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Abstract: The recent and brightest GRB 221009A observed by LHAASO marked the first

detection of the onset of TeV afterglow, with a total of 7 GRBs exhibiting very high energy

(VHE) afterglow radiation. However, consensus on VHE radiation of GRBs is still lacking.

Multi-wavelength studies are currently a primary research method for investigating high-

energy γ-ray astronomy. The limited sample of VHE GRBs, combined with their transient

nature, hinders the progress of physical studies of GRBs. This paper aims to obtain useful

information for GRB research through the properties of blazars, which share significant

similarities with GRBs. By fitting high-quality and simultaneous multiwavelength spectral

energy distributions with a one-zone leptonic model, the study explores the similarity of

radiation properties of blazars and GRBs. A tight correlation between synchrotron and

synchrotron self-Compton (SSC) emission luminosities suggests that blazars and GRBs

share similar radiation mechanisms, to be specific, synchrotron radiation produces the

observed X-ray photons, which also serve as targets for electrons in the SSC process. We

hope that ground-based experiments can observe more GRBs in sub-TeV to confirm these

findings.
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1 Introduction

γ-ray bursts (GRBs) are the most energetic transient phenomena in the Universe. De-

spite being discovered decades ago [1], many aspects related to their jet physics, particle

acceleration and radiation processes, as well as radiation mechanisms, remain enigmatic

(refer [2] and therein). They are the main observational targets for various experimental

facilities, both space-borne and ground-based. Recently, imaging atmospheric Cherenkov

telescopes (IACTs) opened the very high energy (VHE, >100 GeV) window with the first

TeV observation of GRB 190114C during the afterglow decaying phase [3]. Shortly there-

after, the Large High Altitude Air Shower Observatory (LHAASO), representing extensive

air shower detectors [4], successfully observed complete TeV radiation from the onset of

GRB 221009A [5], which was the brightest GRB ever observed [6]. These observations

have brought unprecedented opportunities to study this still-mysterious class of transients

in exquisite detail.

The current generation of γ-ray instruments is advancing our understanding of GRBs

as high-energy sources, particularly through multiwavelength joint observations [7, 8]. How-

ever, the transient nature of GRBs on the timescale of seconds presents challenges in obtain-

ing simultaneous or at least contemporaneous data across different wavelengths. Among

the 7 GRBs reported with VHE emission 1, over half of them either lacked available VHE

data or simultaneous other-wavelength SED data, making it difficult to reach a consensus

on the radiation mechanism. Multifrequency observations of GRB 190114C support the

possibility that inverse Compton emission is commonly produced in GRBs [9]. Addition-

ally, GRB 190829A requires complicated jet or radiation configurations for interpretation

1http://tevcat.uchicago.edu/
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[10]. Moreover, besides the common radiation mechanisms (leptonic or hadronic emission),

the detection of γ-rays up to 13 TeV from GRB 221009A even triggered models of many

exotic origins [11–15].

Considering the sparse VHE GRB samples, it is likely to study VHE emission and

related radiation mechanisms and jet properties by leveraging similar sources, such as

AGNs. Both GRBs and AGNs are generated in relativistic jets powered by their central

black holes. GRBs are associated with ultra-relativistic jets launched during the core

collapse of massive stars or mergers of two compact objects, while AGN are believed to be

fueled by super-massive rotating black holes that launch mildly relativistic jets, with those

pointing towards the observer being classified as blazars.

In contrast to GRBs, there have been numerous observations of γ-ray blazars, most

of which have been extensively researched. Modeling the broad-band spectral energy dis-

tribution (SED) of a source is a common method used to investigate source physics. It is

widely recognized that the SED of all known γ-ray blazars exhibits double-humped struc-

tures, suggesting the involvement of at least two distinct physical emission processes. The

first peak, spanning from radio to soft X-ray frequencies, is likely attributed to synchrotron

emission from relativistic electrons in the jet, while the second component is commonly be-

lieved to be Synchrotron Self-Compton (SSC) scattering emission from the same electron

population [16, 17]. However, alternative models such as external Compton models [18],

and more intricate scenarios involving hadronic processes, have also been put forward as

plausible explanations [19].

Many studies have delved into and demonstrated the similarities between GRBs and

blazars, examining various aspects such as jet power, synchrotron luminosity, radiation

efficiency, and Doppler factor, suggesting that they may share similar jet physics [20–24].

Radiation characteristics have also been investigated through analogies, focusing on the

peak or energy of synchrotron radiation and its correlation with the physical properties of

the jet [24–26], or studying the correlation between X-rays and optical or radio emissions

under synchrotron radiation [27].

In this paper, we utilize analogies to compare the radiation power of X-rays and VHE

energy bands of blazar flares and GRBs, in order to investigate the mechanisms behind

VHE radiation in GRBs, as reaching a definitive conclusion about their VHE emission

has been challenging up to now. The paper is organized as follows: Section 2 offers a

succinct description of the blazar and GRB samples. In Section 3.1, we delineate the SED

modeling within the framework of a homogeneous, one-zone SSC mechanism, and derive

the best-fitting parameters using the MCMC package. Subsequently, Section 4 presents

the findings, with a summary provided in Section 5.

2 Data sample

In this section we briefly introduce the data sample we used, two kinds of sample were

utilized and listed in Table 1 in this study: blazars and GRBs.
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2.1 blazars

There are a total of 7 VHE γ-ray blazars listed, making them ideal candidates for detailed

studies that cannot be carried out for other blazars that are fainter, located farther away,

or have complicated structures. Mrk 421, located at z=0.031, is one of the brightest known

VHE blazars. It was the first extragalactic source detected by IACTs. In addition to the

abundant observations provided by IACTs such as MAGIC and VERITAS, extensive air

shower observatory ARGO-YBJ continuously monitored it for five years, reporting seven

flaring episodes, among which we selected the largest flare and another one for analysis. Mrk

501, located at z=0.034, is another well-known VHE blazar regularly monitored by a wide

range of multi-wavelength instruments. It has VHE γ-ray observations from instruments

such as Whipple, VERITAS, and MAGIC, and we also selected its 4 flaring states for SED

modeling.

W Comae had a strong outburst of VHE γ-ray emission in 2008 June and was detected

by VERITAS [37], which detected 3C 66A in a flaring state in October of the same year

[38]. Both sources were carried out with multi-wavelength observations in comparable

timescales. Simultaneous flaring was also observed from TeV blazar 1ES 1727+502 and

1ES 1959+650 in the X-ray and γ-ray bands [34, 39]. Here is a interesting for the 1ES

1959+650, since the source exhibited a relatively high state in X-rays and optical, while in

the VHE band it was at one of the lowest level [34]. PKS 215+304 is among the brightest

and most extensively studied BL Lac objects in the southern hemisphere across various

wavelengths. It has been detectable by HESS almost nightly since 2002 [35, 41].

2.2 GRBs

On the TeVcat website 2, there are 7 VHE GRBs listed. However, with the exception of

GRB 190114C, GRB 190829A, and GRB 221009A, the other VHE-announced GRBs either

lacked available VHE data or simultaneous other-wavelength SED data. GRB 190114C was

the first GRB reported with simultaneous observations up to the TeV range by IACT. The

VHE afterglow phase of GRB 190829A was detected between 4 and 56 hours after the onset

of prompt emission, despite its low luminosity and redshift [10]. It is also one of the nearest

GRBs observed ever. Meanwhile, GRB 221009A has been described as the brightest ever

detected [5], with γ-rays observed up to 13 TeV by the LHAASO experiment [6].

3 Model and method

In this section, we will first provide a brief introduction to SED modeling. This will be

followed by a description of the procedures adopted for obtaining the best fitting parameters

and determining the luminosity in the X-ray and VHE range.

3.1 SED modeling: one-zone SSC model

We assume that an emitting zone, which is a spherical blob, moves downstream of the

jet with a bulk Lorentz factor Γb. This blob is filled homogeneously with electrons in

2http://tevcat.uchicago.edu/
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a randomly oriented magnetic field with a mean magnetic field strength of B′. We also

assume that the jet axis is at an angle Θ = 1/Γb, and for simplicity, we take the Doppler

factor δ to be equal to Γb. Quantities in the observer’s frame are unprimed, and quantities

in the frame comoving with the jet blob are primed.

Ultra-relativistic electrons are assumed to be instantaneously accelerated into a power-

law distribution in electron energy

Ne(γ) = Ke γ
−p1. (3.1)

The combination of radiative cooling and particle escape from the emission region leads to

a broken power-law equilibrium distribution, where the electrons follow:

Ne(γ) =

{
Ke (γ/γbreak)

−p1, γ < γbreak

Ke (γ/γbreak)
−p2, γ > γbreak

(3.2)

with indices p1 and p2 below and above the break γbreak, within the low- and high-energy

cut-offs, denoted as γmin and γmax.

The synchrotron radiation flux of relativistic electrons can be expressed as [42]:

f syn
ϵ =

δ4Dϵ
′J ′

syn(ϵ
′)

4πd2L
=

√
3δ4Dϵ

′e3B′

4πhd2L

∫ ∞

1
dγ′N ′

e(γ
′)R(x) (3.3)

where δD is the Doppler factor, ϵ′ represents the dimensionless energy of the emitted photon,

γ′ is the electron’s Lorentz factor, e denotes the fundamental charge, h is Planck’s constant,

and dL signifies the luminosity distance given by

dL =
(1 + z)c

H0

∫ z

0

dz′√
ΩM (1 + z′)3 +Ωλ

(3.4)

with ΩM=0.3, Ωλ=0.7, H0 =70 km s−1 Mpc−1 [43].

The function R(x) is defined as:

R(x) =
x

2

∫ π

0
dθ sin(θ)

∫ ∞

x
sin θ

dtK 5
3
(t)

where x = 4πϵ′m2
ec

3

3eB′hγ′2 , θ is the pitch angle between the magnetic field and the motion of the

electron, and K5/3 represents the modified Bessel function of the second kind of order 5/3.

The observed SSC flux is

fSSC
ϵ =

3

4
cσTϵ

′2
s

δ4D
4πd2L

∫ ∞

0
dϵ′

u′ (ϵ′)

ϵ′2

×
∫ γ′

max

γ′
min

dγ′
N ′

e (γ
′)

γ′2
FC

(
q′,Γ′

e

)
,

(3.5)

with ϵ′s is the scattered photon’s dimensionless energy and u′ is the radiation energy density

[44]. Here we consider the full Compton scatter cross section (i.e. the Klein-Nishina cross

– 5 –



section is taken into account), FC is the Compton scattering kernel for isotropic photon

and electron distributions [45, 46]

FC

(
q′,Γ′

e

)
=
[
2q′ ln q′ +

(
1 + 2q′

) (
1− q′

)
+
1

2

(Γ′
eq

′)2

(1 + Γ′
eq

′)

(
1− q′

)]
H

(
q′;

1

4γ′2
, 1

)
.

with q′ ≡ ϵ′s/γ
′

Γ′
e(1−ϵ′s/γ

′) , Γ
′
e = 4ϵ′γ′, and H(x; a, b) is the Heaviside function defined as H = 1

if a ≤ x ≤ b and H = 0 otherwise.

In short, there is a set of specific parameters (magnetic filed B′, Doppler facor δ,

electron spectral index p1, p2, γbreak, normalization Ke, and electron Lorentz factor cut-off

γmax) for the SED modeling of one source and need to be determined experimentally by

fitting the data.

3.2 Fitting strategy and procedure

The maximum likelihood method is used to obtain the optimal values of free parameters.

In general, data measurements and errors follow a Gaussian distribution, which allows us

to construct a likelihood function:

L(θ|f1, f2, · · · , fn) =
N∏
i=1

1√
2πσ2

i

exp

[
−(fi − f

′
i (θ))

2

2σ2
i

]
(3.6)

where f1, f2, · · · , fn is the observed data, N is the number of observed data points, σi
represents the error of data, f ′

i denotes the model value with the parameters θ(B, δ, p1,

p2, γbreak, γmax and Ke). Technically, the Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) technique

is used to establish the parameter and its error, and the public Python package Emcee

[47] is adopted for fitting the best parameters. The extragalactic background light (EBL)

absorption of the VHE γ-ray is take account into calculation, according to the EBL model

[48], which is favored by LHAASO for the observation of GRB 221009A. If the flux points

are de-absorbed using the EBL model, we will first correct them using the corresponding

EBL model, and then proceed to fit the SSC model uniformly using the EBL model.

To calculate the energy released by the synchrotron and SSC radiation processes, we

utilize the following equation [49]

Liso = 4 π d2Lfobs (3.7)

where fobs denotes the observed peak flux for energy range in the source-frame, which is

calculated as:

fobs =

∫ E2/(z+1)

E1/(1+z)
N(E)EdE (3.8)

For each source, the peak values of the two peaks are initially identified. Given that

observational data typically cluster within 1.5 orders of magnitude before and after the

peaks, this range is adopted as the upper and lower limits for energy integration, and the

flux is integrated over this energy range. It is important to note that beyond this energy

range, the flux sharply decreases, therefore, hence extending the energy range would not

significantly impact the integral results.

– 6 –



4 Result

Figure 1. Posterior distribution contours of the one-zone SSC model parameters derived from our

MCMC fits for Mrk 421 flaring event that occurred at MJD=55265.

Employing the model and method described above, we model fit simultaneous multi-

wavelength observations of data sample listed in the Table 1, and use MCMC to obtain the

best fit results. Represented by Mrk 421, Figure 1 presents the MCMC results of the best-

fit parameters for the observed spectrum of a flaring event that occurred at MJD=55275.

The best SED model fitting parameters for each candidate are listed in Table 2.

Figure 2 illustrates the SED modeling fitting results, the first and second rows consist

of four spectra each, representing the flaring states of Mrk 421 and Mrk 501 at four differ-

ent times, followed by single-flare spectra of five other blazars, and finally, the afterglow

radiation spectra of three GRBs. The solid red points represent the experimental data,

with data points sourced from the literature listed in the second-to-last column of Table

1 and references within. The blue dashed line represents the intrinsic energy spectrum

– 7 –



Figure 2. Comparisons of the best-fitting SEDs with the one-zone SSC model (solid line) and

observed data (red points) of each source sample. Data are taken from the literature listed in the

last column of Table 1. The confidence interval for the fitting is obtained with the MCMC fitting

process.

Table 2. Best-Fit Parameters of SED model
Stat log10B

′[G] log10δ log10γmin log10γbreak log10γmax p1 p2 log10Ke eletype

Mrk 421

55242-55245 -0.67±0.21 0.80±0.09 2.78(fixed) 5.52±0.08 7.00(fixed) 1.50±0.09 4.11±0.10 42.50±0.16 BPL

55265 -1.79±0.11 1.93±0.04 2.78(fixed) 5.66±0.06 6.60(fixed) 2.27±0.03 4.35±0.45 39.63±0.14 BPL

56130-56187 -1.07±0.36 1.77±0.27 2.78(fixed) 4.92±0.26 6.20±0.57 2.23±0.12 5.18±0.40 41.23±0.70 BPL

57757 -1.61±0.12 1.76±0.04 2.78(fixed) 5.45±0.07 6.80(fixed) 2.25±0.05 4.05±0.14 40.24±0.16 BPL

Mrk 501

1997 outburst -0.84±0.14 1.27±0.07 2.78(fixed) 5.93±0.22 6.86±0.31 1.88±0.06 2.93±0.91 39.48±0.55 BPL

54952-54955 -2.52±0.38 1.83±0.09 2.78(fixed) 6.04±0.16 6.84±0.41 2.34±0.10 3.73±0.79 39.26±0.47 BPL

56858 -1.36±0.32 1.53±0.11 2.78(fixed) 5.89±0.24 6.79±0.50 2.04±0.05 3.72±1.43 39.35±0.42 BPL

56865 -2.02±0.68 1.70±0.19 2.78(fixed) 6.24±0.40 6.99±0.34 2.01±0.08 2.86±1.38 39.02±0.53 BPL

1ES 1959+650

53879-53881 -1.42±0.37 1.77±0.13 2.78(fixed) 5.00±0.34 5.96±0.15 2.23±0.34 3.20±0.23 40.28±0.94 BPL

PKS 2155+304

53945 -1.58±0.11 1.86±0.05 2.78(fixed) 5.00±0.10 6.44±0.60 2.51±0.12 4.16±0.21 42.22±0.31 BPL

W comae

54624-54626 -2.06±0.23 1.96±0.09 2.78(fixed) 4.60±0.12 6.16±0.43 2.64±0.12 3.71±0.15 42.80±0.43 BPL

3C 66A

54743-54745 -1.27±0.16 1.51±0.07 2.78(fixed) 4.53±0.24 6.11±0.67 2.29±0.24 4.49±0.15 45.03±0.31 BPL

1ES 1727+502

57090–57440 -1.56±0.10 1.75±0.04 2.78(fixed) 5.70±0.09 6.44±0.65 2.38±0.03 5.17±1.24 39.22±0.26 BPL

GRB

GRB 190114C -1.28±1.26 1.96±0.45 3.31±0.47 5.50±0.47 7.00(fixed) 2.51±0.29 3.08±0.17 43.01±0.96 BPL

GRB 190829A 0.44±0.37 0.46±0.12 3.00(fixed) 4.39±0.28 6.50(fixed) 2.11±0.64 3.07±0.04 44.07±0.74 BPL

GRB 221009A 0.43±0.09 1.38±0.05 3.22±0.21 - 6.07±0.03 2.30(fixed) - 54.68±0.07 PL
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Table 3. Fitting results

Stat log10E
syn
peak[eV] log10E

ssc
peak[eV] log10Lsyn[erg s−1] log10Lssc[erg s−1]

Mrk 421

55242-55245 3.43± 0.01 11.45± 0.11 46.06± 0.01 45.99± 0.06

55265 3.54± 0.01 11.87± 0.11 45.99± 0.02 45.38± 0.02

56130-56187 2.48± 0.42 10.92± 0.11 46.03± 0.35 45.56± 0.03

57757 3.11± 0.01 11.56± 0.01 45.62± 0.01 45.42± 0.02

Mrk 501

1997 outburst 5.01± 0.32 12.19± 0.01 46.05± 0.08 45.73± 0.02

54952-54955 3.54± 0.01 12.08± 0.11 44.85± 0.03 45.18± 0.02

56858 4.17± 0.11 12.08± 0.11 45.63± 0.08 45.36± 0.03

56865 4.49± 0.26 12.82± 0.11 45.74± 0.13 45.55± 0.03

1ES 1959+650

53879-53881 3.01± 0.26 11.35± 0.21 44.87± 0.03 43.58± 0.07

PKS 2155+304

53945 2.27± 0.05 10.71± 0.26 46.81± 0.03 47.71± 0.06

W comae

54624-54626 1.11± 0.16 9.55± 0.32 45.70± 0.02 45.96± 0.11

3C 66A

54743-54745 1.11± 0.01 9.76± 0.16 47.31± 0.02 47.73± 0.04

1ES 1727+502

57090–57440 3.43± 0.01 11.45± 0.01 45.35± 0.02 44.91± 0.01

GRB

GRB 190114C 4.27± 0.21 11.56± 0.63 50.33± 0.01 50.35± 0.04

GRB 190829A 2.27± 0.37 9.55± 0.58 45.41± 0.02 45.96± 0.16

GRB 221009A 5.54± 0.01 11.77± 0.05 50.40± 0.02 49.26± 0.02

before EBL absorption. The solid black line represents the best-fit spectra obtained un-

der the constraints of these experimental data points. A clear bimodal structure can be

observed in each plot, with the first peak corresponding to synchrotron radiation and the

second peak generated by the SSC process. To quantitatively evaluate the fit quality, the

goodness of fit and the number of free parameters for each fit are provided in each plot

of Figure 2, demonstrating that all the SEDs can be well modeled by this simple leptonic

SSC mechanism.

The electrons responsible for SSC and synchrotron radiation are the same group of

electrons, so it is expected that there would be a certain linear relationship between the

peak position and peak height of the synchrotron and SSC processes, and the corresponding

values for each source are also listed in Table 3 and shown in the distribution plot in Figure

3.

The left plot of Figure 3 displays the peak of two emissions of GRB and blazar.

Fitting the peaks of synchrotron radiation and SSC with straight lines, log10E
peak
ssc =

0.87× log10E
peak
syn + 8.74 and log10E

peak
ssc = 0.67× log10E

peak
syn + 8.04 are obtained for blazar

and GRBs, respectively. Although the energy of the accelerated particles inside the jet

may be different, the peaks of SSC and synchrotron radiation both exhibit a good linear

relationship. Additionally, the combined fit result for both blazars and GRBs is illustrated

by the grey line, given by the fitting log10Lssc = 0.39× log10Lsyn + 10.01.
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Figure 3. The correlations between Esyn
peak and Essc

peak, Lsyn and Lssc for blazars and GRBs. The

red and blue solid lines represent the best linear fits for blazars and GRBs separately, while the

grey lines depict the combined fit results for both. The shaded regions indicate the 95% confidence

intervals of the spectral fitting.

The right plot of Figure 3 illustrates the distribution of luminosity released by syn-

chrotron and SSC radiation with equation 3.7. A very clear linear relationship can be

observed, which can be directly fitted with log10Lssc = 0.95× log10Lsyn+1.85, log10Lssc =

0.62×log10Lsyn+18.31 and log10Lssc = 0.84×log10Lsyn+6.95 for blazars, GRBs, and both

of them, respectively. It is evident that the emissions from blazars and GRB afterglows

share energy budget similarities between these two radiation mechanisms. In other words,

during the flaring state, the VHE blazars are primarily influenced by the scattering of the

same group of electrons, and the TeV afterglow emissions could also be explained by the

synchrotron + SSC mechanism.

The magnetic field and luminosity of the sources are depicted in Figure 4. It is apparent

that three GRBs are positioned in the upper right corner, suggesting that their magnetic

fields are indeed larger than those of blazars. This is further supported by the peak

of synchrotron emission from GRBs being higher than that from blazars, indicating the

presence of a stronger magnetic field during the burst and potentially differing acceleration

characteristics between the two.

5 Summary

IACT observations of GRB 190114C and 180720B marked the beginning of VHE obser-

vations of GRBs, with LHAASO’s observation of GRB 221009A further expanding into

the 10 TeV observation window and, for the first time, tracing the entire emission from

the onset of the burst. However, there remains a scarcity of GRB samples for studying

their high-energy properties. GRBs and blazars are two populations of sources with many
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Figure 4. The correlations between magnetic filed and Lssc.

similar physical characteristics. This study explores the synchrotron and SSC emission

properties of GRBs and blazars using a sample comprising 7 blazars and 3 GRBs with

X-ray and VHE observations. By examining the correlations between Lsyn and Lssc, our

findings reveal a robust linear relationship in the Lsyn − Lssc correlation. The similarities

between GRBs and blazars, along with the connections in their synchrotron and SSC emis-

sions, offer a pathway to investigate the highest energy range properties of GRBs. This

approach makes use of the larger dataset from blazar observations and leverages the ob-

servational characteristics of low-energy synchrotron radiation. Additionally, we hope that

LHAASO can observe more samples of GRBs to gather additional information for studying

the properties of GRBs.
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C. Arcaro et al., Revealing x-ray and gamma ray temporal and spectral similarities in the

GRB 190829A afterglow, Science 372 (2021) 1081 [2106.02510].

[11] S.V. Troitsky, Parameters of Axion-Like Particles Required to Explain High-Energy Photons

from GRB 221009A, Soviet Journal of Experimental and Theoretical Physics Letters 116

(2022) 767 [2210.09250].

[12] G. Galanti, L. Nava, M. Roncadelli, F. Tavecchio and G. Bonnoli, Observability of the

Very-High-Energy Emission from GRB 221009A, Physical Review Letters 131 (2023) 251001

[2210.05659].

[13] S. Balaji, M.E. Ramirez-Quezada, J. Silk and Y. Zhang, Light scalar explanation for the 18

TeV GRB 221009A, Physical Review D 107 (2023) 083038 [2301.02258].

[14] L. Wang and B.-Q. Ma, Axion-photon conversion of GRB221009A, Physical Review D 108

(2023) 023002 [2304.01819].

[15] G. Zhang and B.-Q. Ma, Axion-Photon Conversion of LHAASO Multi-TeV and PeV

Photons, Chinese Physics Letters 40 (2023) 011401 [2210.13120].

[16] L. Maraschi, G. Ghisellini and A. Celotti, A Jet Model for the Gamma-Ray–emitting Blazar

3C 279, Astrophysical Journal Letters 397 (1992) L5.

[17] G. Ghisellini, L. Maraschi and L. Dondi, Diagnostics of Inverse-Compton models for the

γ-ray emission of 3C 279 and MKN 421., Astronomy and Astrophysics Supplement Series

120 (1996) 503.

[18] C.D. Dermer, R. Schlickeiser and A. Mastichiadis, High-energy gamma radiation from

extragalactic radio sources., Astronomy and Astrophysics 256 (1992) L27.

[19] K. Mannheim, The proton blazar., Astronomy and Astrophysics 269 (1993) 67

[astro-ph/9302006].

[20] Q. Wu, Y.-C. Zou, X. Cao, D.-X. Wang and L. Chen, A Uniform Correlation between

– 12 –

https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1905.02773
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1905.02773
https://arxiv.org/abs/1905.02773
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.adg9328
https://arxiv.org/abs/2306.06372
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.adj2778
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.adj2778
https://arxiv.org/abs/2310.08845
https://doi.org/10.3390/galaxies10030066
https://arxiv.org/abs/2205.12146
https://doi.org/10.3390/galaxies10030067
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-019-1754-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-019-1754-6
https://arxiv.org/abs/2006.07251
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abe8560
https://arxiv.org/abs/2106.02510
https://doi.org/10.1134/S0021364022602408
https://doi.org/10.1134/S0021364022602408
https://arxiv.org/abs/2210.09250
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.251001
https://arxiv.org/abs/2210.05659
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.083038
https://arxiv.org/abs/2301.02258
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.023002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.023002
https://arxiv.org/abs/2304.01819
https://doi.org/10.1088/0256-307X/40/1/011401
https://arxiv.org/abs/2210.13120
https://doi.org/10.1086/186531
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.astro-ph/9302006
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9302006


Synchrotron Luminosity and Doppler Factor in Gamma-Ray Bursts and Blazars: A Hint of

Similar Intrinsic Luminosities?, Astrophysical Journal Letters 740 (2011) L21 [1108.1442].

[21] R.S. Nemmen, M. Georganopoulos, S. Guiriec, E.T. Meyer, N. Gehrels and R.M. Sambruna,

A Universal Scaling for the Energetics of Relativistic Jets from Black Hole Systems, Science

338 (2012) 1445 [1212.3343].

[22] F. Lyu, E.-W. Liang, Y.-F. Liang, X.-F. Wu, J. Zhang, X.-N. Sun et al., Distributions of

Gamma-Ray Bursts and Blazars in the L p-E p-Plane and Possible Implications for their

Radiation Physics, Astrophysical Journal 793 (2014) 36 [1407.6159].

[23] F.Y. Wang, S.X. Yi and Z.G. Dai, Similar Radiation Mechanism in Gamma-Ray Bursts and

Blazars: Evidence from Two Luminosity Correlations, Astrophysical Journal Letters 786

(2014) L8 [1403.7857].

[24] J. Zhang, E.-W. Liang, X.-N. Sun, B. Zhang, Y. Lu and S.-N. Zhang, Radiation Mechanism

and Jet Composition of Gamma-Ray Bursts and GeV-TeV-selected Radio-loud Active

Galactic Nuclei, Astrophysical Journal Letters 774 (2013) L5 [1307.5978].

[25] R. Ma, F.-G. Xie and S. Hou, Relationship between the Kinetic Power and Bolometric

Luminosity of Jets: Limitation from Black Hole X-Ray Binaries, Active Galactic Nuclei, and

Gamma-Ray Bursts, Astrophysical Journal Letters 780 (2014) L14 [1312.0504].

[26] B.-T. Zhu, L. Zhang and J. Fang, A Universal Relation between the Gamma-Ray Luminosity

and Power of Relativistic Outflows, Astrophysical Journal 873 (2019) 120.

[27] B.-T. Zhu, F.-W. Lu, B. Zhou, J. Fang and L. Zhang, Radio and X-ray spectral properties of

gamma-ray bursts and pulsar wind nebulae, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical

Society 509 (2022) 4143.

[28] B. Bartoli, P. Bernardini, X.J. Bi, Z. Cao, S. Catalanotti, S.Z. Chen et al., 4.5 Years of

Multi-wavelength Observations of MRK 421 During the ARGO-YBJ and FERMI Common

Operation Time, Astrophysical Journal Supplement Series 222 (2016) 6 [1511.06851].
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[44] J.D. Finke, C.D. Dermer and M. Böttcher, Synchrotron Self-Compton Analysis of TeV

X-Ray-Selected BL Lacertae Objects, Astrophysical Journal 686 (2008) 181 [0802.1529].

[45] F.C. Jones, Calculated Spectrum of Inverse-Compton-Scattered Photons, Physical Review

167 (1968) 1159.

[46] G.R. Blumenthal and R.J. Gould, Bremsstrahlung, Synchrotron Radiation, and Compton

Scattering of High-Energy Electrons Traversing Dilute Gases, Reviews of Modern Physics 42

(1970) 237.

[47] D. Foreman-Mackey, A. Conley, W. Meierjurgen Farr et al., “emcee: The MCMC Hammer.”

Astrophysics Source Code Library, record ascl:1303.002, Mar., 2013.

[48] J.D. Finke, S. Razzaque and C.D. Dermer, Modeling the Extragalactic Background Light

from Stars and Dust, Astrophysical Journal 712 (2010) 238 [0905.1115].

[49] T.N. Ukwatta, M. Stamatikos, K.S. Dhuga, T. Sakamoto, S.D. Barthelmy, A. Eskandarian

et al., Spectral Lags and the Lag-Luminosity Relation: An Investigation with Swift BAT

Gamma-ray Bursts, Astrophysical Journal 711 (2010) 1073 [0908.2370].

– 14 –

https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/200912128
https://arxiv.org/abs/0906.2002
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:200809691
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:200809691
https://arxiv.org/abs/0805.1841
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/707/1/612
https://arxiv.org/abs/0910.3750
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/726/1/43
https://arxiv.org/abs/1011.1053
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac1866
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac1866
https://arxiv.org/abs/2206.12506
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2303.01203
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2303.01203
https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.01203
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20041853
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0411582
https://doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptac097
https://doi.org/10.1086/590900
https://arxiv.org/abs/0802.1529
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.167.1159
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.167.1159
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.42.237
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.42.237
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/712/1/238
https://arxiv.org/abs/0905.1115
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/711/2/1073
https://arxiv.org/abs/0908.2370

	Introduction
	Data sample
	blazars
	GRBs

	Model and method
	SED modeling: one-zone SSC model
	Fitting strategy and procedure

	Result
	Summary

