex-
isting thermal (Planck function-like) and non-thermal
(Band-like) spectral components, with the thermal com-
ponent typically appearing as a sub-dominant feature
on the left shoulder of the spectrum. A recent study
(Li 2019b) suggest that the thermal component plays
a crucial role in determining the observed Band-like E,
values and low-energy spectral index o. To mitigate con-
tamination from such thermal contributions, we ensure
that our sample only includes cases where the CPL (or
Band) model is the optimal spectral representation, ex-
cluding events like GRB 110721A (e.g., Axelsson et al.
2012; Tyyani et al. 2013), which is characterized by a
prominent sub-thermal component.

5. To assess whether the effectiveness of our extrap-
olation method varies with increasing E. values, we se-
lect 10 GRBs (see the upper-panel of Table 18) from
Li (2023) that exhibit gradually increasing observed E.
values and the optimal spectral representation is the
CPL model. Moreover, the low-energy spectral index
« could also affect E. estimations, we therefore select «
is approximately around -1, with minimal fluctuations,
specifically within the range of -0.80 to -1.20. This is be-
cause we aimed to ensure that our selected bursts have
consistent « values thereby isolating E. as the primary
variable in our analysis. These bursts were incorporated
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into the sample and are collectively referred to as Group
I in our analysis.

6. Similarly, to evaluate whether the effectiveness of
our extrapolation method is influenced by varying « val-
ues, we select a subset of GRBs including two interesting
events (see the lower-panel of Table 18) from Li (2023)
that exhibit a gradual change in observed a values and
the optimal spectral representation is the CPL model.
As the observed E;, might also affect the accuracy of
the estimated E/p, we focus on GRBs with observed Ej,
values approximately within 200-400 keV, ensuring min-
imal fluctuations. These bursts are incorporated into
our sample and are collectively referred to as Group II
in the subsequent analysis.

7. A similar test is also applied to events where the op-
timal spectral representation is the Band model, includ-
ing five interesting bursts (see Table 19). These bursts
are included in our sample and are collectively referred
to as Group III in the subsequent analysis.

2.3. Modeling Peak Energies Beyond 150 keV

We develop a method that integrates several fixed-Ej,
spectral fittings, Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC)
sampling, and information criterion analysis to explore
the parameter space and infer a robust lower limit on £,
when it exceeds the instrument’s upper energy thresh-
old. As detailed in Section 2, our approach employs
the CPL function, which parametrizes the photon flux
N(FE) as a combination of a smoothly connected power-
law and an exponential decay. Main steps include:

1. To retrieve the original spectral data, we em-
ployed 3ML (the Multi-Mission Maximum Likelihood
Framework, see Vianello et al. 2015), following to the
standard procedures (Li et al. 2019; Li 2019b; Yu et al.
2019; Burgess et al. 2019; Li 2020; Li & Zhang 2021; Li
et al. 2021) outlined by the Fermi Science Term. These
procedures include the selection of detectors, sources,
and background intervals. We rebin the spectral data
for each GRB based on its observed characteristics. For
bright bursts, we set the photon count per bin to 100
for the NAI detector and 50 for the BGO detector. For
relatively weaker bursts, these thresholds were adjusted
downward as needed to maintain an acceptable signal
to noise ratio (> 3) of each bin, excessively large error
bars were addressed by increasing photon counts per
bin. This procedure ensures error bars are reasonable
and spectral data points are sufficient, which are criti-
cal for capturing the intrinsic spectral curvature.

2. To estimate a lower limit on E., we fix E. at a series
of values extending beyond the BAT’s upper limit (e.g.,
22 values from 150 keV to several MeV). For each fixed
E., we use MCMC sampling to explore the posterior

distributions of the free parameters (A, a, and 5). We
employ the affine-invariant ensemble sampler (Goodman
& Weare 2010), which is efficient for exploring complex
parameter spaces. Typically, 20 walkers are used with
6000 iterations per walker. The first 3000 iterations are
discarded as burn-in to ensure convergence. This pro-
cess provides robust posterior estimates for the model
parameters.

3. For each fixed E., we compute several statistical
criteria to assess the goodness-of-fit while accounting for
model complexity: Akaike Information Criterion (AIC,
Akaike 1974):

AIC = 2k — 2InL, (3)

where k is the number of free parameters in the model
and L is the maximized value of the likelihood function
for the model. Bayesian Information Criterion (BIC,
Schwarz 1978):

BIC = kInN — 2InL, (4)

where k is the number of model parameters, and N is
the number of data points, £ is the maximum likeli-
hood. Deviance Information Criterion (DIC, Spiegel-
halter et al. 2002):

DIC = —2log[p(data | 6)] + 2ppic, (5)

where 0 is the posterior mean of the parameters over
the MCMC samples, and ppyc is a term to penalize the

more complex model for overfitting (Gelman et al. 2014).
Reduced Chi-squared (x2):
1<~ [0 — E\? X2
2 7 i
= - = 6
Xy VZ;( o ) DOF’ (©)

where O; and F; are the observed and expected counts,
o; are the measurement uncertainties, and v = (n —
k) is the degrees of freedom (DOF), x? is the sum of
squared residuals normalized by the uncertainties, and
DOF (degrees of freedom) is the number of data points
minus the number of fitted parameters.

4. We analyze how the information criteria vary with
changing fixed E.. As E. exceeds the true peak or cut-
off energy, improvements in fit quality diminish, creat-
ing a “bending point” or plateau in the criteria curves
(E. versus Information Criterion). This bending point
provides a robust lower limit for F.. To estimate the
uncertainty in this lower limit, we examine the spread
of bending points across different criteria. Additionally,
the posterior distributions from MCMC sampling pro-
vide credible intervals for A and « at each fixed E..

5. To quantitatively evaluate the quality of the model
comparisons, we primarily adopt DIC and also referred



6 L1 & WANG

to Reduced Chi-squared statistic (x?) for supplemen-
tary insight. The choice of DIC as the main criterion
is motivated by the full application of Bayesian anal-
ysis and MCMC sampling in this study. The differ-
ence in DIC values between two models is defined as
ADIC = DIC; — DIC; and serves an indicator of model
preference. Four levels are commonly used to interpret
ADIC.

e Level 1 (ADIC < 2): The two models are statisti-
cally indistinguishable.

e Level 2 (2 < ADIC < 5): Model 2 is weakly pre-
ferred over Model 1.

e Level 3 (5 < ADIC < 10): Model 2 is significantly
better than Model 1

e Level 4 (ADIC > 10): Model 2 is strongly favored
over Model 1. A difference of ADIC > 10 is of-
ten considered robust evidence favoring one model
over another.

These thresholds are consistent with the principles of
other model selection criteria, such as AIC and BIC, and
are well-supported by Bayesian model selection theory
(Spiegelhalter et al. 2002; Burnham & Anderson 2004).
The advantage of DIC lies in its ability to handle hierar-
chical models and account for model complexity through
(rp)-

Additionally, the reduced chi-squared statistic (x2) is
a commonly used measure of model fit in observational
sciences and the absolute value of x2 should be consid-
ered. Ideally, x? ~ 1, indicating that the residuals are
consistent with the assumed uncertainties. However, the
interpretation of y? depends on factors such as dataset
size and the uncertainty estimation. For instance, a 2
slightly above 1 may be acceptable for datasets with
high degrees of freedom. Typical interpretation of 2
include: x2? ~ 1: The model fit well, with residuals ap-
propriately reflecting uncertainties. x2 < 1: The model
may be overfitting the data, potentially overestimating
complexity or uncertainty. x? > 1: The model may be
underfitting, failing to capture the observed variance.

When comparing two fits, the difference in reduced
chi-squared values, denoted as |Ax?2|, can provide in-
sights into model preference. For statistical equivalence
between two models, |Ax?| should be close to 0. The
x? statistic follows a chi-squared distribution, allowing
the calculation of a corresponding p-value to assess the
model’s compatibility with the data. A p-value < 0.05
suggests that the model does not adequately describe
the observations, implying the null hypothesis (that the
mode fits the data) is unlikely. This dual consideration

of x? and p-value provides a comprehensive framework
for evaluating model fits and comparing alternatives in
a statistically rigorous manner.

3. RESULTS

Existing catalogs of GRB spectral parameters from
wide-bandwidth satellites, such as BATSE (Preece et al.
2000; Goldstein et al. 2013) and GBM (Goldstein et al.
2012; Gruber et al. 2014), reveal that the typical peak
energy [, distribution lies around 200-300 keV. This
value significantly exceeds 150 keV, indicating that for
a substantial fraction of GRBs observed by Swift, their
E,, values cannot be determined using Swift data alone.

Figure 1 shows the E, distribution for the com-
plete Fermi/GBM burst catalog, available at the
NASA/HEASARC database’.  This catalog (repre-
sented by the grey shaded area) includes a total of 3762
bursts (as of May 2024). The E, distribution is fitted
with a log-normal distribution, N (u,0?), where y and o
represent the mean and standard deviation, respectively.
The best-fit parameters yield N (2.24,0.442), shown by
the red line in Figure 1.

To estimate the fraction of bursts with E, observed
within the Swift/BAT energy range (15-150 keV) based
on the full Fermi/GBM burst sample, we define two
separation lines respectively corresponding to F, = 15
keV and E, = 150 keV, and the area enclosed by the
two lines represents the BAT energy range (highlighted
by the red slash-shaded region in Figure 1). The cu-
mulative distribution for the BAT energy range, de-
noted as F(E) = Pswev<k,<150kev), 18 calculated to
be F(E) = 0.43. This result indicates that only approx-
imately 43% of the GBM-detected bursts have their E,
values falling within the BAT energy range, while the
remaining 57% have their E,, values located outside this
range.

3.1. Simulation Results

GRB spectra often exhibit curvature, a key feature
requiring quantitative investigation. To study this, we
conducted a series of simulations using the CPL model.
First, a synthetic CPL spectrum was generated with
typical parameters: normalization A =1, photon in-
dex & = —1, and cutoff energy Few = 300 keV. Us-
ing these baseline parameters, we simulated 500 spectral
data points within the Swift/BAT energy range (15-150
keV), adding Gaussian noise with a standard deviation
of 10% of the intrinsic values. To assess the effect of
varying F.., we fixed A and a and generated CPL spec-
tra for E, values of 100, 120, 150, 200, 300, 500, and

2 https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/W3Browse/fermi/fermigbrst.html


https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/W3Browse/fermi/fermigbrst.html

A NoOvEL METHOD OF ESTIMATING GRB PEAK ENERGIES BEYOND THE Swift/BAT LIMIT 7

1000 keV, producing seven spectra. To account for am-
plitude differences, A was normalized for each E.. to
ensure comparability (details in Appendix). For each
case, we calculated the spectral ratio (data-to-model ra-
tio) and the corresponding residuals to examine devia-
tions from the model.

Figure 2 shows the simulation results. In the top pan-
els of Fig. 2a and Fig. 2b, the red scatter points represent
the 500 simulated data points in the 15-150 keV range
based on the CPL model using typical model parame-
ters, while the solid curves of various colors depict CPL
spectra corresponding to different E.,; values across the
broader 1-10,000 keV range. The gray dashed line in-
dicates a power-law function with the same A and «
values as the CPL model, providing a comparative base-
line. The BAT energy range is highlighted by the red
slash-shaded region.

The lower panels of Figure 2a present the ratio evo-
lution for FE., = 100, 120, 150, 200, 300, 500, and
1000 keV, respectively. For each E.,;, at low energies
(near 15 keV), the ratios for all E.,; values converge to
approximately 1, indicating a good agreement between
the data and the model. However, at higher energies
(close to 150 keV), significant deviations emerge. For
Eou < Eou (e.g., Feut = 100 keV), the ratio increases
above 1 as energy increases, reflecting a systematic over-
estimation of the data by the model. When E.; = Ecut,
the ratio remains near 1 across the entire energy range,
with minimal fluctuation. Conversely, for E..; > Ecut
(e.g., Ecuy = 1000 keV), the ratio decreases below 1
at higher energies, indicating an underestimation of the
data. These trends underline the sensitivity of spectral
ratios to variations in F,, providing a diagnostic tool
for identifying the most physically representative model
parameters.

The lower panels of Figure 2(b) show the residual evo-
lution for the same E.,; values. Notably, the scatter of
residuals is larger at low energies (near 15 keV) com-
pared to high energies (near 150 keV), particularly for
smaller E.,; values (e.g., Ecys = 100 keV). This behav-
ior may reflect the combined effects of statistical noise
and intrinsic model limitations at lower energy ranges.
For FE.ut < Ecut, the residuals predominantly reside in
the positive domain, implying systematic mismatches
between the data and the model. When E.,; = Ecut, the
residuals fluctuate near zero, signifying excellent model
agreement. For ., > EA’CLm the residuals are mostly
negative, indicating systematic underfitting of the data
by the model.

This methodology allows us to constrain E. even when
it exceeds the instrument’s energy range. The MCMC
approach offers a full probabilistic characterization of

the parameters. However, it is important to note that
this method normally provides a lower limit for FE,
rather than an exact value. Its precision depends on
factors such as the signal-to-noise ratio of the data and
how much the true F, exceeds the instrument’s capabil-
ities.

3.2. Application to Observational Data

When applying our method to real observational data,
we address the following critical questions: How well
does the E. obtained via the extrapolation method cor-
related with the observed E.? Does E. evolve with
changes in E.? If so, what is the nature of this evo-
lution? Does different o values affect the E. results?
To explore these questions, we conducted targeted data
analysis as outlined below. In our analysis, we employ a
two-step approach to determine the spectral peak energy
(Ep) and associated parameters: preliminary estimation
and refined estimation.

3.2.1. Preliminary Estimation of E.

When analyzing the spectrum of a BAT-detected
GRB, the true value of F. is unknown. Moreover, given
that the distribution of F. spans at least three orders of
magnitude, preliminary estimation must be performed
over a wide energy range with relatively large intervals
between selected E. values. We therefore selected 22 E.
values ranging from 100 keV to 5000 keV for a prelim-
inary estimation. These values are 100 keV, 120 keV,
150 keV, 180 keV, 200 keV, 220 keV, 250 keV, 300 keV,
400 keV, 500 keV, 600 keV, 700 keV, 800 keV, 900 keV,
1000 keV, 1200 keV, 1500 keV, 1800 keV, 2000 keV, 3000
keV, 4000 keV, and 5000 keV.

This preliminary step enables an efficient and straight-
forward determination of a rough FE. value. However,
the downside is that the estimation may have a rela-
tively large uncertainty. Once a rough E, value is ob-
tained, the next step involves a refined estimation by
focusing on this value and exploring a narrower range
with smaller intervals. This refined process allows for
a more accurate determination of E., within a smaller
margin of error.

Another critical factor influencing the results is the
selection criterion for the DIC. In our analysis, there ex-
ists a global minimum DIC value corresponding to the
best-fit model. The difference between the DIC value of
other models and this global minimum, ADIC, provides
an intuitive measure of the relative quality of model
selection. If the selection criterion is too loose (e.g.,
5 < ADIC < 10), the estimated E, derived from the se-
lected model might be significantly lower than the true
observed value FE., resulting in reduced estimation ac-
curacy. Conversely, if the criterion is too stringent (e.g.,
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0 < ADIC < 2), the selected model becomes statisti-
cally indistinguishable from the best-fit model. While
this improves accuracy, it undermines the conservative
estimation of the lower limit of E., as the selected E.
might even exceed the true observed E.. Therefore,
we adopted an intermediate criterion, choosing the first
model satisfying 2 < ADIC < 5 to determine E;, which
serves as a reliable lower limit estimation for E.

To eliminate the potential influence of variations in
« on the results, we selected 10 bursts from the GBM
catalog, where o remained relatively constant within
a typical and narrow range (~-0.80 to ~-1.20), and
the E. gradually increased from 150 keV up to sev-
eral MeV with a large change. Figures 3-12 present
the preliminary estimation results of the spectral cutoff
energy (E;) for 10 bursts, whose intrinsic spectra fol-
low a CPL-like model. The intrinsic E. values of these
GRBs range from 173 keV to 2837 keV, corresponding
to GRB 140703A, GRB 150301B, GRB 160629A, GRB
090529, GRB 091003, GRB 140606B, GRB 120624B,
GRB 090328, GRB 120711A, and GRB 130215A, re-
spectively, in the order shown in the Figures.

In the top panel of each figure, we show the raw spec-
tral data for each analyzed burst alongside the CPL
function fitted using the extrapolation method with
fixed E; values. The vertical axis represents photon
flux density (photons cm~2.s71.keV~1), as defined in the
CPL model. The gray, red, and blue data points rep-
resent spectral data from three distinct energy ranges:
Epeclow (below the BAT energy band, E<15 keV), Egar
(within the BAT band, 15 keV<E<150 keV), and E,pove
(above the BAT band, E>150 keV), respectively. The
colored curves correspond to the best-fit CPL models for
fixed E, values of 100 keV, 120 keV, 150 keV, 180 keV,
200 keV, 220 keV, 250 keV, 300 keV, 400 keV, 500 keV,
600 keV, 700 keV, 800 keV, 900 keV, 1000 keV, 1200
keV, 1500 keV, 1800 keV, 2000 keV, 3000 keV, 4000 keV,
and 5000 keV. It is important to note that, to simulate
the scenario where only Swift/BAT data is available, we
used only the raw spectral data from the GBM energy
range overlapping with BAT. Detailed data analysis and
fitting methods are described in Section §2.3. For each
fixed E;, we derived the CPL model parameters A and
a, along with statistical criteria to evaluate goodness-of-
fit, such as x2, degrees of freedom (DOF), reduced x?,
AIC, BIC, DIC, and ppic. These results are summarized
in Tables 1-16.

In the middle panel of each figure, we plot the statis-
tical criteria (AIC, BIC, DIC, and x?) and their devia-
tions from the minimum value (ADIC, and Ax?) as a
function of E; These curves generally fall into two cat-
egories: (1) “U”-shaped curves with a distinct minimum

(e.g., GRB 140703A, GRB 160629A, and GRB 091003),
where the optimal fit function and the corresponding
E:: can be easily identified by identifying the minimum
value of the curve; (2) monotonic decreasing curves re-
sembling a “slide” (GRB 150301B, GRB 090529, GRB
140606B, GRB 120624B, GRB 090328, GRB 120711A,
and GRB 130215A), where the statistical criteria de-
crease as E; increases, eventually reaching a bending
point or plateau. The E; at this bending point pro-
vides a robust lower limit for the true E.. To quantita-
tively identify the bending point, we define thresholds of
ADIC<5 and x2<0.5. The value of the first E.. value be-
low these threshold is the value we used. Four horizon-
tal red dashed lines in the figures mark these thresholds
(ADIC<5 and x2<0.5).

In the bottom panel of each figure, we present the pre-
liminary estimation of E; in the vF, space. The solid
green curve represents the best-fit model derived us-
ing the full GBM energy range (Epelow+EBAT+ Eabove)s
from which the true observed E. is extracted. The four
dashed lines of different colors represent the E; values
determined using various statistical criteria, with verti-
cal dashed lines marking these corresponding Eé Com-
paring different thresholds, we find that the criterion
DIC=2 yiclds E. values that are closest to the true E,.

To test the applicability of our extrapolation method
for estimating the peak energy (E,) of GRBs with Band-
like spectra, we selected five GRBs with intrinsic Band
spectral models (Figures 15-19 and Tables 10-17). Their
true £, values range from 280 keV to 5200 keV. Figures
15-19 present the preliminary E,, estimation results for
these bursts. The data analysis procedure is identical
to that used for CPL-like GRBs, with the primary dis-
tinction appearing in the bottom panels of the figures.
In the bottom panels, the green solid lines represent
the best-fit Band models derived from the GBM energy
range, rather than CPL models. Additionally, the es-
timated E; obtained via the extrapolation method is
converted to an E, estimate using the relation, here we
define E;:(Q—l—a)E;.

Another important question to address is whether the
variation in « values, as measured within the BAT en-
ergy range, has a significant impact on the resulting cut-
off energy, E;

Similarly, to exclude the potential influence of varia-
tions in E. on the results, we selected two GRBs from
the GBM catalog, where F. remained relatively stable
within a typical and narrow range (200 keV to 400 keV),
while a gradually increased from -1.9 to -0.4 with a
large change (see the lower-panel of Table 18). The data
analysis procedure is identical to that used for CPL-like
GRBs. Figures 13-14 present the preliminary estima-
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tion results of the spectral cutoff energy (E.) for the two
bursts, whose intrinsic spectra follow a CPL-like model.
The intrinsic E, values of these GRBs are E, = 41872
and E. = 315713, and the intrinsic o values of these
GRBs range from —0.5179:02 to —1.7079-0}, correspond-
ing to GRB 100414A, and GRB 180728A, respectively.

We observed that when the low-energy spectral in-
dex « is either very hard (e.g., GRB 100414A with
—0.517002) or very soft (e.g., GRB 180728A with
~1.707051), the E, values obtained through the extrap-
olation method tend to be higher than the true observed
E., showing a noticeable deviation. This deviation is
particularly pronounced in cases with a harder a (e.g.,
GRB 100414A). To quantitatively assess these devia-
tions, we define the ratio ke = (E./E.) as the value of
E. obtained through the extrapolation method divided
by the true observed E; For GRB 100414A, we find
ke = 12.7 (the statistical criteria ADIC < 2 are used),
while for GRB 180728A, k¢ = 1.6 (ADIC < 2). The
results indicate that both GRBs have k¢ values signifi-
cantly greater than 1, with k¢ for GRB 100414A being
much higher than that for GRB 180728A. This demon-
strates that the deviation for GRB 100414A is consid-
erably larger than that for GRB 180728A.

3.2.2. Refined Estimation of E;

We obtained a relatively coarse value of E. from
the preliminary estimation. These E. values, derived
through the extrapolation method, are consistent with
the true observed values for most GRBs. If the precision
requirement for E. estimation is low, the preliminary
estimation suffices. However, for higher precision de-
mands, a refined estimation can be conducted based on
the initial E. results, aiming to confine the uncertainty
to a smaller range. The process of refined estimation
involves the following steps:

From the preliminary estimation, we found that the
statistical criterion ADIC < 5 effectively identifies E..
Thus, we take the E. value obtained under ADIC < 5
as the starting point for refined estimation. For each
GRB with E. < 500 keV, we select 10 additional E.
values at uniform intervals before the starting point and
5 additional E. values after it. The interval i is de-
termined as follows: i=10 for E. < 500 keV, i=25 for
500 keV < E. < 1000 keV, and i=50 for E. > 1000 keV.

We repeat all data analysis steps from the preliminary
estimation to obtain a finer set of E. results with smaller
intervals and reduced uncertainties. The fitting results
(e.g., A, a, x?, DOF, x2, AIC, BIC, DIC, and ppic) are
summarized in the lower-panel of Tables 1-13. Three
GRBs were excluded from this refined analysis because
the E. values obtained from the preliminary estimation

differed significantly from their observed values, render-
ing further detailed estimation meaningless.

Combining the preliminary and refined estimations,
we find that among the 10 GRBs in Group I, 8 GRBs
have their estimated E; values closely matching the ob-
served E.. Only two GRBs (GRB 120711A and GRB
130215A) show significant deviation between the esti-
mated Eé and their observed E. values, both of which
have E. > 1000 keV, far exceeding the upper energy
limit of the BAT instrument (150 keV). For the two
GRBs in Group II, one (GRB 180728A) exhibits an esti-
mated E; that matches the observed value closely, albeit
slightly higher. This GRB is characterized by a very soft
intrinsic o index (-1.70+0.01). In contrast, the other
burst (GRB 100414A) shows a large deviation between
its estimated E, and observed E., with the intrinsic o
index being notably hard (-0.5240.02).

4. DISCUSSIONS

4.1. Curvature in the CPL function within the
Swift/BAT Energy Range

The curvature of a curve is defined as the measure of
its deviation from a straight line, providing a quantita-
tive description of the degree of bending. In the context
of gamma-ray burst spectral analysis, curvature can be
utilized to examine the bending behavior of the CPL
function within the energy range observed by Swift-BAT
(15-150 keV). This analysis is particularly relevant for
evaluating how well the CPL function captures spectral
features in this energy band, especially when the in-
trinsic spectral shape exhibits significant deviation from
linearity. We, therefore, use curvature to describe the
degree of bending of a curve at a point, reflecting how
rapidly its geometric shape changes. The formula for
curvature in two-dimensional space is given by:

1
S i - -
(1+ ((E)?)

where f(F) is the function value corresponding to en-
ergy E (e.g., the photon spectrum density in the CPL or
Band model), f'(E) is the first derivative of f(FE) with
respect to E. f”(FE) is the second derivative of f(F)
with respect to F.

The total curvature is computed using the following
integral expression:

C = /E B dE 8)

min

where k(F) = (1“‘(‘;/;% is the curvature at energy
E, Fnin and Ep.x are the lower and upper bounds of

the energy range (e.g., 15 keV and 150 keV).
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This expression is numerically evaluated using the
trapezoidal rule, implemented in Python with the
np.trapz function, which approximates the integral by
summing the areas of trapezoids formed under the curve.

To quantitatively evaluate the impact of changes in
the cut-off energy E. on the curvature of the CPL func-
tion within the BAT energy range (15-150 keV), we con-
ducted the following analysis. First, we fixed two pa-
rameters, the normalization (A = 1) and the low-energy
spectral index (o = —1), at typical values. We then
allowed FE. to vary, selecting several representative ob-
servational values ranging from 150 keV to 10,000 keV
(see the upper-left panel of Figure 20). For each E.,
we calculated the total curvature C' (see the upper-right
panel of Figure 20) and the corresponding curvature ra-
dius p (see the lower-right panel of Figure 20). Our
results indicate that the total curvature decreases as E
increases. This suggests that when the intrinsical E.
of a CPL spectrum approaches the upper limit of the
BAT energy range (150 keV), the extrapolated curva-
ture provides a more reliable estimate of the E., even
though the decrease in curvature with increasing E. is
not particularly steep.

Similarly, we analyzed the effect of changes in the low-
energy spectral index a on the curvature of the CPL
function in the BAT energy band. For this analysis, we
fixed A =1 and E. keV as typical values and allowed «
to vary. We selected several representative observational
values for a ranging from -1.9 to -0.4 (see the lower-
left panel of Figure 20). For each a, we calculated the
total curvature C (see the left-panel of Figure 20) and
the corresponding curvature radius p (see the lower-right
panel of Figure 20). We found that the total curvature
decreases as « becomes harder, indicating that when
the intrinsically a of a CPL spectrum is harder, the
extrapolated curvature method yields a more reliable
estimate of the true peak energy E.

The general effects of each parameter on the curva-
ture of the CPL function based on theory: (1) Normal-
ization A: Typically, the curvature remains nearly un-
affected by changes in A because it scales the amplitude
of the function without altering the overall shape. (2)
Low-energy spectral index a: Changing a often has a
noticeable effect on curvature, especially at lower ener-
gies, as it alters the slope of the function in this region.
(3) Peak energy E,: Modifying E,, shifts the spectrum’s
peak, which can significantly affect the curvature, par-
ticularly around the peak’s location in the energy band.
(4) High-energy spectral index (: Variations in 8 in-
fluence the curvature at higher energies, though their
impact on curvature in the 15-150 keV range might be

less prominent unless the spectrum has significant high-
energy contributions.

4.2. Comparison with Other Methods

Sakamoto et al. (2009) proposed a correlation be-
tween the peak energy (E,) in the vF, spectrum and
the photon index I' derived from a simple power-law
(SPL) model, expressed as: log F,=3.258-0.829T", (1.3<
I' €2.3). To evaluate this method in comparison to ours,
we applied the SPL model to fit the spectral data in the
BAT energy range. The fitted photon index I' and the
E,1 values derived using the above relation are sum-
marized in Columns 3 and 11 of Table 20. Moreover,
we identified 9 GRBs observed simultaneously by both
GBM and BAT. For these bursts, we collected fitting
results provided by the Swift Science Team. It is worth
noting that almost all these GRBs were poorly fitted by
the SPL model, yet the SPL model was still reported as
the best-fitting model on the Swift Science Data Centre
website®.

We compared several methods for estimating the £,
of Swift GRBs, and the results are presented in Figure
21. In the figure, the solid circles represent the true ob-
served E, values (obtained from GBM data), the stars
indicate the E}, values estimated using our spectral cur-
vature extrapolation method, the triangles represent the
E, values derived from the empirical relation proposed
by Sakamoto et al. (2009), and the squares denote the
E,, values provided by the Science Data Centre website®
based on BAT data fitting.

The comparison reveals that the £, values provided
by the Swift Science Team show the poorest agree-
ment with the true observed values (GBM data). When
compared to the method of Sakamoto et al. (2009),
our extrapolation method yields significantly better E,
estimates for nine GRBs. However, for three bursts
(GRB 090510, GRB 120711A, and GRB 130215A) nei-
ther method performs well. Notably, the true E, values
of these three bursts are exceptionally high (E,, > 1000
keV), likely exceeding the applicable range of both meth-
ods.

Interestingly, only one burst (GRB 100414A) shows
better F, estimation using the method describe in
Sakamoto et al. (2009) compared to ours. This excep-
tion may be attributed to the harder spectral index («)
of this GRB. Based on this result, we suggest that the
method in Sakamoto et al. (2009) might be more reliable
for GRBs with harder a values, whereas our curvature

3 https:/ /swift.gsfc.nasa.gov/results/batgrbcat/
4 https://swift.gsfc.nasa.gov /sdc/
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extrapolation method is generally more effective for the
majority of GRBs.

5. CONCLUSIONS

The Swift Burst Alert Telescope (BAT), operating in
the 15-150 keV energy band, has significantly advanced
our understanding of nature of gamma-ray bursts, in
both theory and observation aspects (Gehrels et al.
2009). However, its limited energy coverage poses chal-
lenges when analyzing bursts whose spectral peak ener-
gies exceed 150 keV, as most GRBs have F, values typi-
cally distributed between 200-300 keV, exceeding BAT’s
upper limit. Given that Swift/BAT operates within the
15-150 keV energy band, most GRBs with peak ener-
gies exceeding 150 keV present a significant challenge
for precise E,, estimation. In this paper, we developed
an innovative method to reliably estimate the cut-off
energy (E.) and peak energy (E;) of GRB spectra ob-
served by the Swift /BAT satellite, particularly when the
E. (or E,) lies above the instrument’s observational en-
ergy range (>150 keV).

We selected 17 bright GRBs for performing such a
test. In order to perform a self-consistency check, all the
bursts are selected from the GBM observations, which
provides a broader energy observation window covering
both the BAT energy range and higher energy bands be-
yond BAT’s upper limit. Using the intrinsic curvature
of the CPL spectrum within the BAT range, we extrapo-
lated the E; values for energies beyond BAT’s range. To
examine whether the estimated E; values are influenced
by the true observed E. and the low-energy spectral in-
dex a, we divided the sample into three Groups. Group
I: Consists of 10 GRBs with « values consistently within
the typical range, while E. varies significantly from 150
keV to several MeV. Group II: Includes 2 GRBs with
E. approximately fixed within the typical distribution
range but with « values varying significantly. Group
III: Includes 5 GRBs where the optimal spectral model
is the Band model, providing an additional test for con-
sistency.

We then performed a two-step estimation process for
these samples: preliminary estimation and refined esti-
mation. We selected 22 reasonably spaced and gradu-
ally increasing E. values ranging from 150 keV to several
MeV. For each GRB in the sample, we fixed E. and used
the CPL model to fit the spectral data within the BAT
energy range. Using a statistical criterion of ADIC < 5,
we preliminarily selected a rough FE. estimate. Based
on the results of the preliminary estimation, we then se-
lected a narrower range of E, values for each GRB and
conducted refined estimation. The number of E, val-
ues chosen for refinement varied depending on the pre-

liminary results. In Group I, 8 GRBs showed excellent
agreement between the extrapolated E; and the true ob-
served values. These GRBs all had observed E. values
within a moderate range (150-1000 keV). However, two
bursts (GRB 120711A and GRB 130215A) with signif-
icantly mismatched E. estimates had observed E. val-
ues exceeding 1000 keV, far beyond BAT’s upper energy
limit. In Group II, one burst (GRB 180728A) showed
good agreement between the estimated E; and observed
E., with its « index being relatively soft. In contrast,
the other burst (GRB 100414A), characterized by a very
hard « index, exhibited a significant mismatch between
the estimated E:) and observed E.. In Group III, which
included GRBs with intrinsic Band-like spectra, the re-
sults were consistent with the findings from Groups I
and II. These findings align with our simulation results
discussed earlier. High E. values and hard « indices cor-
respond to less pronounced curvature within the BAT
energy range, leading to greater uncertainty in F. es-
timates derived from this method. Conversely, GRBs
with moderate E. values (150-1000 keV) and « indices
near typical values yield reliable extrapolated E. esti-
mates.

Overall, our analysis indicates that when F,. lies
within a moderate range (150 keV < E. < 1000 keV)
and the intrinsic « index is not too hard (o 2 —2/3), the
extrapolated E; values obtained through this curvature
method are consistent with their observed E. values.
Conversely, when E is excessively high (E, > 1000 keV)
or « is too hard (e.g., beyond the synchrotron radiation
death line, Preece et al. 1998, a« = —2/3), significant de-
viation arise between the estimated E, and observed E
values. In general, our method achieves higher accuracy
compared to directly fitting the spectrum or estimating
E. (or E,) through empirical relations.
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Table 1. Results of GRB 140703A
E. Level A a x?* DOF x2? AIC BIC DIC pDIC
(Fixed) (Estimation) (ph.s™'.cm™%keV™1')
1) (2) (3) 4) ) (6 (M B (9 (10) (11)
Preliminary estimation
100 Preliminary 1.08x1072 0.90 36.2 26 1.39 40.2 42.8 40.2 4.05
120 Preliminary 9.71x1073 0.99 33.1 26 1.27 37.1 39.7 37.1 4.02
150 Preliminary 8.70x1073 1.09 31.7 26 1.22 35.7 38.3 35.6 3.98
180 Preliminary 8.09%x1073 1.14 31.7 26 1.22 35.7 38.3 35.7 4.01
200 Preliminary 7.80x1073 1.18 31.9 26 1.23 35.9 38.6 359 4.00
220 Preliminary 7.57x1073 1.20 32.3 26 1.24 36.3 39.0 36.3 4.04
250 Preliminary 7.29%1073 1.23 329 26 1.27 36.9 39.6 36.9 4.04
300 Preliminary 6.98x1073 1.27 339 26 1.30 37.9 40.5 37.9 4.07
400 Preliminary 6.60x1073 1.31 354 26 1.36 39.4 42.1 39.5 4.03
500 Preliminary 6.38x1073 1.34 36.6 26 1.41 40.6 43.2 40.6 4.02
600 Preliminary 6.24x1073 1.36 374 26 1.44 41.4 44.1 41.4 4.01
700 Preliminary 6.14x1073 1.37 38.0 26 1.46 42.0 44.7 42.1 4.04
800 Preliminary 6.07x1073 1.38 38.6 26 1.48 42.6 45.2 42.5 3.99
900 Preliminary 6.01x1073 1.39 39.0 26 1.50 43.0 45.6 42.9 3.97
1000 Preliminary 5.97x1073 1.40 39.3 26 1.51 43.3 45.9 43.3 4.02
1200 Preliminary 5.90x1073 1.41 39.8 26 1.53 43.8 46.5 43.8 3.98
1500 Preliminary 5.83x1073 1.41 40.3 26 1.55 44.3 47.0 44.3 4.01
1800 Preliminary 5.79x1073 1.42 40.7 26 1.56 44.7 47.3 44.7 4.01
2000 Preliminary 5.76x1073 1.42 40.9 26 1.57 44.9 47.5 44.8 3.99
3000 Preliminary 5.70x1073 1.43 414 26 1.59 45.4 48.1 45.4 4.00
4000 Preliminary 5.67x1073 1.44 41.7 26 1.60 45.7 48.3 45.7 4.04
5000 Preliminary 5.65x1073 1.44 419 26 1.61 45.9 48.5 45.8 3.98
Refined estimation
50 Refined 2.02x1072 0.37 89.5 26 3.44 93.5 96.2 93.5 3.95
60 Refined 1.65x1072 0.55 65.3 26 2.51 69.3 71.9 69.2 3.94
70 Refined 1.42%x1072 0.67 51.9 26 1.99 55.9 58.5 55.8 3.96
80 Refined 1.27x1072 0.77 44.0 26 1.69 48.0 50.6 47.9 3.89
90 Refined 1.16x1072 0.84 39.2 26 1.51 43.2 45.8 43.2 4.01
110 Refined 1.02x1072 0.95 34.3 26 1.32 38.3 40.9 38.2 3.95
130 Refined 9.31x1073 1.03 32.3 26 1.24 36.3 39.0 36.3 3.99
140 Refined 8.98x1073 1.06 31.9 26 1.23 35.9 38.6 35.8 3.93
160 Refined 8.47x1073 1.11 31.6 26 1.21 35.6 38.2 35.5 3.96
170 Refined 8.26x1073 1.13 31.6 26 1.21 35.6 38.3 35.6 3.98
190 Refined 7.94x1073 1.16 31.8 26 1.22 35.8 38.4 35.7 3.89
210 Refined 7.67x1073 1.19 32.1 26 1.23 36.1 38.8 36.0 3.93
230 Refined 7.46x1073 1.21 32,5 26 1.25 36.5 39.2 36.5 4.00
240 Refined 7.37x1073 1.22 32,7 26 1.26 36.7 39.4 36.6 3.93
260 Refined 7.22x1073 1.24 33.1 26 1.27 37.1 39.8 37.1 4.00
270 Refined 7.15x1073 1.25 33.3 26 1.28 37.3 40.0 37.3 3.96
280 Refined 7.09%x1073 1.26 33.5 26 1.29 37.5 40.1 37.5 3.97
290 Refined 7.03x1073 1.26 33.7 26 1.30 37.7 40.3 37.6 3.94
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Table 2. Results of GRB 160629A

E. Level A a x? DOF x? AIC BIC DIC pDIC
(Fixed) (Estimation) (ph.s™'.cm™?keV™!)

€] (2 (3) @ G ©® ™ @ (9 @10 Ay

Preliminary estimation
100 Preliminary 1.76x1072 0.63 199 13 1.53 239 253 238 3.96
120 Preliminary 1.59x1072 0.72 154 13 1.18 19.4 20.8 19.3 3.93
150 Preliminary 1.44x1072 0.80 12.1 13 0.93 16.1 17.5 16.0 3.90
180 Preliminary 1.34x1072 0.86 10.5 13 0.81 14.5 16.0 14.5 3.96
200 Preliminary 1.30x1072 0.89 10.0 13 0.77 14.0 154 14.0 3.98
220 Preliminary 1.26x1072 0.92 9.6 13 0.74 13.6 15.0 13.6 4.00
250 Preliminary 1.22x1072 0.94 9.3 13 0.71 13.3 14.7 13.2 3.92
300 Preliminary 1.17x1072 0.98 9.1 13 0.70 13.1 14.5 13.0 3.95
400 Preliminary 1.11x1072 1.02 9.1 13 0.70 13.1 14.5 13.1 3.96
500 Preliminary 1.08x1072 1.05 9.3 13 0.71 13.3 14.7 13.2 3.89
600 Preliminary 1.06x1072 1.07 9.5 13 0.73 135 149 134 3.95
700 Preliminary 1.04x1072 1.08 9.6 13 0.74 13.6 15.0 13.6 3.97
800 Preliminary 1.03x1072 1.09 9.7 13 0.75 13.7 15.2 13.7 3.98
900 Preliminary 1.02x1072 1.10 9.9 13 0.76 139 15.3 13.8 3.95
1000 Preliminary 1.01x1072 1.11 10.0 13 0.77 14.0 154 139 3.99
1200 Preliminary 1.00x1072 1.11 10.1 13 0.78 14.1 15.5 14.1 3.96
1500 Preliminary 9.93x1073 1.12 10.3 13 0.79 14.3 15.7 14.2 3.93
1800 Preliminary 9.88x1073 1.13 104 13 0.80 14.4 15.8 14.4 4.02
2000 Preliminary 9.83x1073 1.13 10.5 13 0.81 14.5 159 144 3.98
3000 Preliminary 9.72x1073 1.14 10.7 13 0.82 14.7 16.1 14.7 4.00
4000 Preliminary 9.66x10~3 1.15 10.8 13 0.83 14.8 16.2 14.8 3.98
5000 Preliminary 9.64x1073 1.15 10.8 13 0.83 14.8 16.2 14.8 4.00
Refined estimation

110 Refined 1.66x1072 0.67 17.3 13 1.33 21.3 22.7 21.3 3.98
130 Refined 1.53x1072 0.75 14.0 13 1.08 18.0 19.4 18.0 4.04
140 Refined 1.48x1072 0.78 129 13 0.99 16.9 183 16.8 3.92
160 Refined 1.40x1072 0.83 11.4 13 0.88 154 16.9 154 4.00
170 Refined 1.37x1072 0.84 109 13 0.84 149 16.4 15.0 4.02
190 Refined 1.32x1072 0.88 10.2 13 0.79 14.2 15.6 14.2 3.93
210 Refined 1.28x1072 0.91 9.8 13 0.75 13.8 15.2 13.7 3.98
230 Refined 1.25x1072 0.93 9.5 13 0.73 13.5 149 13.5 3.98
240 Refined 1.23x1072 094 94 13 0.72 13.4 14.8 133 3.97
260 Refined 1.21x1072 0.95 9.2 13 0.71 13.2 14.6 13.1 3.92
270 Refined 1.20x1072 0.96 9.2 13 0.71 13.2 14.6 13.2 4.01
280 Refined 1.19x1072 0.97 9.1 13 0.70 13.1 14.6 13.2 4.02
290 Refined 1.18x1072 0.97 9.1 13 0.70 13.1 14.5 13.1 3.95
310 Refined 1.16x1072 0.99 9.1 13 0.70 13.1 14.5 13.0 3.94
320 Refined 1.16x1072 099 9.1 13 0.70 13.1 14.5 13.1 4.01
330 Refined 1.15x1072 1.00 9.1 13 0.70 13.1 14.5 13.0 3.96
340 Refined 1.14x1072 1.00 9.1 13 0.70 13.1 14.5 13.0 3.94
350 Refined 1.14x1072 1.01 9.1 13 0.70 13.1 14.5 13.0 3.93
360 Refined 1.13x1072 1.01 9.1 13 0.70 13.1 14.5 13.1 3.98
370 Refined 1.13x1072 1.01 9.1 13 0.70 13.1 14.5 13.0 3.95
380 Refined 1.12x1072 1.02 9.1 13 0.70 13.1 14.5 13.0 3.96
390 Refined 1.12x1072 1.02 9.1 13 0.70 13.1 14.5 13.1 3.98

15



16

L1 & WANG

Table 3. Results of GRB 090529

2

E. Level A a X DOF x2 AIC BIC DIC pDIC
(Fixed) (Estimation) (ph.s™'.cm™?keV™")
1) (2) (3) 4 6B 6 O ¢ (9 (10 dA1)
Preliminary estimation
100 Preliminary 5.83x1072 0.75 195.7 62 3.16 199.7 204.0 199.6 3.95
120 Preliminary 5.28%x 1072 0.84 175.3 62 2.83 179.3 183.6 179.3 3.96
150 Preliminary 4.78%x1072 0.93 158.8 62 2.56 162.8 167.1 162.7 3.92
180 Preliminary 4.47x107 2 0.99 149.9 62 2.42 153.9 158.2 153.9 3.98
200 Preliminary 4.33x1072 1.02 146.2 62 2.36 150.2 154.5 150.1 3.95
220 Preliminary 4.20x1072 1.04 143.4 62 2.31 147.4 151.8 147.3 3.88
250 Preliminary 4.07x1072 1.07 140.6 62 2.27 144.6 148.9 144.5 3.90
300 Preliminary 3.91x1072 1.11 137.7 62 2.22 141.7 146.0 141.6 3.93
400 Preliminary 3.71x1072 1.16 135.1 62 2.18 139.1 143.4 139.0 3.96
500 Preliminary 3.60x1072 1.18 134.0 62 2.16 138.0 142.4 138.1 4.02
600 Preliminary 3.53x10~2 1.20 133.6 62 2.15 137.6 141.9 137.5 3.90
700 Preliminary 3.48x1072 1.21 133.3 62 2.15 137.3 141.6 137.3 3.93
800 Preliminary 3.44x10~2 1.22 133.2 62 2.15 137.2 141.5 137.2 3.98
900 Preliminary 3.41x1072 1.23 133.2 62 2.15 137.2 141.5 137.1 3.92
1000 Preliminary 3.39x10~2 1.24 133.1 62 2.15 137.1 141.5 137.1 3.93
1200 Preliminary 3.35x10 72 1.25 133.1 62 2.15 137.1 141.5 137.1 3.93
1500 Preliminary 3.32x10~2 1.26 133.2 62 2.15 137.2 141.5 137.2 3.98
1800 Preliminary 3.30x 1072 1.26 133.3 62 2.15 137.3 141.6 137.2 3.92
2000 Preliminary 3.29x10~2 1.27 133.3 62 2.15 137.3 141.6 137.3 3.96
3000 Preliminary 3.25x1072 1.28 1334 62 2.15 137.4 141.8 137.4 3.95
4000 Preliminary 3.23x1072 1.28 133.5 62 2.15 137.5 141.9 137.4 3.88
5000 Preliminary 3.22x1072 1.28 133.6 62 2.15 137.6 141.9 137.5 3.95
Refined estimation

210 Refined 4.26x1072 1.03 144.7 62 2.33 148.7 153.0 148.7 3.97
230 Refined 4.15x10~2 1.05 142.4 62 2.30 146.4 150.7 146.3 3.99
240 Refined 4.11x1072 1.07 141.4 62 2.28 145.4 149.7 145.4 3.98
260 Refined 4.03x10~2 1.08 139.9 62 2.26 143.9 148.2 143.8 3.98
270 Refined 4.00x1072 1.09 139.2 62 2.25 143.2 147.5 143.2 4.02
280 Refined 3.96x1072 1.10 138.7 62 2.24 142.7 147.0 142.6 3.99
290 Refined 3.93x1072 1.10 138.1 62 2.23 142.1 146.5 142.1 3.99
310 Refined 3.88x1072 1.12 137.3 62 2.21 141.3 145.6 141.3 4.01
320 Refined 3.86x1072 1.12 136.9 62 2.21 140.9 145.3 141.0 4.01
330 Refined 3.83x10~ 2 1.13 136.6 62 2.20 140.6 144.9 140.7 4.05
340 Refined 3.82x1072 1.13 136.3 62 2.20 140.3 144.7 140.4 4.05
350 Refined 3.79%x1072 1.14 136.1 62 2.19 140.1 144.4 140.0 3.97
360 Refined 3.78x10~2 1.14 135.8 62 2.19 139.8 144.2 139.8 3.99
370 Refined 3.76x10~2 1.15 135.6 62 2.19 139.6 143.9 139.6 4.02
380 Refined 3.74x10~ 2 1.15 1354 62 2.18 139.4 143.7 139.4 3.98
390 Refined 3.73x10~2 1.15 135.2 62 2.18 139.2 143.6 139.2 3.96
410 Refined 3.70x10~2 1.16 1349 62 2.18 138.9 143.3 138.9 3.95
420 Refined 3.69x1072 1.16 134.8 62 2.17 138.8 143.1 138.7 3.94
430 Refined 3.67x10~ 2 1.17 134.7 62 2.17 138.7 143.0 138.6 3.98
440 Refined 3.66x 102 1.17 134.6 62 2.17 138.6 142.9 138.6 4.00
450 Refined 3.65x10~ 2 1.17 1344 62 2.17 138.4 142.8 138.4 3.97
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Table 4. Results of GRB 091003

E. Level A a x> DOF x? AIC BIC DIC pDIC
(Fixed) (Estimation) (ph.s™'.cm™?keV™")
1) (2) (3) 4 6B 6 O ¢ (9 (10 dA1)
Preliminary estimation
100 Preliminary 7.90x1072 0.60 211.3 60 3.52 215.3 219.5 215.3 4.03
120 Preliminary 7.17x1072 0.70 156.8 60 2.61 160.8 165.1 160.8 4.01
150 Preliminary 6.50x 1072 0.80 114.6 60 1.91 118.6 1229 118.6 3.98
180 Preliminary 6.09%x10~2 0.86 93.6 60 1.56 97.6 101.9 97.6 4.02
200 Preliminary 5.89% 1072 0.90 85.3 60 1.42 89.3 93.6 89.3 4.00
220 Preliminary 5.73x10~? 0.92 79.7 60 1.33 83.7 87.9 83.7 4.01
250 Preliminary 5.55x 1072 0.96 74.2 60 1.24 78.2 82.5 78.2 4.01
300 Preliminary 5.33x1072 1.00 69.6 60 1.16 73.6 77.8 73.6 4.02
400 Preliminary 5.06x1072 1.04 66.9 60 1.12 709 75.2 71.0 4.07
500 Preliminary 4.91x1072 1.07 67.1 60 1.12 71.1 75.3 71.1 3.99
600 Preliminary 4.82x1072 1.09 67.9 60 1.13 719 76.1 71.9 4.04
700 Preliminary 4.74%1072 1.11 68.8 60 1.15 72.8 77.1 72.8 3.98
800 Preliminary 4.69%x1072 1.12  69.7 60 1.16 73.7 78.0 73.8 4.08
900 Preliminary 4.65%x10~ 2 1.13 70.6 60 1.18 746 788 746 3.99
1000 Preliminary 4.62x1072 1.13 71.3 60 1.19 753 79.6 753 3.98
1200 Preliminary 4.58x1072 1.14 725 60 1.21 76.5 80.8 76.6 4.05
1500 Preliminary 4.53%x1072 1.15 73.9 60 1.23 779 82.1 779 4.00
1800 Preliminary 4.50x10~2 1.16 74.9 60 1.25 789 831 789 3.99
2000 Preliminary 4.48%x1072 1.16 75.4 60 1.26 79.4 83.7 79.5 4.05
3000 Preliminary 4.44%1072 1.17 771 60 1.28 81.1 85.3 81.1 4.03
4000 Preliminary 4.41x1072 1.18 78.0 60 1.30 82.0 86.2 82.0 4.05
5000 Preliminary 4.40x10~2 1.18 78.5 60 1.31 82.5 86.8 82.5 4.00
Refined estimation

210 Refined 5.80x 1072 0.91 82.2 60 1.37 86.2 90.5 86.3 4.09
230 Refined 5.66x 102 0.94 775 60 1.29 81.5 85.8 81.5 4.03
240 Refined 5.60x10~2 0.95 75.7 60 1.26 79.7 84.0 79.8 4.04
260 Refined 5.49%x 102 0.96 72.9 60 1.22 76.9 81.2 76.9 3.98
270 Refined 5.45%x1072 097 719 60 1.20 759 80.1 759 4.03
280 Refined 5.40x1072 0.98 71.0 60 1.18 75.0 79.2 75.0 4.09
290 Refined 5.36x 1072 0.99 70.2 60 1.17 74.2 78.5 74.3 4.09
310 Refined 5.20%1072 1.00 69.0 60 1.15 73.0 77.3 73.1 4.11
320 Refined 5.26x1072 1.01 68.6 60 1.14 72.6 76.8 72.6 4.05
330 Refined 5.23x1072 1.01 68.2 60 1.14 72.2 76.4 72.3 4.08
340 Refined 5.20%x1072 1.02 67.9 60 1.13 719 76.1 719 4.04
350 Refined 5.18x10~? 1.02 67.6 60 1.13 71.6 759 71.7 4.06
360 Refined 5.15%x1072 1.03 67.4 60 1.12 714 757 71.5 4.07
370 Refined 5.13x1072 1.03 67.2 60 1.12 71.2 75.5 71.3 4.10
380 Refined 5.11x1072 1.04 67.1 60 1.12 71.1 754 71.2 4.07
390 Refined 5.08x1072 1.04 67.0 60 1.12 71.0 75.3 71.1 4.10
410 Refined 5.05%x 1072 1.05 66.9 60 1.11 709 75.1 70.9 4.06
420 Refined 5.03x1072 1.05 66.8 60 1.11 70.8 75.1 71.0 4.11
430 Refined 5.01x1072 1.06 66.8 60 1.11 70.8 75.1 70.9 4.10
440 Refined 5.00x10~2 1.06 66.8 60 1.11 70.8 75.1 70.9 4.06

450 Refined 4.98x10~2 1.06 66.8 60 1.11 70.8 75.1 70.9 4.09
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Table 5. Results of GRB 1406068

E. Level A ey x> DOF x2 AIC BIC DIC pDIC

(Fixed) (Estimation) (ph.s™'.cm™2keV™1)

1) (2) (3) @ G 6 (™M ) (9 (@10 (11)
Preliminary estimation
100 Preliminary 4.07x1072 0.70 102.6 47 2.18 106.6 110.3 106.6 4.07
120 Preliminary 3.70x1072 0.80 89.0 47  1.89 93.0 96.7 93.0 4.02
150 Preliminary 3.36x1072 0.89 T77.2 47 1.64 81.2 85.0 81.3 4.03
180 Preliminary 3.15%x1072 0.95 70.5 47 150 T74.5 783 745  3.97
200 Preliminary 3.05x1072 0.98 67.5 47 144 715 753 T71.6 4.04
220 Preliminary 2.97x1072 1.01 65.2 47 1.39 69.2 73.0 69.3 4.02
250 Preliminary 2.87x1072 1.04 62.7 47  1.33 66.7 70.5 66.8 4.06
300 Preliminary 2.76x1072 1.08 59.9 47  1.28 63.9 67.7 64.0 4.06
400 Preliminary 2.63x1072 1.12 57.0 47 1.21 61.0 64.7 61.0 4.02
500 Preliminary 2.55%x1072 1.15 55.5 47 1.18 59.5 63.2 59.5 4.05
600 Preliminary 2.50x1072 1.17 54.6 47 1.16 58.6 62.3 58.6 4.02
700 Preliminary 2.47%x1072 1.18 54.0 47 1.15 58.0 61.8 58.0 4.02
800 Preliminary 2.44x1072 1.19 53.6 47 1.14 57.6 61.4 57.6 4.05
900 Preliminary 2.42x1072 1.20 53.3 47 1.13 573 61.1 57.4 4.09
1000 Preliminary 2.40x1072 1.21 53.1 47 1.13 57.1 60.8 57.1 4.06
1200 Preliminary 2.38x1072 1.22 52.7 47 1.12 56.7 60.5 56.8 4.05
1500 Preliminary 2.36x1072 1.23 524 47 1.12 564 60.2 56.5 4.02
1800 Preliminary 2.34%x1072 1.23 52.3 47 1.11 56.3 60.0 56.3 4.04
2000 Preliminary 2.33x1072 1.24 52.2 47 1.11 56.2 60.0 56.2 4.00
3000 Preliminary 2.31x1072 1.24 51.9 47  1.10 55.9 59.7 56.0 4.04
4000 Preliminary 2.30x1072 1.25 51.8 47 1.10 55.8 59.6 55.8 4.00
5000 Preliminary 2.29x10~2 1.25 51.7 47 1.10 55.7 59.5 55.8 4.02
Refined estimation

275 Refined 2.81x1072 1.06 61.2 47 1.30 65.2 689 65.1 3.95
325 Refined 2.72x1072 1.09 59.0 47  1.25 63.0 66.7 62.9 3.94
350 Refined 2.69x1072 1.10 58.2 47 1.24 62.2 66.0 62.2 3.99
375 Refined 2.66x1072 1.11 57.5 47  1.22 61.5 65.3 61.5 3.98
425 Refined 2.61x1072 1.13 56.5 47  1.20 60.5 64.3 60.5 4.03
450 Refined 2.59%x1072 1.14 56.1 47  1.19 60.1 63.9 60.1 4.00
475 Refined 2.57x1072 1.15 55.8 47 1.19 59.8 63.5 59.7 4.00
525 Refined 2.54x1072 1.16 55.2 47 1.17 59.2 63.0 59.2 3.96
550 Refined 2.52x107 2 1.16 55.0 47 1.17 59.0 62.7 589 3.97
550 Refined 2.52x1072 1.16 55.0 47 1.17 59.0 62.7 58.9 3.97
575 Refined 2.51x10~2 1.16 54.7 47 1.16 58.7 62.5 58.7 3.97
625 Refined 2.49%x1072 1.17 544 47  1.16 584 62.2 58.4 4.00
650 Refined 2.48x1072 1.18 54.2 47 1.15 58.2 62.0 58.2 4.01
675 Refined 2.48%1072 1.18 54.1 47 1.15 58.1 61.9 581 3.99
725 Refined 2.46x1072 1.19 53.9 47  1.15 579 61.6 579 3.99
750 Refined 2.45%x1072 1.19 53.8 47  1.14 57.8 61.5 57.7 3.96
775 Refined 2.45%1072 1.19 53.7 47 1.14 577 614 57.6 3.97
825 Refined 2.44%x1072 1.19 53.5 47 1.14 575 61.3 57.5 4.03
850 Refined 2.43x1072 1.20 534 47 1.14 574 61.2 57.4 3.95
875 Refined 2.43%x1072 1.20 53.3 47  1.13 573 61.1 57.3 4.01




A NovEL METHOD OF ESTIMATING GRB PEAK ENERGIES BEYOND THE Swift/BAT LIMIT

Table 6. Results of GRB 120624B

E. Level A ey x> DOF x? AIC BIC DIC pDIC

(Fixed) (Estimation) (ph.s™'.cm™2keV™1)

€] (2) (3) @ 6\ @O @ (9 @10 d1
Preliminary estimation
100 Preliminary 4.54x10~?2 0.40 181.2 34 5.33 185.2 188.3 185.2 4.00
120 Preliminary 4.14x1072 0.51 144.5 34 4.25 148.5 151.7 148.5 3.98
150 Preliminary 3.78x10~? 0.62 113.5 34 3.34 117.5 120.7 117.5 4.01
180 Preliminary 3.55%x1072 0.69 96.1 34 2.83 100.1 103.3 100.1 4.02
200 Preliminary 3.44x107 2 0.73 88.5 34 260 92.5 95.6 92.5 4.00
220 Preliminary 3.35%x1072 0.76 82.7 34 243 86.7 89.9 86.8 4.03
250 Preliminary 3.25x10~2 0.79 76.5 34 225 80.5 836 804 3.95
300 Preliminary 3.13x10~2 0.84 69.8 34 205 738 77.0 73.7 3.90
400 Preliminary 2.98x10~2 0.89 63.0 34 185 67.0 70.2 67.0 3.98
500 Preliminary 2.90x10~2 0.92 59.7 34 1.76 63.7 66.9 637 3.95
600 Preliminary 2.84x10~2 0.94 579 34 1.70 619 65.1 62.0 4.06
700 Preliminary 2.80x10~2 0.96 56.8 34 1.67 60.8 64.0 60.8 3.98
800 Preliminary 2.77x1072 0.97 56.0 34 165 60.0 63.2 60.0 4.01
900 Preliminary 2.75x10~ 2 0.98 55.5 34 1.63 59.5 62.7 59.5 4.02
1000 Preliminary 2.73x1072 0.99 55.1 34 162 59.1 623 59.1 3.96
1200 Preliminary 2.71x10~2 1.00 54.6 34 161 586 61.8 586 3.94
1500 Preliminary 2.68x1072 1.01 54.2 34 159 582 61.3 582 3.99
1800 Preliminary 2.67x1072 1.02 53.9 34 1.59 579 61.1 579 4.00
2000 Preliminary 2.66x1072 1.02 53.8 34 158 578 61.0 57.8 3.95
3000 Preliminary 2.63x1072 1.03 53.5 34 1.57 57.5 60.7 57.5 3.97
4000 Preliminary 2.62x1072 1.04 53.4 34 157 574 60.6 574 3.99
5000 Preliminary 2.61x10~ 2 1.04 53.3 34 1.57 57.3 60.5 57.3 3.96
Refined estimation

425 Refined 2.96x1072 0.90 62.0 34 182 66.0 69.1 659 3.98
450 Refined 2.93%x1072 091 61.1 34 180 65.1 683 651 3.99
475 Refined 2.91x10~? 0.92 60.4 34 1.78 644 67.5 644 4.05
525 Refined 2.88x1072 0.93 59.2 34 1.74 63.2 66.3 63.2 4.01
550 Refined 2.87x10~? 0.94 58.7 34 1.73 62.7 659 62.7 4.01
575 Refined 2.85%x1072 0.94 58.3 34 1.71 623 654 62.3 4.01
625 Refined 2.83x10~ 2 0.95 57.6 34 169 61.6 64.7 61.6 4.02
650 Refined 2.82x1072 0.95 57.3 34 168 61.3 64.5 61.4 4.12
675 Refined 2.81x10~?2 0.96 57.0 34 168 61.0 64.2 61.1 4.03
725 Refined 2.79x10~2 0.96 56.6 34 1.66 60.6 63.7 60.6 4.00
750 Refined 2.79%x10~2 0.97 56.4 34 166 604 63.5 604 3.98
775 Refined 2.78x10~2 0.97 56.2 34 165 60.2 634 60.2 4.03
825 Refined 2.77x1072 0.97 55.9 34 164 599 63.1 59.9 4.04
850 Refined 2.76x10~2 0.98 55.8 34 164 59.8 629 59.8 4.08

875 Refined 2.76x10~? 0.98 55.6 34 164 59.6 62.8 59.7 4.06
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Table 7. Results of GRB 090328

E. Level A o x> DOF x2 AIC BIC DIC pDIC

(Fixed) (Estimation) (ph.s™!.cm™2keV~1)

(1) (2) (3) 4 () ® (M () (9 (10) (11)
Preliminary estimation
100 Preliminary 3.32x1072 0.65 150.3 29 5.18 154.3 157.1 154.3 4.00
120 Preliminary 3.01x1072 0.74 118.1 29 4.07 122.1 124.9 122.1 4.03
150 Preliminary 2.73x1072 0.84 91.1 29 3.14 95.1 98.0 95.1 3.98
180 Preliminary 2.55%x1072 0.90 76.2 29 2.63 80.2 83.0 80.2 4.00
200 Preliminary 2.47x1072 0.93 69.6 29 240 73.6 76.5 73.6 3.97
220 Preliminary 2.40x1072 0.96 64.7 29 2.23 68.7 71.6 68.8 4.02
250 Preliminary 2.33x1072 0.99 59.5 29 2.05 63.5 66.3 63.4 3.98
300 Preliminary 2.23x1072 1.03 53.9 29 1.86 57.9 60.7 57.9 4.03
400 Preliminary 2.13x1072 1.08 48.2 29 1.66 52.2 55.1 522 4.01
500 Preliminary 2.06x1072 1.11 45.6 29 1.57 49.6 524 495 3.96
600 Preliminary 2.02x1072 1.12 44.1 29 1.52 48.1 51.0 48.1 3.97
700 Preliminary 1.99x1072 1.14 43.2 29 149 47.2 50.1 47.2 4.01
800 Preliminary 1.97x102 1.15 42.6 29 1.47 46.6 49.5 46.6 4.03
900 Preliminary 1.95x1072 1.16 422 29 145 46.2 49.1 46.2 4.01
1000 Preliminary 1.94x102 1.16 41.9 29 1.44 459 48.8 459 4.05
1200  Preliminary 1.92x1072 1.17 415 29 143 455 484 456 4.06
1500 Preliminary 1.90%x 102 1.18 41.2 29 1.42 45.2 48.0 45.2 4.00
1800  Preliminary 1.89x1072 1.19 41.0 29 141 45.0 479 45.0 3.99
2000 Preliminary 1.88%x 1072 1.19 40.9 29 1.41 449 47.8 44.9 4.00
3000 Preliminary 1.86x1072 1.20 40.7 29 1.40 44.7 47.6 44.7 4.01
4000 Preliminary 1.85%x 1072 1.21 40.6 29 1.40 44.6 47.5 44.6 4.03
5000 Preliminary 1.85%x102 1.21 40.6 29 1.40 44.6 474 44.6 4.01
Refined estimation
275 Refined 2.28 %1072 1.01 56.3 29 1.94 60.3 63.2 60.2 3.95
325 Refined 2.20x1072 1.04 52.0 29 1.79 56.0 588 559 3.95
350 Refined 2.17x10~2 1.06 50.5 29 1.74 54.5 57.3 544 3.93
375 Refined 2.15x1072 1.07 49.2 29 1.70 53.2 56.1 53.2 3.93
425 Refined 2.11x1072 1.09 47.4 29 1.63 51.4 54.2 514 3.99
450 Refined 2.09%x1072 1.09 46.7 29 1.61 50.7 53.5 50.6 3.92
475 Refined 2.07x1072 1.10 46.1 29 1.59 50.1 529 50.0 3.97
525 Refined 2.05x1072 1.11 451 29 1.56 49.1 52.0 49.1 3.96
550 Refined 2.04x1072 1.12 44.7 29 1.54 48.7 51.6 487 3.98
550 Refined 2.04x1072 1.12 44.7 29 1.54 48.7 51.6 487 3.95
575 Refined 2.03x1072 1.12 44.4 29 1.53 484 51.3 483 391
625 Refined 2.01x1072 1.13 43.8 29 1.51 47.8 50.7 47.8 3.93
650 Refined 2.00x10~2 1.13 43.6 29 1.50 47.6 50.5 47.5 3.92
675 Refined 2.00x10~2 1.14 43.4 29 150 474 50.2 47.3 3.92
725 Refined 1.98x1072 1.14 43.0 29 1.48 47.0 49.9 47.0 4.00
750 Refined 1.98x1072 1.14 429 29 148 46.9 49.7 46.8 3.95
775 Refined 1.97x1072 1.15 42.7 29 1.47 46.7 49.6 46.7 3.93
825 Refined 1.96x1072 1.15 425 29 146 46.5 494 464 3.94
850 Refined 1.96x 102 1.15 42.4 29 1.46 46.4 49.2 46.3 3.94
1

875 Refined 1.96x1072 .16 423 29 1.46 46.3 49.1 46.2 3.97




A NovEL METHOD OF ESTIMATING GRB PEAK ENERGIES BEYOND THE Swift/BAT LIMIT

Table 8. Results of GRB 150301B

2

E. Level A a x? DOF x? AIC BIC DIC pDIC
(Fixed) (Estimation) (ph.s™'.cm™?keV™!)
€] (2 (3) @ G ©® ™ @ (9 @10 Ay
Preliminary estimation
100 Preliminary 2.25x1072 0.78 30.1 18 1.67 34.1 36.1 34.1 3.96
120 Preliminary 2.04x1072 0.88 27.0 18 1.50 31.0 33.0 31.0 4.04
150 Preliminary 1.85%x1072 098 243 18 1.35 28.3 30.3 28.3 3.98
180 Preliminary 1.73x1072 1.04 229 18 1.27 26.9 28.9 26.9 3.98
200 Preliminary 1.67x1072 1.07 223 18 1.24 26.3 28.3 26.2 3.99
220 Preliminary 1.63x1072 1.10 21.8 18 1.21 25.8 27.8 25.8 3.98
250 Preliminary 1.58x1072 1.13 21.3 18 1.18 25.3 27.3 25.3 3.98
300 Preliminary 1.52x1072 1.17 20.8 18 1.15 24.8 26.8 24.7 3.97
400 Preliminary 1.44x1072 1.22 202 18 1.12 242 26.2 24.2 3.97
500 Preliminary 1.40x1072 1.25 20.0 18 1.11 24.0 26.0 24.0 4.01
600 Preliminary 1.37x1072 1.27 199 18 1.10 239 259 239 3.97
700 Preliminary 1.35x1072 1.28 19.8 18 1.10 23.8 25.8 23.7 3.94
800 Preliminary 1.34x1072 1.29 19.8 18 1.10 23.8 25.8 23.7 3.99
900 Preliminary 1.33x1072 1.30 19.7 18 1.10 23.7 25.7 23.7 3.98
1000 Preliminary 1.32x1072 1.31 19.7 18 1.09 23.7 25.7 23.7 4.01
1200 Preliminary 1.30x1072 1.32 19.7 18 1.09 23.7 25.7 23.6 3.95
1500 Preliminary 1.29%x1072 1.33 19.7 18 1.09 23.7 25.7 23.6 3.96
1800 Preliminary 1.28x1072 1.34 19.6 18 1.09 23.6 25.6 23.6 3.98
2000 Preliminary 1.28x1072 1.34 19.6 18 1.09 23.6 25.6 23.6 3.94
3000 Preliminary 1.26x1072 1.35 19.6 18 1.09 23.6 25.6 23.6 3.97
4000 Preliminary 1.26x1072 1.35 19.6 18 1.09 23.6 25.6 23.6 4.02
5000 Preliminary 1.25%x1072 1.36 19.6 18 1.09 23.6 25.6 23.6 4.00
Refined estimation

110 Refined 2.13x107 2 0.83 283 18 1.57 32.3 343 32.3 3.98
130 Refined 1.96x1072 0.92 25.9 18 1.44 299 31.9 29.9 4.00
140 Refined 1.90x1072 095 25.0 18 1.39 29.0 31.0 29.0 3.99
160 Refined 1.80x1072 1.00 23.8 18 1.32 27.8 29.8 27.7 3.98
170 Refined 1.76x1072 1.02 23.3 18 1.29 27.3 29.3 27.3 4.00
190 Refined 1.70x1072 1.06 22.5 18 1.25 26.5 28.5 26.5 3.93
210 Refined 1.65x1072 1.09 22.0 18 1.22 26.0 28.0 259 3.93
230 Refined 1.61x1072 1.11 21.6 18 1.20 25.6 27.6 25.6 4.00
240 Refined 1.60x1072 1.12 21.4 18 1.19 254 274 254 3.95
260 Refined 1.57x1072 1.14 21.2 18 1.18 25.2 27.2 25.2 3.99
270 Refined 1.55%x1072 1.15 21.0 18 1.17 25.0 27.0 25.1 4.04
280 Refined 1.54x1072 1.16 20.9 18 1.16 249 26.9 249 3.95
290 Refined 1.53x1072 1.16 209 18 1.16 249 26.8 24.8 3.97
310 Refined 1.51x1072 1.18 20.7 18 1.15 24.7 26.7 24.6 3.94
320 Refined 1.50x1072 1.19 20.6 18 1.15 24.6 26.6 24.6 3.96
330 Refined 1.49x1072 1.19 20.6 18 1.14 24.6 26.6 24.6 4.00
340 Refined 1.48x1072 1.19 205 18 1.14 245 26.5 24.4 3.93
350 Refined 1.48x1072 1.20 20.5 18 1.14 245 26.4 24.4 3.96
360 Refined 1.47x1072 1.20 204 18 1.13 244 26.4 244 3.99
370 Refined 1.46x1072 1.21 204 18 1.13 244 26.4 24.3 3.93
380 Refined 1.45%x1072 1.21 20.3 18 1.13 24.3 26.3 24.2 391
390 Refined 1.45x1072 1.22 20.3 18 1.13 24.3 26.3 24.3 3.98

21
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Table 9. Results of GRB 180728A

E. Level A a x> DOF x? AIC BIC DIC pDIC
(Fixed) (Estimation) (ph.s™'.cm™%keV™!)
€9) () (3 @ 6 © O @ (9 10 d1)
Preliminary estimation
100 Preliminary 3.02x1071 1.40 410.7 47 8.74 414.7 418.5 414.7 3.99
120 Preliminary 2.74x1071 1.47 319.9 47 6.81 323.9 327.7 323.9 3.94
150 Preliminary 2.49x1071 1.55 247.2 47 5.26 251.2 255.0 251.1 3.91
180 Preliminary 2.33x107! 1.60 209.3 47 4.45 213.3 217.1 213.2 3.90
200 Preliminary 2.26x1071 1.62 193.6 47 4.12 197.6 201.4 197.5 3.93
220 Preliminary 2.20x10~1 1.64 182.4 47 3.88 186.4 190.2 186.4 3.93
250 Preliminary 2.13x1071 1.67 171.1 47 3.64 175.1 178.8 175.0 3.96
300 Preliminary 2.04x1071 1.70 160.2 47 3.41 164.2 168.0 164.1 3.94
400 Preliminary 1.95x1071 1.74 151.3 47 3.22 155.3 159.1 155.3 3.92
500 Preliminary 1.89x107 1 1.76 148.7 47 3.16 152.7 156.4 152.6 3.92
600 Preliminary 1.85x1071 1.78 1479 47 3.15 151.9 155.7 152.0 4.01
700 Preliminary 1.83x107 1 1.79 148.0 47 3.15 152.0 155.8 151.9 3.90
800 Preliminary 1.81x1071 1.80 148.3 47 3.16 152.3 156.1 152.3 3.99
900 Preliminary 1.79x107 1 1.80 148.8 47 3.16 152.8 156.5 152.7 3.98
1000 Preliminary 1.78x1071 1.81 149.2 47 3.17 153.2 157.0 153.2 4.01
1200 Preliminary 1.76x107 1 1.82 150.1 47 3.19 154.1 157.9 154.1 3.96
1500 Preliminary 1.74x107* 1.82 151.2 47 3.22 155.2 159.0 155.1 3.95
1800 Preliminary 1.73x107 1 1.83 152.1 47 3.24 156.1 159.8 156.1 4.01
2000 Preliminary 1.73x107* 1.83 152.5 47 3.25 156.5 160.3 156.5 3.97
3000 Preliminary 1.71x107 1 1.84 154.1 47 3.28 158.1 161.9 158.1 3.99
4000 Preliminary 1.70x107* 1.84 1549 47 3.30 158.9 162.7 158.9 3.96
5000 Preliminary 1.70x10~1 1.85 155.5 47 3.31 159.5 163.3 159.5 3.96
Refined estimation

260 Refined 2.11x1071 1.68 168.2 47 3.58 172.2 176.0 172.2 3.99
270 Refined 2.09x1071 1.68 165.8 47 3.53 169.8 173.6 169.8 3.99
280 Refined 2.07x1071 1.69 163.7 47 3.48 167.7 171.5 167.7 4.07
290 Refined 2.06x10~! 1.69 161.8 47 3.44 165.8 169.6 165.8 3.97
310 Refined 2.03x1071 1.70 158.7 47 3.38 162.7 166.5 162.8 4.02
320 Refined 2.02x1071 1.71 157.5 47 3.35 161.5 165.2 161.5 4.01
330 Refined 2.01x107! 1.71 156.3 47 3.33 160.3 164.1 160.4 4.02
340 Refined 2.00x10~1 1.72 155.4 47 3.31 159.4 163.1 159.3 4.00
350 Refined 1.99x1071 1.72 154.5 47 3.29 158.5 162.3 158.4 3.97
360 Refined 1.98x1071 1.73 153.7 47 3.27 157.7 161.5 157.7 4.04
370 Refined 1.97x1071 1.73 153.0 47 3.26 157.0 160.8 157.1 4.05
380 Refined 1.96x107 1 1.73 152.4 47 3.24 156.4 160.2 156.4 3.99
390 Refined 1.95x1071 1.74 151.8 47 3.23 155.8 159.6 155.8 3.95
410 Refined 1.94x107 1 1.74 150.9 47 3.21 154.9 158.7 154.9 3.94
420 Refined 1.93x1071 1.74 150.5 47 3.20 154.5 158.3 154.6 4.02
430 Refined 1.93x107 1 1.75 150.2 47 3.20 154.2 158.0 154.2 4.00
440 Refined 1.92x1071 1.75 149.9 47 3.19 153.9 157.7 153.9 4.04
450 Refined 1.91x1071 1.75 149.6 47 3.18 153.6 157.4 153.6 4.03
460 Refined 1.91x107* 1.75 149.4 47 3.18 153.4 157.1 153.4 4.07
470 Refined 1.90x1071 1.76 149.2 47 3.17 153.2 156.9 153.1 3.97
480 Refined 1.90x107* 1.76 149.0 47 3.17 153.0 156.7 153.0 4.05
490 Refined 1.89x107 1 1.76 148.8 47 3.17 152.8 156.6 152.8 4.01




A NovEL METHOD OF ESTIMATING GRB PEAK ENERGIES BEYOND THE Swift/BAT LIMIT

Table 10. Results of GRB 140206A

E. Level A a x> DOF x? AIC BIC DIC pDIC
(Fixed) (Estimation) (ph.s™'.cm™%keV™!)

€9) () (3 @ 6 © O @ (9 10 d1)
Preliminary estimation
100 Preliminary 1.20x1071 0.59 4249 59 7.20 4289 433.1 429.0 4.10
120 Preliminary 1.09x107 1 0.69 317.6 59 5.38 321.6 325.9 321.6 3.98
150 Preliminary 9.86x10~2 0.78 2324 59 3.94 236.4 240.7 236.5 4.08
180 Preliminary 9.22x 1072 0.84 188.4 59 3.19 192.4 196.6 192.4 4.02
200 Preliminary 8.92x1072 0.88 170.3 59 2.89 174.3 1785 174.3 4.03
220 Preliminary 8.68x 1072 0.90 157.5 59 2.67 161.5 165.7 161.5 4.02
250 Preliminary 8.40x10~2 0.93 144.5 59 2.45 1485 152.7 148.6 4.10
300 Preliminary 8.07x10~2 0.97 132.2 59 2.24 136.2 140.4 136.2 4.02
400 Preliminary 7.67x1072 1.02 1224 59 2.08 126.4 130.6 126.5 4.03
500 Preliminary 7.44%x1072 1.05 119.6 59 2.03 123.6 127.8 123.7 4.05
600 Preliminary 7.29x1072 1.07 119.0 59 2.02 123.0 127.3 123.1 4.04
700 Preliminary 7.19%x1072 1.08 119.2 59 2.02 123.2 127.5 123.3 4.03
800 Preliminary 7.11x1072 1.09 119.7 59 2.03 123.7 128.0 123.8 4.00
900 Preliminary 7.05%x1072 1.10 120.3 59 2.04 124.3 128.6 124.4 4.03
1000 Preliminary 7.00x1072 1.10 121.0 59 2.05 125.0 129.2 125.0 4.03
1200 Preliminary 6.93x1072 1.11 122.1 59 2.07 126.1 130.3 126.1 4.05
1500 Preliminary 6.86x1072 1.12 1235 59 2.09 127.5 131.7 127.6 4.09
1800 Preliminary 6.81x10~2 1.13 124.6 59 2.11 128.6 132.8 128.7 4.10
2000 Preliminary 6.79x10~2 1.13 125.1 59 212 129.1 133.4 129.2 4.07
3000 Preliminary 6.72x1072 1.14 127.1 59 2.15 131.1 135.3 131.1 4.04
4000 Preliminary 6.69x10~2 1.15 128.1 59 217 132.1 136.3 132.2 4.04
5000 Preliminary 6.66x 102 1.15 128.8 59 2.18 132.8 137.0 132.8 4.04
Refined estimation

260 Refined 8.32x1072 0.94 141.3 59 2.39 145.3 149.5 145.3 3.99
270 Refined 8.25x 1072 0.95 138.5 59 2.35 142.5 146.7 142.5 3.94
280 Refined 8.19x1072 0.96 136.1 59 2.31 140.1 144.3 140.1 4.01
290 Refined 8.13x10~2 0.96 134.0 59 2.27 138.0 142.2 138.0 3.97
310 Refined 8.02x1072 0.98 130.6 59 2.21 134.6 138.8 134.5 3.98
320 Refined 7.97x1072 0.98 129.1 59 2.19 133.1 137.4 133.1 4.00
330 Refined 7.92x1072 0.99 1279 59 2.17 1319 136.1 131.8 3.91
340 Refined 7.88%x107 2 0.99 126.8 59 2.15 130.8 135.0 130.8 4.01
350 Refined 7.84x1072 1.00 125.8 59 213 129.8 134.1 129.8 4.01
360 Refined 7.80%x1072 1.00 125.0 59 2.12 129.0 133.2 129.0 4.02
370 Refined 7.77x1072 1.01 1242 59 211 128.2 1324 1282 4.01
380 Refined 7.73%x1072 1.01 123.5 59 2.09 127.5 131.8 127.5 3.95
390 Refined 7.70x1072 1.01 123.0 59 2.08 127.0 131.2 126.9 3.99
410 Refined 7.64x1072 1.02 122.0 59 2.07 126.0 130.2 125.9 3.99
420 Refined 7.62x1072 1.02 121.6 59 2.06 125.6 129.8 125.5 3.97
430 Refined 7.59%1072 1.03 121.2 59 2.05 125.2 129.4 125.2 4.00
440 Refined 7.57x1072 1.03 1209 59 2.05 1249 129.1 124.9 4.02
450 Refined 7.54x1072 1.03 120.6 59 2.04 124.6 128.8 124.6 3.97
460 Refined 7.52x1072 1.04 120.3 59 2.04 124.3 128.6 124.3 3.95
470 Refined 7.50%x1072 1.04 120.1 59 2.04 124.1 128.3 124.1 3.99
480 Refined 7.48x1072 1.04 119.9 59 2.03 1239 1282 123.9 3.99

490 Refined 7.46x1072 1.04 119.8 59 2.03 123.8 128.0 123.8 4.00
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Table 11. Results of GRB 110731A

2

E, Level A @ X DOF Xf AIC BIC DIC pDIC
(Fixed) (Estimation) (ph.s™'.cm™2keV™1)
1) (2) (3) @ G 6 (™M ) (9 (@10 (11)
Preliminary estimation
100 Preliminary 1.34x10 1 0.46 142.8 40 3.57 146.8 150.3 146.9 4.08
120 Preliminary 1.22x107% 0.56 116.7 40 2.92 120.7 124.2 120.8 4.14
150 Preliminary 1.11x107 % 0.66 94.5 40 236 98.5 102.0 98.6 4.16
180 Preliminary 1.04x107% 0.73 82.0 40 2.05 86.0 89.5 86.1 4.13
200 Preliminary 1.00x10 1t 0.76 76.4 40 1.91 80.4 83.9 80.6 4.12
220 Preliminary 9.78%x1072 0.79 72.3 40 1.81 76.3 79.8 76.4 4.13
250 Preliminary 9.47x10~2 0.82 67.7 40 1.69 717 752 71.8 4.07
300 Preliminary 9.10x10~2 0.86 62.8 40 1.57 66.8 70.3 66.9 4.09
400 Preliminary 8.66x 102 0.91 57.7 40 1.44 61.7 65.2 61.8 4.11
500 Preliminary 8.40%x 1072 0.94 55.2 40 1.38 59.2 62.7 59.3 4.06
600 Preliminary 8.24x 1072 0.96 53.8 40 1.35 57.8 61.3 58.0 4.14
700 Preliminary 8.12x1072 0.98 52.9 40 1.32 56.9 604 57.0 4.09
800 Preliminary 8.04x1072 0.99 52.3 40 1.31 56.3 59.8 56.5 4.13
900 Preliminary 7.97%x1072 1.00 51.9 40 1.30 55.9 59.4 56.0 4.08
1000 Preliminary 7.92%x1072 1.00 51.6 40 1.29 55.6 59.0 55.6 4.04
1200 Preliminary 7.84%1072 1.01 51.1 40 1.28 55.1 58.6 55.2 4.05
1500 Preliminary 7.76 %1072 1.02 50.7 40 1.27 54.7 58.2 54.8 4.08
1800 Preliminary 7.71x1072 1.03 50.5 40 1.26 54.5 58.0 54.7 4.15
2000 Preliminary 7.68x1072 1.03 50.4 40 1.26 544 57.9 54.5 4.12
3000 Preliminary 7.60x1072 1.04 50.1 40 1.25 54.1 57.6 54.2 4.10
4000 Preliminary 7.57x1072 1.05 50.0 40 1.25 54.0 57.5 54.1 4.11
5000 Preliminary 7.54x1072 1.05 49.9 40 1.25 53.9 57.4 54.1 4.11
Refined estimation

275 Refined 9.27x10~2 0.85 64.9 40 1.62 68.9 724 68.9 4.00
325 Refined 8.97x1072 0.88 61.1 40 1.53 65.1 68.6 65.1 4.01
350 Refined 8.85x 1072 0.89 59.7 40 149 63.7 67.2 63.8 4.05
375 Refined 8.75%x1072 0.90 58.6 40 147 62.6 66.1 62.7 4.03
425 Refined 8.59x 1072 0.92 56.9 40 1.42 60.9 64.4 61.0 4.02
450 Refined 8.52x 1072 0.93 56.3 40 141 60.3 63.8 60.3 4.01
475 Refined 8.46x 1072 0.94 55.7 40 1.39 59.7 63.2 59.8 4.04
525 Refined 8.36x 1072 0.95 54.8 40 1.37 58.8 62.3 58.8 4.02
550 Refined 8.31x1072 0.95 54.4 40 1.36 58.4 61.9 585 4.07
550 Refined 8.31x1072 0.95 54.4 40 1.36 584 61.9 585 4.07
575 Refined 8.27x 1072 0.96 54.1 40 1.35 58.1 61.6 58.1 4.02
625 Refined 8.21x1072 0.97 53.6 40 1.34 57.6 61.0 57.6 4.02
650 Refined 8.17x1072 0.97 53.3 40 1.33 57.3 60.8 57.4 4.04
675 Refined 8.15x10~ 2 0.97 53.1 40 1.33 57.1 60.6 57.1 4.03
725 Refined 8.10x 1072 0.98 52.7 40 1.32 56.7 60.2 56.8 4.02
750 Refined 8.08x1072 0.98 52.6 40 1.31 56.6 60.1 56.6 4.03
775 Refined 8.06x 1072 0.99 52.5 40 1.31 56.5 59.9 56.5 4.04
825 Refined 8.02x1072 0.99 52.2 40 1.31 56.2 59.7 56.2 4.05
850 Refined 8.00x 1072 0.99 52.1 40 1.30 56.1 59.6 56.1 4.03
875 Refined 7.98%x1072 0.99 52.0 40 1.30 56.0 59.5 56.0 4.05




A NovEL METHOD OF ESTIMATING GRB PEAK ENERGIES BEYOND THE Swift/BAT LIMIT

Table 12. Results of GRB 180720B

E. Level A ey x> DOF x2 AIC BIC DIC pDIC
(Fixed) (Estimation) (ph.s™'.cm™2keV™1)

1) (2) (3) @ G 6 (™M ) (9 (@10 (11)
Preliminary estimation

100 Preliminary 2.40x1071 0.59 772.5 110 7.02 776.5 7819 776.4 3.91
120 Preliminary 2.18x107 1 0.69 591.8 110 5.38 595.8 601.3 595.8 3.92
150 Preliminary 1.98x10 1 0.79 4424 110 4.02 446.4 451.9 446.4 3.96
180 Preliminary 1.85x107% 0.85 361.0 110 3.28 365.0 370.4 364.9 3.95
200 Preliminary 1.79%x 10"t 0.88 3259 110 2.96 329.9 335.3 329.8 3.94
220 Preliminary 1.74x107% 0.91 300.0 110 2.73 304.0 309.5 304.0 3.96
250 Preliminary 1.69%x10 1 0.94 2725 110 2.48 276.5 281.9 276.4 3.96
300 Preliminary 1.62x107% 0.98 243.9 110 2.22 247.9 253.3 247.8 3.95
400 Preliminary 1.54x10 1 1.03 216.3 110 1.97 220.3 225.7 220.2 3.92
500 Preliminary 1.50x107% 1.06 204.1 110 1.86 208.1 213.6 208.1 3.99
600 Preliminary 1.47x107 1 1.08 197.9 110 1.80 201.9 207.3 201.8 3.94
700 Preliminary 1.45x1071 1.09 194.3 110 1.77 198.3 203.8 198.3 3.94
800 Preliminary 1.43%x10 1 1.10 192.2 110 1.75 196.2 201.6 196.1 3.94
900 Preliminary 1.42x1071 1.11 190.8 110 1.73 194.8 200.2 194.7 3.91
1000 Preliminary 1.41x10* 1.12 189.9 110 1.73 193.9 199.3 193.8 3.96
1200 Preliminary 1.39x10* 1.13 188.8 110 1.72 192.8 198.2 192.7 3.94
1500 Preliminary 1.38x 10 % 1.14 188.1 110 1.71 192.1 197.6 192.1 3.96
1800 Preliminary 1.37x107 1t 1.14 187.9 110 1.71 191.9 197.3 191.8 3.93
2000 Preliminary 1.37x10 1t 1.15 187.8 110 1.71 191.8 197.3 191.7 3.85
3000 Preliminary 1.35%x107 1t 1.16 187.9 110 1.71 191.9 197.3 191.9 3.96
4000 Preliminary 1.34x10 1t 1.16 188.1 110 1.71 192.1 197.5 192.0 3.91
5000 Preliminary 1.34x1071 1.16 188.2 110 1.71 192.2 197.7 192.3 4.01

Refined estimation

275 Refined 1.65x107* 0.96 256.2 110 2.33 260.2 265.6 260.1 3.94
325 Refined 1.60x1071 1.00 234.4 110 2.13 238.4 243.9 238.4 3.93
350 Refined 1.58x107* 1.01 227.0 110 2.06 231.0 236.4 231.0 3.96
375 Refined 1.56x1071 1.02 221.1 110 2.01 225.1 230.5 225.1 3.99
425 Refined 1.53x1071 1.04 212.4 110 1.93 216.4 221.8 216.3 3.94
450 Refined 1.52x1071 1.05 209.1 110 1.90 213.1 218.6 213.1 3.93
475 Refined 1.51x107* 1.05 206.4 110 1.88 210.4 215.9 210.3 3.92
525 Refined 1.49x1071 1.06 202.2 110 1.84 206.2 211.6 206.2 3.99
550 Refined 1.48x1071 1.07 200.5 110 1.82 204.5 210.0 204.5 3.95
550 Refined 1.48x1071 1.07 200.5 110 1.82 204.5 210.0 204.5 4.01
575 Refined 1.47x1071 1.07 199.1 110 1.81 203.1 208.5 203.1 3.97
625 Refined 1.46x1071 1.08 196.8 110 1.79 200.8 206.2 200.7 3.94
650 Refined 1.45%x1071 1.09 1959 110 1.78 199.9 205.3 199.8 3.93
675 Refined 1.45x1071 1.09 195.0 110 1.77 199.0 204.5 199.0 3.95
725 Refined 1.44x1071 1.10 193.7 110 1.76 197.7 203.1 197.7 3.99
750 Refined 1.44x107* 1.10 193.1 110 1.76 197.1 202.5 197.1 3.98
775 Refined 1.43x1071 1.10 192.6 110 1.75 196.6 202.0 196.6 3.97
825 Refined 1.43x107* 1.11 191.8 110 1.74 195.8 201.2 195.8 4.02
850 Refined 1.42x1071 1.11 191.4 110 1.74 195.4 200.8 195.4 3.96

875 Refined 1.42x107* 1.11 191.1 110 1.74 195.1 200.5 195.1 3.99
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E. Level A a X DOF  x; AIC BIC DIC pDIC
(Fixed) (Estimation) (ph.s™'.cm™2keV~1)
€] (2 (3) (GO ) I ) N () (®) 9 (10) (1)
Preliminary estimation
100 Preliminary 4.54x107 ¢ 0.47 1264.4 91 13.89 1268.4 1273.4 1268.4 4.00
120 Preliminary 4.11x107¢ 0.57 925.0 91 10.16 929.0 934.0 929.0 4.03
150 Preliminary 3.72x10~! 0.66 647.8 91 7.12  651.8 656.9 651.8 3.99
180 Preliminary 3.48x1071 0.72  499.2 91 549 503.2 508.3 503.3 4.02
200 Preliminary 3.36x10~! 0.76 436.1 91 4.79  440.1 445.2  440.1 3.98
220 Preliminary 3.27x107! 0.78 390.2 91 4.29 394.2 399.2 394.1 3.98
250 Preliminary 3.17x10~! 0.81 341.8 91 3.76  345.8 350.9 345.8 3.99
300 Preliminary 3.04x1071 0.85 292.9 91 3.22 2969 302.0 296.9 3.98
400 Preliminary 2.89x10~! 0.90 247.8 91 2.72 251.8 2569 251.8 4.00
500 Preliminary 2.80x1071 0.93 2294 91 2.52 2334 2385 2334 4.01
600 Preliminary 2.74x1071 0.95 220.8 91 2.43 224.8 2299 2249 4.05
700 Preliminary 2.70x1071 0.96 216.5 91 2.38  220.5 225.5 220.5 4.04
800 Preliminary 2.67x10~1 0.97 214.2 91 2.35 218.2 223.3 218.2 3.96
900 Preliminary 2.65x1071 0.98 213.0 91 2.34  217.0 2221 217.1 4.03
1000 Preliminary 2.63x1071 0.98 212.5 91 2.33 216.5 221.5 216.5 4.04
1200 Preliminary 2.61x1071 0.99 212.3 91 2.33  216.3 221.3 216.3 4.02
1500 Preliminary 2.58x1071 1.00 212.8 91 2.34 216.8 221.8 216.8 4.03
1800 Preliminary 2.56x1071 1.01 2135 91 2.35 217.5 2226 217.5 4.01
2000 Preliminary 2.55x1071 1.01 214.0 91 2.35 218.0 223.1 218.1 4.03
3000 Preliminary 2.53x1071 1.02 216.1 91 2.37 220.1 225.1 220.1 3.98
4000 Preliminary 2.51x1071 1.03 2174 91 2.39 2214 2264 221.4 4.07
5000 Preliminary 2.51x10~1 1.03 218.2 91 2.40 2222 227.3 2223 4.05
Refined estimation

425 Refined 2.86x107! 0.91 241.7 91 2.66 245.7 250.8 245.7 4.03
450 Refined 2.84x1071 0.91 236.8 91 2.60 240.8 245.8 240.8 3.99
475 Refined 2.82x1071 0.92 232.7 91 2.56 236.7 241.8 236.8 4.04
525 Refined 2.78x1071 0.93 226.7 91 2.49 230.7 235.7 230.7 4.01
550 Refined 2.77x1071 0.94 2244 91 2.47 2284 2334 2284 4.04
550 Refined 2.77x1071 0.94 2244 91 2.47 228.4 233.4 2284 4.01
575 Refined 2.76x10~! 0.94 2224 91 2.44 226.4 231.5 226.4 3.98
625 Refined 2.73x1071 0.95 2194 91 2.41 223.4  228.5 223.5 4.07
650 Refined 2.72x10~1 0.95 218.3 91 2.40 222.3 2274 2223 4.05
675 Refined 2.71x1071 0.96 217.3 91 2.39  221.3 226.4 221.3 3.98
725 Refined 2.70x10~! 0.96 215.8 91 2.37  219.8 2248 219.8 4.04
750 Refined 2.69x1071 0.96 215.2 91 2.36  219.2 2242 219.2 4.02
775 Refined 2.68x10~1 0.97 214.6 91 2.36  218.6 223.7 218.7 4.03
825 Refined 2.67x1071 0.97 213.8 91 2.35 217.8 2229 217.8 3.99
850 Refined 2.66x10~1 0.97 213.5 91 2.35 217.5 222.6 217.5 3.99
875 Refined 2.66x1071 0.98 213.3 91 2.34 2173 2223 217.2 397
925 Refined 2.65x10~1 0.98 212.9 91 2.34 216.9 2219 216.9 3.99
950 Refined 2.64x1071 0.98 212.7 91 2.34  216.7  221.8 216.7 4.04
975 Refined 2.64x107! 0.98 212.6 91 2.34 216.6 221.6 216.6 3.99




A NovEL METHOD OF ESTIMATING GRB PEAK ENERGIES BEYOND THE Swift/BAT LIMIT

Table 14. Results of GRB 100414A

E. Level A o x? DOF x2 AIC BIC DIC pDIC
ixe stimation ph.s™ .cm™ “keV ™

Fixed) (Estimati h.s™t 2kev !

1) (2 (3) 4) (5) © ™ (8) 9) (10)  (11)
100 Preliminary 6.95x1072 -0.02 1017.6 118 8.62 1021.6 1027.2 1021.6 4.00
120 Preliminary 6.36x 102 0.10 816.6 118 6.92 820.6 826.2 820.6 3.95
150 Preliminary 5.81x1072 0.22 641.3 118 5.44 6453 650.9 645.3 4.00
180 Preliminary 5.47x1072 0.29 540.0 118 4.58 544.0 549.5 544.0 4.02
200 Preliminary 5.30x1072 0.33 494.2 118 4.19 498.2 503.8 498.2 4.01
220 Preliminary 5.17x1072 0.36  459.2 118 3.89 463.2 468.8 463.3 4.01
250 Preliminary 5.02x1072 0.40 420.4 118 3.56 424.4 430.0 4244 4.01
300 Preliminary 4.83x1072 0.44 377.5 118 3.20 381.5 387.1 381.5 3.98
400 Preliminary 4.61x1072 0.50 331.4 118 2.81 3354 340.9 3354  4.00
500 Preliminary 4.48%x1072 0.53 307.7 118 2.61 311.7 317.3 311.7 3.99
600 Preliminary 4.39%x1072 0.55 293.6 118 249 297.6 303.2 297.6 3.97
700 Preliminary 4.34x1072 0.57 284.5 118 2.41 288.5 294.0 288.4 3.98
800 Preliminary 4.29%x1072 0.58 278.0 118 2.36 282.0 287.6 282.0 3.99
900 Preliminary 4.26x1072 0.59 273.3 118 2.32 277.3 2829 277.3 4.00
1000  Preliminary 4.23%x1072 0.60 269.7 118 2.29 273.7 279.3 273.7 4.00
1200  Preliminary 4.19%x10~2 0.61 264.6 118 2.24 268.6 274.2 268.6 3.98
1500  Preliminary 4.15%x1072 0.62 259.9 118 2.20 263.9 269.5 263.9 3.99
1800  Preliminary 4.12x1072 0.62 257.0 118 2.18 261.0 266.5 260.9 3.99
2000  Preliminary 4.11x1072 0.63 255.5 118 2.17 259.5 265.1 259.6 4.06
3000  Preliminary 4.07x1072 0.64 251.5 118 2.13 2555 261.1 255.5 3.99
4000  Preliminary 4.05%x1072 0.64 249.7 118 212 253.7 259.2 253.7 4.01

5000 Preliminary 4.04x10~2 0.65 248.6 118 2.11 252.6 258.2 252.6 4.02
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Table 15. Results of GRB 120711A

2

E. Level A o x® DOF x2 AIC BIC DIC pDIC
(Fixed) (Estimation) (ph.s™'.cm™2keV™!)

€] (2 3) @ G © @ @ (9 @10 @Ay
100 Preliminary 5.28x 1072 0.42 91.9 9 10.22 95.9 96.7 95.9 4.01
120 Preliminary 4.79%1072 0.53 67.4 9 749 714 722 T71.3 3.94
150 Preliminary 4.35x1072 0.63 47.5 9 5.28 51.5 52.3 51.5 3.99
180 Preliminary 4.08x1072 0.70 37.0 9 4.12 41.0 41.8 41.0 3.98
200 Preliminary 3.95%x1072 0.74 32.6 9 3.63 36.6 37.4 36.6 3.96
220 Preliminary 3.84x1072 0.77 29.5 9 3.28 33.5 34.3 334 3.96
250 Preliminary 3.72x1072 0.80 26.2 9 291 30.2 31.0 30.2 3.96
300 Preliminary 3.58x1072 0.84 23.0 9 2.55 27.0 27.8 27.0 3.98
400 Preliminary 3.40%x10~2 0.89 20.2 9 2.25 242 25.0 24.2 4.00
500 Preliminary 3.30x1072 0.92 19.2 9 2.13 23.2 24.0 23.2 3.97
600 Preliminary 3.23x1072 0.94 18.8 9 2.09 228 23.6 228 3.97
700 Preliminary 3.19x1072 0.96 18.7 9 2.08 22.7 23.5 22.7 3.96
800 Preliminary 3.15x10~2 0.97 18.7 9 2.07 227 23.5 226 3.93
900 Preliminary 3.13x1072 0.98 18.7 9 2.08 22.7 23.5 22.7 397
1000 Preliminary 3.11x1072 0.98 18.7 9 2.08 22,7 23.5 227 3.98
1200 Preliminary 3.07x1072 0.99 18.9 9 2.10 229 23.7 229 3.98
1500 Preliminary 3.04x1072 1.00 19.1 9 2,12 23.1 23.8 23.0 3.99
1800 Preliminary 3.02x10~2 1.01 19.2 9 2.13 23.2 24.0 23.2 3.99
2000 Preliminary 3.01x1072 1.01 19.3 9 2.14 23.3 24.1 233 3.99
3000 Preliminary 2.98x10~2 1.02 19.6 9 2.18 23.6 24.4 23.6 4.00
4000 Preliminary 2.97x1072 1.03 19.8 9 2.20 23.8 24.6 23.7 3.91
5000 Preliminary 2.96x 102 1.03 19.9 9 2.21 239 24.7 23.8 3.97




A NovEL METHOD OF ESTIMATING GRB PEAK ENERGIES BEYOND THE Swift/BAT LIMIT

Table 16. Results of GRB 130215A

E. Level A o x? DOF x2? AIC BIC DIC pDIC

(Fixed) (Estimation) (ph.s™!'.cm™2keV™1!)

(€] (@) 3) @ 6 6 @O ©} ( 1) dy
100 Preliminary 1.70x1072 0.84 17.7 11 1.61 21.7 228 21.6 3.94
120 Preliminary 1.55%x1072 0.92 15.2 11 1.38 19.2 204 19.2 3.99
150 Preliminary 1.40x1072 0.99 13.2 11 1.20 17.2 183 17.1 3.95
180 Preliminary 1.32x1072 1.05 12.1 11 1.10 16.1 17.2 16.1 4.03
200 Preliminary 1.27x1072 1.07 11.6 11 1.05 15.6 16.7 15.6 3.99
220 Preliminary 1.24x1072 1.10 11.2 11 1.02 15.2 16.3 15.1 3.94
250 Preliminary 1.20x1072 1.12 10.8 11 0.98 14.8 159 14.8 3.99
300 Preliminary 1.16x1072 1.15 10.3 11 0.94 14.3 155 14.2 391
400 Preliminary 1.10x1072 1.19 9.9 11 0.90 13.9 15.0 13.8 3.94
500 Preliminary 1.07x1072 1.21 9.7 11 0.88 13.7 14.8 13.6 3.98
600 Preliminary 1.05%x1072 1.23 9.5 11 0.87 13.5 14.7 13.5 3.99
700 Preliminary 1.03x1072 1.24 9.5 11 0.86 13.5 14.6 13.4 3.93
800 Preliminary 1.02x1072 1.25 9.4 11 0.86 13.4 14.5 13.3 3.94
900 Preliminary 1.01x1072 1.26 9.4 11 0.85 13.4 14.5 13.3 3.96
1000 Preliminary 1.01x1072 1.26 9.3 11 0.85 13.3 14.5 13.3 3.94
1200 Preliminary 9.97x10~3 1.27 9.3 11 0.85 13.3 14.4 13.2 3.90
1500 Preliminary 9.87x1073 1.28 9.3 11 0.84 13.3 14.4 13.2 3.97
1800 Preliminary 9.81x10~3 1.28 9.2 11 0.84 13.2 14.4 13.2 3.99
2000 Preliminary 9.77x1073 1.29 9.2 11 0.84 13.2 14.4 13.2 3.98
3000 Preliminary 9.67x10~3 1.29 9.2 11 0.84 13.2 14.3 13.2 3.95
4000 Preliminary 9.62x1073 1.30 9.2 11 0.84 13.2 14.3 13.2 3.97

5000 Preliminary 9.59x10~3 1.30 9.2 11 0.84 13.2 14.3 13.2 3.97
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Table 17. Results of GRB 090510

2

E. Level A a x> DOF x2 AIC BIC DIC pDIC
(Fixed) (Estimation) (ph.s™!'.cm™2keV™1!)

(€] (@) 3) @ 6 6 @O ©} ( 1) dy
100 Preliminary 2.88x1072 0.35 17.4 20 0.87 21.4 23.6 21.4 4.00
120 Preliminary 2.62x1072 0.46 164 20 0.82 20.4 22.6 204 3.95
150 Preliminary 2.38x1072 0.56 15.7 20 0.78 19.7 21.8 19.6 3.99
180 Preliminary 2.24x1072 0.63 153 20 0.76 19.3 21.4 19.3 4.01
200 Preliminary 2.17x1072 0.67 15.1 20 0.75 19.1 21.3 19.1 4.01
220 Preliminary 2.12x1072 0.69 15.0 20 0.75 19.0 21.1 19.0 4.06
250 Preliminary 2.05x10~2 0.73 14.8 20 0.74 18.8 21.0 18.8 3.97
300 Preliminary 1.97x1072 0.77 14.7 20 0.74 18.7 209 18.8 4.03
400 Preliminary 1.88x1072 0.82 14.6 20 0.73 18.6 20.8 18.7 4.05
500 Preliminary 1.83x1072 0.85 14.6 20 0.73 18.6 20.8 18.6 4.02
600 Preliminary 1.79%x1072 0.88 14.6 20 0.73 18.6 20.8 18.6 4.03
700 Preliminary 1.76x1072 0.89 14.6 20 0.73 18.6 20.8 18.6 3.98
800 Preliminary 1.75%x1072 0.90 14.6 20 0.73 18.6 20.8 18.6 4.01
900 Preliminary 1.74x1072 0.91 14.6 20 0.73 18.6 20.8 18.6 3.99
1000 Preliminary 1.72x1072 0.92 14.6 20 0.73 18.6 20.8 18.6 3.98
1200 Preliminary 1.71x1072 0.93 146 20 0.73 18.6 20.8 18.6 3.98
1500 Preliminary 1.69%x1072 094 146 20 0.73 18.6 20.8 18.6 3.98
1800 Preliminary 1.68x1072 0.94 14.7 20 0.73 18.7 20.8 18.7 4.02
2000 Preliminary 1.68x1072 0.95 14.7 20 0.73 18.7 20.8 18.7 4.00
3000 Preliminary 1.66x1072 0.96 14.7 20 0.73 18.7 20.9 18.7 4.06
4000 Preliminary 1.65x1072 0.96 14.7 20 0.73 18.7 20.9 187 3.98
5000 Preliminary 1.65x1072 0.97 14.7 20 0.73 18.7 20.9 18.7 3.96
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Table 18. Results of E; Estimation of the CPL model
GRB Group Model E. A [eY E, E; o/ E; E. vs. E; Interpretation
(Observed) (Observed) (Observed) (Observed) (ADIC<5) (ADIC<5) (ADIC<5) (Match) (For E. vs. E:)
€)) @ G ) (5) (6) @) (® 9 (10) (11) (12)
140703A(026) 1 CPL  173%5, 085 11670, 145757 100 -0.90 110 Nicely Moderated E. and o
150301B(818) I CPL 239%7% 15133  -1.16103) 2011438 150 -0.98 153 Nicely Moderated E. and
160629A(930) I  CPL  21275s 05792  _0.917912 23177 140 -0.78 171 Nicely Moderated E. and a
090529(564) I CPL 305055  3.6707F 1157000 259750 300 -111 267 Nicely Moderated E. and o
091003(191) I ~ CPL  388™3l  29+0.3 -1.03+0.03 37613] 280 -0.98 286 Nicely Moderated E. and o
140606B(133) I  CPL 5317153 27707  .1.1940.07 4307157 425 -1.13 370 Nicely Moderated E. and o
120624B(933) 1~ CPL 642735  1.3%5:5  -0.98+0.04 655753 575 -0.94 610 Nicely Moderated E. and a
090328(401) I  CPL 7591 9% 17401 -1.13709% 660193 500 -1.11 445 Nicely Moderated E. and o
120711A(115) I CPL 13267}3%  1.6792% -1.0140.02 1313773} 300 -0.84 348 Poorly E. too high
130215A(063) I CPL 23871179  2.0+0.3 -1.384+0.04 14807 L11° 150 -0.99 152 Poorly E. too high
100414A(097) 1T CPL 418135 0361007 -0.52+0.02 619733 3000 -0.63 4110  Poorly a too hard
180728A(728) II  CPL  339%1F 160410 -1.70+0.01  102%¢ 380 -1.73 103 Nicely Moderated E. and «

Table 19. Results of E; Estimation of the Band model

GRB Group Model E, A « B E; o E; E, vs. E; Interpretation
(Observed) (Observed) (Observed) (Observed) (ADIC<5) (ADIC<5) (ADIC<5) (Match) (For Ey vs. E;)

(1) @2  © 4) (5) (6) (7 (8) 9 (10) (11) (12)
140206A(275) III  Band 280710  (4.240.1)x1072 -0.9640.16 -2.2140.05 380 -1.01 376 Nicely Moderated E,, and «
110731A(465) III Band 366737  (4.840.2)x107% -0.9040.03 -3.0040.70 525 -0.95 551 Nicely Moderated Ep, and «
180720B(598) III Band 511426 (7.04£0.1)x10~2 -1.07+0.01 -2.2140.03 775 -1.10 697 Nicely Moderated E, and «
190530A(430) III  Band 866713 (1.340.01)x107! -1.0140.01 -3.6340.20 700 -0.96 729 Nicely Moderated E,, and «
090510(016)  III Band 52007377 (9.0£0.4)x107% -0.89+£0.04 -3.4+1.3 100 -0.34 165 Poorly E, too high
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Table 20. Results of E; Estimation Using the Empirical Relation.

GRB A r x> DOF xZ AIC BIC DIC pDIC E, BE,vs E|
€ (2) (3) @ 6 © ™ & (9 (10 @11 (12)
090328 (1.82709%)x1072 1.22%00% 40.48 29 1.40 44.48 47.35 44.43 3.95 1767 Poorly
090510 (2.277911)x1072 1.0079%7 13.35 28 0.48 17.35 20.15 17.33 3.99 269+36 Poorly
090529 (3.1819:99)x1072 1.20%0-92 133.88 62 2.16 137.88 142.20 137.88 4.00 15446 Poorly
091003 (4.35700%)x1072 1.19%001 80.86 60 1.35 84.86 89.12 84.79 3.93 187+4 Poorly
100414A (3.997392)x1072 0.66100] 244.61 118 2.07 248.61 254.18 248.64 4.03 514+10 Poorly
110731A (7.457019)x1072 1.067002 49.71 40 1.24 53.71 57.18 53.73 4.02 240+9 Poorly
120624B (2.587093)x107% 1.051902 53.15 34 1.56 57.15 60.32 57.21 4.05 24419 Poorly
120711A (2.927003)x1072 1.047992 20.37 9 226 24.37 25.16 24.35 3.98 249+10 Poorly
130215A (0.957092)x1072 1.31%0:07 9.17 11 0.83 13.17 14.30 13.18 4.01 149411 Poorly
140206A (6.597003)x1072 1.167901 131.70 59 2.23 135.70 139.93 135.64 3.94 198+4 Poorly
1406068 (2.27799%)x1072 1.267002 51.51 47 1.10 55.51 59.29 55.50 3.99 16446 Poorly
140703A (5.571011)x107% 1.45700% 42.56 26 1.64 46.56 49.22 46.53 3.98 114+7 Poorly
150301B (1.24799%)x1072 1.3770:05 19.63 18 1.09 23.63 25.62 23.71 4.08 133413 Poorly
160629A (9.537029)x107% 1.16%095 11.09 13 0.85 15.09 16.51 15.12 4.03 198+11 Poorly
180720B (1.327091)x107" 1.1870:01 189.23 110 1.72 193.23 198.67 193.22 3.99 19044 Poorly
180728A (1.687001)x107! 1.86109) 157.88 47 3.36 161.88 165.67 161.86 3.98 52+1  Poorly
190530A (2.4870:01)x107" 1.041001 222.39 91 2.44 226.39 231.46 226.32 3.92 24945 Poorly
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Figure 1. Distribution of E, for the complete Fermi/GBM burst catalog (grey shaded region). The red solid lines represent
its best Gaussian fits. The E, distribution covers by the BAT energy range is highlighted by the red slash-shaded region.
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Figure 2. Simulation results for GRB spectra using the CPL model. Left-panel: Top panel shows the simulated data points
(red) in the 15-150 keV band, CPL model curves for various Ec, values (colored lines), and the power-law baseline (gray dashed
line). The lower panels show the ratio evolution for Ecu: values ranging from 100 keV to 1000 keV. Right-panel: Similar layout,
but showing residual evolution for the same FEc,. values.
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Figure 3. The results of GRB 140703A. Top panel: The spectral data obtained from the GBM observation, separated
into three distinct energy ranges: E1[<15] keV (grey), Epar [15-150 keV] (red), and E> [>150] keV (blue). Solid colored lines
represent the CPL spectral model with varying E. values (see Table 1). Middle panel: The statistical criteria (AIC, BIC, DIC,
x?) and their deviations (ADIC, Ax?) from the minimum value plotted as function as E; Five-pointed stars in different colors
denote the locations corresponding to various ADIC thresholds used for evaluation on the ADIC-E. diagram. The data points
indicated by black circles represent the refined estimations, while the others represent the preliminary estimations. Bottom
panel: The original spectral data from GBM observation (grey, red, and blue points) alongside the best CPL model fit (green
solid line), with the fitted model parameters: E.=17375% keV, A=(7.6753)x107", a=-1.161015. The grey sold and dashed
lines represent the best power-law fits to the spectral data within and outside the BAT energy range. Dashed lines in different
colors correspond to CPL fit derived from model parameters selected using different ADIC thresholds (ADIC < 10, ADIC < 5,
ADIC < 2, and minimum ADIC).
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observation gives E.=2397178 keV, A=(1.57}3), a=-1.167331.
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Figure 5. Same as Figure 3 but for GRB 160629A. Note that the best CPL model fit to the original spectral data from GBM
observation gives E.=2127% keV, A=(4.5779)x107%, a=-0.91512.



38 L1 & Wana
o GRB 090529
10 3 —— Eca=t00keV  —— Equ=700keV — —— Ecy=210keV  —— Ec;=350keV F
— 3  Ecw=120keV  —— E,=800keV — Equ=230keV  —— E.=360keV |
— 4 7 —— Ect=150keV ~ —— E,;t=900 keV —— Ec=240keV — —— E=370keV [
'> 10 = — Eei=180KeV —— E=1000keV  ——— Ec=260keV. ~ —— E=380keV- |
> 3 —— Ecu=200keV  —— Ecu=1200keV - Ecu=270keV  —— Ecu=390keV F
X E — E=220keV  —— Ecy=1500keV  —— Ec=280 keV. Ecu=410kev [
— 2 =250KeV  —— Ecy=1800 keV/ Ec=200keV  —— Equ=420keV [
'w 10 3 0 Eci=2000keV ~~ ——— E=310keV  —— Ec,=430keV [
N 3 o Ecu=3000keV  —— Equ=320keV  —— Ecu=440keV F
) ] e Eu SEre000keV  —— Ecu=330keV  —— Ecu=450keV [
e 10—3 _ —— Ecu=600 000 keV ~ —— Ecu=340 keV R
o 3 E
g ] g
B 10" 3
< 3 E
=) ] F
@ 4p°d . Erl<i5keV] B
= 3 & Epar [15-150 keV]
1 + E[>150keV] N
-6
107+ T . T T
10 10 10 10
Photon Energy (keV)
GRB 090529 GRB 090529 GRB 090529
2007 200 60 * Minimum ADIC
ADIC =10
* ADIC=5
180 180 40 # ADIC=2
o) o 0
= 160 ° 160+ <
20
140 140+ 0
IIIII T T IIIIIII T LU IIIII T T IIIIIII T T T T TTTT IIIII T T IIIIIII T T T TTTTIT
2 4 2 4 2 4
10 10° 10 10 10° 10 10 10° 10
3.2
200 10
3.0
0.8
180 2.8 i
5 g Nz 0.6
m -
2.6 < 0.4
160
2.4 0.2
2.2+
14()_'IIIII T T TTTTTIT T T T TTTTT TTTIT T T TTTTTIT T T T TTTTT OO TTTIT T T TTTTT T T T TTTTT
2 3 4 2 3 4 2 3 4
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
Ecut (keV) Ecut (keV) Ecut (keV)
o GRB 090529
1 4+ Ei[<15keV] —— Power-law Fit F
1 4 Egar[15-150 keV] === CPL Fit (observed data) [
1 4 E;[>150keV] — — CPL Fit (ADIC < 5) -
10’ 3
o 3 E
rT ] -
e ] i
e
S 10° 3
o E o
TR i
e
w03 3
: * Ecut \\ :
0 T w Eé:ut \ B
10"+ ——T T T
10 10 10 10

Photon Energy (keV)

Figure 6. Same as Figure 3 but for GRB 090529. Note that the best CPL model fit to the original spectral data from GBM
observation gives E.=30573% keV, A=(3.670 %), a=-1.15700¢.
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Figure 7. Same as Figure 3 but for GRB 091003. Note that the best CPL model fit to the original spectral data from GBM
observation gives E.=38873% keV, A=(2.970%3), a=-1.037)0%.
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Figure 8. Same as Figure 3 but for GRB 140606B. Note that the best CPL model fit to the original spectral data from GBM
observation gives E.=531715% keV, A=(2.7707), a=-1.197017.
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Figure 9. Same as Figure 3 but for GRB 120624B. Note that the best CPL model fit to the original spectral data from GBM
observation gives E.=626155 keV, A=(1.30701%), a=-0.9870 1.
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Figure 10. Same as Figure 3 but for GRB 090328. Note that the best CPL model fit to the original spectral data from GBM

observation gives E.=759732* keV, A=(1.7751), a=-1.1370:03.
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Figure 11. Same as Figure 3 but for GRB 120711A. Note that the best CPL model fit to the original spectral data from GBM
observation gives E.=13301130 keV, A=(1.587013), a=-1.0173:02).
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Figure 12. Same as Figure 3 but for GRB 130215A. Note that the best CPL model fit to the original spectral data from GBM

observation gives Ec:2387té;88
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keV, A=(2.075%), a=-1.3870-01.
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Figure 13. Same as Figure 3 but for GRB 100414A. Note that the best CPL model fit to the original spectral data from GBM
observation gives E.=418"3) keV, A=(3.59103%)x 10~

L a=-0.5279302.



46 L1 & WANG

GRB 180728A

10°
3 —— Eca=100keV  —— Equ=700keV — —— Ecy=260keV  —— Ec;=380keV F
— 3  Ecw=120keV  —— E,=800keV ——— Equ=270keV  —— E.=390keV |
— P — Eey=150keV ~ —— Ec,;=900 keV ——— Eqx=280keV  —— E;=410keV [
|> 10 = g Ecut=180keV —— Ec=1000keV ~ ~ ~——— E;=290 keV. Ecu=420 keV =
o) 3 =200 keV  —— Equ=1200 keV Ecu=310KkeV  —— Ecu=430keV F
X~ E 2 Ecu=1500keV — ——  E=320 keV Eci=440kev
- 5] 25 — Ecu=1800 keV Ecu=330keV  —— Equ=450keV |
[ n 10 3 300 Ecy=2000keV ~ —— Ecy=340keV = —— E=460keV E
~ E Ec;t=400 KBV W= Ec=3000keV ~ —— E;=350keV ~ —— Ec;=470keV
| ] — Ecu=500 keV\ |\ S SEE, =000 KeV  —— Ecy=360keV  —— Ec,=480keV [
E -3 —_ > —— Ecu=370keV  —— Ec;+=490 keV
G 10 3 3
%) E E
S N C
B 10" 3
< 3 E
=) ] F
@ 4p°d . Erl<i5keV] B
= 3 & Epar [15-150 keV]
1 + E[>150keV] N
-6
10 T T T T
10 10 10 10
Photon Energy (keV)
GRB 180728A GRB 180728A GRB 180728A
400 400 250 *  Minimum ADIC
ADIC =10
350 350 200+ « ADIC=5
* ADIC=2
© 300 © 300 O 150
< a g
250 250+ 100
200 200+ 50
150 150 04 Shidcdohbdocdcbd—AAA
IIII] T T IIIIII] T T T T TrrrT IIII] T T IIIIII] T T T TTrrT IIII] T T IIIIII] T T TTTTTT
10° 10° 10" 10° 10° 10" 10° 10° 10
400
8-
350 1 44
O 3004 NP N>
m %6 éf
250 24
200 44
15()_'IIIII T T TTTTTIT T T T TTTTT TTTIT T T TTTTIo T T T TTTTT 0_'IIIII T T TTTTIo T T T TTTTT
2 3 4 2 3 4 2 3 4
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
Ecut (keV) Ecut (keV) Ecut (keV)
o GRB 180728A
1 4+ Ei[<15keV] —— Power-law Fit F
1 4 Egar[15-150 keV] === CPL Fit (observed data) [
1 4+ E;[>150keV] — — CPL Fit (ADIC < 5) -
S0
10 3 3
%) E E
rT ] -
IS E i
Q
S 10° 3
Q2 E -
v i
I
w03 3
: * Ecut :
] * Eé:ut \ B
10" = — T T — T
10 10 10 10

Photon Energy (keV)

Figure 14. Same as Figure 3 but for GRB 180728A. Note that the best CPL model fit to the original spectral data from GBM
observation gives E.=315"13 keV, A=(1.59700%)x10%, a=-1.70700}.
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Figure 15. Same as Figure 3 but for GRB 140206A. Note that the best-fit model in this case is the Band function, with
fitted model parameters: F,=280+10 keV, A=(4.24:0.1)x1072, a=-0.96+0.16, $=-2.2140.05. Color code and description as in
Figure 3.
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Figure 16. Same as Figure 15 but for GRB 110731A. Note that the best Band model fit to the original spectral data from
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GBM observation gives F,=366+27 keV, A=(4.840.2)x107%, a=-0.90£0.03, 8=-3.0£0.7.
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Figure 17. Same as Figure 15 but for GRB 180720B. Note that the best Band model fit to the original spectral data from
GBM observation gives F,=511£26 keV, A=(7.04£0.1)x1072, a=-1.07£0.01, 8=-2.2140.03.
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Figure 18. Same as Figure 15 but for GRB GRB 190530A. Note that the best Band model fit to the original spectral data
from GBM observation gives E,=866+13 keV, A=(1.340.01)x107", a=-1.0140.01, $=-3.6340.20.
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Figure 19. Same as Figure 15 but for GRB GRB GRB 090510. Note that the best Band model fit to the original spectral

data from GBM observation gives Ep,=520073%; keV, A=(9.040.4)x 1073, a=-0.8940.04, 3=-3.441.3.
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Figure 20. a, Spectra of CPL models with the same low-energy power-law index « but different fixed E; values, plotted in the
vF, space. The solid points in different colors represent the corresponding cut-off energies E; values. b, Total curvature and
the associated curvature radius as a function of E.. ¢, Same as (a) but for variations in the « index. d, Same as (b) but for
variations in the « index. e, Spectra of Band models with different peak energies (Ep,=300 keV, 600 keV, and 1000 keV), as
well as the baseline power-law model (the same A fixed 1 and « fixed -1). f, Same as (e), but for the CPL model.
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Figure 21. Comparison of several methods for estimating the E}, of Swift GRBs. The solid circles represent the true observed
E}, values, the stars denote the E}, values estimated using our spectral curvature extrapolation method, the triangles indicate
the Ep values derived from the empirical relation proposed by Sakamoto et al. (2009), and the squares show the E, values
provided by the Science Data Centre website based on BAT data fitting. Different colors correspond to different bursts.
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APPENDIX

In this appendix, we present the amplitude normalization for different CPL models (Section A1).
Al. AMPLITUDE NORMALIZATION

Details of the amplitude normalization procedure for different E. values are provided here. According to the
definition, we have:

N(E)=A <Eiv>anp(Z]§c)’ (A1)

We consider two specific CPL spectra: one with the intrinsic cutoff energy (E. ), denoted as No(Ao, ao, Ec,0), and
another with a different cutoff energy, denoted as N;(A;, a;, Ec;). When E < E, it follows that:

E
50 ) ~ 1. (A2)
and we require Ng = N;, we can derive:
ao (2 o (2T (A3)
0 Eiv,o T\ Bpivi ’
since « indices are fixed, one has:
g =0 =« (A4)
Consequently, the final result is:
E . . (03
A1, — A piv,i A
o(322) (45)
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